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Date:  September 11, 2008
  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  This allows user fees to support the cost to support the Electronic Court Records (ECR) On-line application




 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.  The ECR On-line application is specific to the King County and all fees related to its use are most appropriately addressed by the King County legislative body.

 [  ]  [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.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.  To increase the fee for accessing superior court records online from ten cents per page to fifteen cents per page.


 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.  Implementation will consist of revision to the clerk’s fee list and notification to the bar/public via several publication vehicles commonly used to communicate procedural/policy changes within the court and a small change to the ECR On-line application.


 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.  Generation of nearly $40,000 of additional revenue annually.
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  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.  Revenue from copy sales is tracked and compared against budgeted revenue figures.



 [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.  Minimal collaboration is believed to be necessary for this change.  There continues to be support for providing superior court records on-line.




 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

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

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation. Approximately $40,000 annually in foregone revenue.  More importantly, assuring adequate maintenance and support for the electronic records online application will be placed at risk if this fee increase is not approved.



 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.  The proposed regulation will cost the public about $40,000 annually, and the benefit is the assurance of adequate support and maintenance of the application in question.  The cost of obtaining copies on-line is still likely much lower than the cost of a trip to the courthouse to obtain copies.



 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.  Users access the application by establishing subscriber accounts and court records are and will continue to be made available without charge to customers who visit one of the courthouses in person.



 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

CLARITY:  Is the proposed ordinance written clearly and concisely, without ambiguities?  Yes, this is a change to an existing ordinance that clarifies self-service copies within the facilities and over the internet.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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