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Proposed No.:  _____________
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Date:__September 10, 2010
  Yes     No     N/A
 [X ]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  The costs of providing civil process services are driven by the cost of labor, supplies, internal rates, travel, central services and equipment.  These fee increases are proposed in order to help defray the cost of these services provided and minimize the impact on the Current Expense Fund.
 [X  ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.  The King County Sheriff’s office is required by State statute to provide these services.
 [  ]  [  ]  [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.  The proposed fees reflect the rates charged by the Snohomish County Sheriff’s Office, and will result in substantial increases over current rates, but the overall effect is too minor to materially impact the economy or job growth.
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance. The purpose of the ordinance is to increase civil process fees to recover more of the cost of providing the service.  The last update was in 2009. The Sheriff’s Office is mandated under state law to provide these services and the fees may be set by counties on a cost reimbursement basis; however.




 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation. The fees are proposed to take effect beginning January 1, 2011
[  ]  [  ]  [X]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.  
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  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [  ]   [X]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.
 [  ]  [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.  The proposed fee increases have not been shared with special interest groups or the public.  They are nearly identical with charges imposed by Snohomish County.
 [X ]  [  ]   [  ]

COSTS & BENEFITS:  Will the proposed regulation achieve the goal with the minimum cost and burden?  Fee increases will still not fully cover the cost of the unit but does increase the end-users share commensurate to the cost of providing the service.   This proposal increases the percentage of reimbursement to close to 50%.
 [X ]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation. Yes, the fee increases are necessary to help offset the cost of providing related services throughout the King County.
[X ]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation. The benefits help defray the cost of providing the service.  The costs are the related labor, benefit and other expenditures associated with the service.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.
 [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?
