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  Yes     No     N/A
[ X]  [  ]  [  ]

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.
Yes, this fee increase will allow the facilitator program to become entirely self sustaining with program revenues.  Assistance to pro-se parties is a non mandated function that is of high value to those who need dissolution and other related services, and with additional revenue, these services can continue to be provided.
 [ X ]  [  ]  [  ]

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



Yes, we are the one who provide these services and it is unlikely that anyone else with the appropriate knowledge would be willing or able to provide the same services for the low rate that we charge.
 [  ]  [  ]  [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.
This fee is not significant enough to impact the King County economy.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.
Yes, the purpose is to increase the user fee for facilitator services from $20 to $30 per visit.  
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.
Implementation will be simple. Forms will be modified to reflect the new fee.
 [  ]  [X]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes.
The ordinance does not identify outcomes.  
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  Yes     No     N/A
 [  ]  [X]   [  ]

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.
There is no 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)? Describe the level of collaboration that has been performed.
Those who request services will be aware of the fee before they request the service.    
 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

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

There will be no cost and minimal effort needed to implement this fee increase.
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Do the benefits of the proposed regulations outweigh the costs? Describe and the cost and benefits of proposed regulation.
There are no costs to implement this ordinance.  The benefit is that the facilitator program would be entirely revenue backed, with this fee increase and other facilitator revenues.  The valuable services provided by facilitators would continue and be paid for by those who want and need the related assistance.      
 [  ]  [  ]  [X]

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