
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Non compliance fee – failure to bring case to completion
Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:  Teresa Bailey





Date:  September 3, 2010
  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  The proposed ordinance increases the existing fee for failure to bring case to completion.
 [  ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.  The fee is for services and reimbursement of costs incurred by a county agency, and as such the related fee is appropriately carried out by King County.



 [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 increase in fee amount acts to offset the cost associated with the identifying these cases and notifying either parties or the attorneys, or both.  This fee can be entirely avoided by the court user by following proper procedures regarding the management of the case they file in King County Superior Court.



 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.  Yes, this change is to increase an existing fee from thirty dollars to fifty dollars.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.  The department of judicial administration has been collecting this fee for many years.  The method for collecting this fee will remain the same; it is only the amount of the fee that will change. 
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.  It is hoped that increasing this fee will increase the number of cases properly closed by the parties or the attorneys in the action.
 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.  Revenue from clerk’s services is tracked and compared against budgeted revenue figures.
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 [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.  A Clerk’s Alert and information on the department of judicial administration website will provide information and notice that this change is coming.




 [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. If this ordinance is not adopted, judicial administration will not receive this revenue which is planned as part of its effort to meet the current target reduction.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.  The proposed costs to the public are minimal for each transaction and can be completely avoided by properly filing documents that follow the case schedule and close cases when appropriate.  
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.  Incursion of these fees may be avoided by customers complying with relevant rules and statutes.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

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

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