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King County




Metropolitan King County Council

Law, Justice, and Human Services Committee
STAFF REPORT

AGENDA ITEM:  3

DATE:  June 7, 2007
BRIEFING No:  2007-B0128
PREPARED BY:  Clifton Curry
SUBJECT:  Briefing on the King County District Court 2007 Budget Proviso Response.
SUMMARY:  The 2007 Budget included the following proviso for the District Court:
By April 1, 2007, the district court shall submit to the council for its review a report detailing the status of the court’s contracting with cities for municipal court services, the status of the court’s facilities master plan, especially the status of facilities in the cities of Bellevue and Kent, and the court’s progress in implementing master plan recommendations approved by the council in Ordinance 15195.

The court transmitted its report and will brief the committee today on the status of the operational and facilities master plans, the agreements with cities for court services, and the results of studies of court staffing and its Call Center.
Background.  The district court is the county’s court of “limited jurisdiction” and has responsibility for traffic infractions, certain civil matters, and misdemeanor criminal offenses in the county’s unincorporated areas, cities that contract with the court, and for the adjudication of “state” offenses (violations of state statute in the county or when the arresting agency is the Washington State Patrol or other state law enforcement agency).  The King County District Court is the largest court of limited jurisdiction in the State, providing District Court services to more than 1.8 million King County residents.  The county has as adopted policy that the county, under state law, is a unified, countywide district court.  Nevertheless, the county has adopted electoral divisions to allow for a more “local” election of judges.  The court currently has 21 judges that operate out of five divisions at ten locations throughout the county.  The court processes more than a quarter million new filings per year in addition to a significant number of pending open cases from previous years.
Under state law, incorporated cities can operate courts of limited jurisdiction to enforce city ordinances.  However, state statute also allows cities to contract with District Court for local city court services.  Presently in King County, many cities choose to provide court services through a municipal court—separate from the county’s District Court system.  However, 13 cities currently contract with King County for District Court services and plan on continuing to contract with the county (12 cities for full court services and one city for more limited weekend in-custody services).

The court’s current arrangements with cities for municipal court services have come about as consequence of significant changes within the court and its relations with the cities.  On February 14, 2003, the Executive sent notification to all contract cities that the county would not extend the current court contract past 2004, due to budgetary considerations.  The Executive explained that the county was taking the action of terminating the city contracts because of the county’s overall fiscal problems, and because of county Current Expense “subsidy” of the contract cities.

After notification of the pending contract termination, the Council requested that the Executive reconsider this decision and embarked upon a review of the actual costs and workload of the court.  The resulting study did conclude that a subsidy did exist, albeit, smaller than that identified by the Executive.  Based on the identification of the “city subsidy” the Executive entered into negotiations with the contract cities to modify the revenue sharing formula to reduce or eliminate the subsidy.  

During this period, the county initiated and completed a District Court Operational Master Planning (OMP) prior to negotiating a new, longer-term contract.  In April 2005, the King County Council adopted Ordinance 15195, approving the District Court Operational Master Plan (OMP).  The master plan presented a set of strategic recommendations to guide the future of the court.  The OMP reaffirmed the county’s aspiration to be the court of choice for court of limited jurisdiction in the county, focusing its energy and resources on improving operations and services, while also balancing the needs of citizens, the court, the county and the cities.  
In February 2006, the King County Council adopted a long-term interlocal agreement with the existing contract cities related to the continued provision of local court services.  The agreement created a long-term arrangement that allows the county to recover its costs, while supporting the directions outlined in the OMP.  As part of the agreement, the Court and the contract cities serve together on the District Court Management Review Committee.  The committee serves as a valuable opportunity for all parties to communicate on District Court/Municipal Court matters and resolve issues when they arise. The county has completed contract negotiations for 2007-2012.  Eleven cities have completed negotiations with the county for their contracts (the Cities of Beaux Arts Village, Burien, Carnation, Covington, Duvall, Kenmore, Redmond, Sammamish, Shoreline, Skykomish, and Woodinville).  Nevertheless, some cities (the Cities of North Bend and Snoqualamie) are not planning on continuing their contracts beyond 2007.  In addition, the county is working with the City of Bellevue on examining possible alternatives to the current court facility.  The county and the city are still working to agree on the details of relocating District Court services.  The City of Bellevue has indicated that they will sign with the county for court services beyond this year, but might use the “early out” clause if facilities negotiations aren’t resolved to their satisfaction.  
Since 2004, the county closed two court facilities (Renton and Federal Way) and has been in the process of establishing a new court facilities arrangement in Bellevue after the county transferred ownership of the existing court facility to the city (as noted above).  The county is also now reviewing the utilization of the Regional Justice Center and how the county can implement the court OMP policy of having only one court facility in a city (the court currently uses court space at the county-owned Aukeen Courthouse and the Regional Justice Center, both of which are in the City of Kent) along with several other potential criminal justice agency moves and consolidations.  The county has completed a Facilities Master Plan for the court.  However, the issues of Bellevue and Kent facilities remain unresolved.  Finally, the court has also completed significant studies to understand appropriate staffing needs to meet requirements and to ensure high quality services.  The court anticipates that it will begin implementing recommendations of the staffing study in 2007 through a Supplemental Budget request.
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· Hon. Barbara Linde, Presiding Judge, King County District Court

· Tricia Crozier, Chief Administrative Officer, King County District Court
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1. Cover Letter and King County District Court Proviso Response (does not include substantive attachments).
2. District Court Proviso Response, PowerPoint Presentation, June 7, 2007.

