
REGULATORY NOTE


CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By:  Tesia Forbes






Date   9/4/2013    
  Yes     No     N/A
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? 



Cremation and burial reviews are conducted by the King County Medical Examiner (KCME) prior to issuing cremation and burial permits to funeral homes to assure that manner and cause of all deaths are reviewed by the medical examiner.  The existing body disposition fee of $50 does not cover the cost of performing cremation and burial review.  This fee increase will bring fee revenues in line with the cost of service. 
 [ x]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need?




The King County Medical Examiner is charged with investigating sudden, violent, unexpected and suspicious deaths.  The medical examiner’s jurisdiction is defined by state law (RCW 68.50.010) and every person who knows about the presence of a body coming under that jurisdiction is required to report the case to the medical examiner/coroner (RCW 68.50.020). 
 [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?



This proposed fee increase will not have a long-term adverse impact on the economy and job growth in King County.
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?



This proposal intends to recover the cost of performing cremation and burial review. 
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear?
 [ x]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve?
[ x ]  [  ]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified?
   Yes     No     N/A
 [ x ]  [  ]   [  ]

INTERESTED PARTIES:  Has adequate collaboration occurred with all those affected by the proposed regulation (including the public, the regulated and the regulators)?



Because this legislation is confidential until transmitted, open discussion with funeral homes and other affected parties has not occurred.  However, funeral homes are aware that the fee has remained constant for five years despite the rising cost of performing body disposition reviews.  The fee   increase is minimal compared to the overall cost of a burial or cremation. Therefore the impact on funeral homes and families of the deceased will be minimal. 
The King County Prosecuting Attorney’s office, the King County Sheriff, and other local law enforcement are supportive of the body disposition review process supported by this fee.  The cremation and burial review process reveals approximately 125 additional KCME cases per year that would have otherwise gone unexamined.
 [x ]  [  ]   [  ]

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




The fee for cremation and burial review has not increased since its inception in 2008.  The cost of performing the review, as well as the number of deaths reviewed, have increased steadily.  A $10 increase of the fee, from $50 to $60, would align the fee revenue with the true cost of providing the service.  
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered?
If this fee increase is not adopted, the general fund would need to continue subsidize the cost of cremation and burial review.  
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?
Licensed funeral directors would be charged with complying with this regulation.  Since State of Washington licensure boards require that funeral homes follow all legal requirements to maintain operations, voluntary compliance to this regulation would be high.
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



The ordinance was reviewed by the PAO (Amy Eiden) and the Clerk’s Office.
 [x  ]  [  ]  [  ]

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