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CHECKLIST OF CRITERIA

Proposed No.:  _____________
Prepared By: Amy Ebersole





Date: 2/2/04
  Yes     No     N/A
 [X]  [  ]  [ ]

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



This proposed ordinance would amend the King County Code to reflect the current rate charged by the clerk’s office for the research of legal case records.  RCW 36.18.016(10) allows that for “services such as…performing historical searches, compiling statistical reports, and conducting exceptional record searches, the clerk may collect a fee not to exceed twenty dollars per hour or portion of an hour.”  Passage of this ordinance would accurately reflect the rate the clerk charges for research of legal case records, and would clarify that rate for customers.

 [X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



The clerk’s office is charged by statute with maintaining and providing access to court files, and so is the most appropriate choice to address this need.
 [  ]  [  ]  [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?
[X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear?



The purpose of the ordinance is amend K.C.C. 4.75.010 and 4.75.020 in order to accurately reflect the fees charged by the clerk’s office for research of legal records.  The clerk charges $20.00 per hour for this service, per RCW 36.18.016(10). This proposed ordinance brings the code into alignment with current clerk’s practice and with RCW 36.18.016(10).   

 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear?



The clerk’s office has already implemented the above-stated practices, according to RCW 36.18.016(10).  Passage of this ordinance would help to clarify the cost for research of case files by the clerk for the customer.
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  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [  ]   [X]

Is an evaluation process identified?
 [ ]  [  ]   [ X]

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

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




There is no budgetary impact to this proposed ordinance; therefore, there is no cost and burden associated with this change.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered?



Again, since there is no budgetary impact, the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation is not applicable.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs?



See above.

 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance?
 [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?
