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Date: September 25th, 2007
  Yes     No     N/A
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.



Yes, the Superior Court of Washington of Snohomish County has ordered some changes to the Department of Development and Environmental Services (DDES) fee structure, also known as Title 27.

[ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.



It is the only organization 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?




If yes then explain.



The impact is too small to have an impact and said impact will only last three to four years.
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.
Yes it is clear.  It is required to meet the demands of the Superior Court of Washington of Snohomish County.
 [ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.
The steps for implementation are clearly spelled out in two main documents issued by the Honorable James Allendorfer, Superior Court of Washington of Snohomish County.  The first document is the Order on Fourth Partial Summary Judgment No. 03-2-07977-9.  The second document is the Final Judgment No. 03-2-05287-4.
[ x ]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.



The proposed ordinance, in the eyes of the Court, will generally bring permitting fees down to a more reasonable level for the permit applicants.
  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.
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The judgments of the Court have been extensively published in prominent local newspapers, on the DDES Web site, and by individual notice to the affected parties. 

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

The duties this proposed ordinance requires are voluminous.  DDES plans to meet all requirements with in-house employees at a minimum amount of 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.



DDES is legally bound to adopt the proposed regulation.
 [  ]  [  ]  [ x ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.
 [  ]  [ x ]  [  ]

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



Compliance is mandatory. 
 [  ]  [ 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?
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