
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  Parenting Seminar Fee
Prepared By:  Steve Davis






Date:  September 2, 2010
  Yes     No     N/A
[ X]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.
The additional fee will allow the parenting seminar function to be entirely revenue backed, which will allow the program to be sustained.


 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.



Parenting seminars could be outsourced, but it would result in a higher cost for attendees and would lessen the ability of the court to control seminar content and quality.  Seminars were outsourced at one time and the court found that it is most effective to provide the service in house.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

ECONOMY & JOB GROWTH:  Has the economic impact of the proposed regulation been reviewed to ensure it will not have a long-term adverse impact on the economy and job growth in King County?




If yes then explain.
This fee is not significant enough to impact the King County economy.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.
Local rule requires individuals to attend a parenting seminar within 60 days of filing.  The fee of $40 is not changed for those who attend the seminar within the required 60 days.  Individuals who attend the seminar after 60 days will pay a higher fee of $75.  The higher fee is intended to encourage compliance in attending within 60 days.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.
Implementation will be simple. Various forms will be modified describing the two tier fee.
 [  ]  [X]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.
The ordinance does not identify outcomes.  Outcomes will be measurable in that we will be able to tell if the number of individuals complying with the 60 day attendance rule has increased or not changed.  
Page 2

  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [X]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.
There is no evaluation process identified.



 [  ]  [X]   [  ]

INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)? Describe the level of collaboration that has been performed.
This fee would be charged to the general public.  Waivers and reduced fees are allowed based on income.
 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?

There will be no cost and minimal effort needed to implement this fee.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.
There are no costs and the benefits allow the court to continue providing this service to the public at a low cost.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.
Individuals who attend the parenting seminar within the required 60 days will pay a lower fee.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

CONSISTENCY:  Is the proposed regulation consistent with existing federal, state and local statutes?
