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

NEED:  Does the proposed regulation respond to a specific, identifiable need? If yes then explain.  This fee facilitates expansion of electronic filing in superior court.  Expansion of electronic filing will allow the Department of Judicial Administration to realize efficiencies.




 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

If so, is county government the most appropriate organization to address this need? If yes then explain.  The electronic filing application is specific to the King County Superior Court, and all fees related to its use are most appropriately addressed by the King County legislative body.
 [  ]  [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.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

PURPOSE:  Is the purpose of the proposed ordinance clear? Describe the purpose of the ordinance.  In some instances litigants in superior court are required to provide extra copies of pleadings (working copies) to the relevant judicial officers.  The proposed ordinance creates a fee intended to offset the cost of allowing litigants to electronically file these documents, and direct clerk’s office staff to print, assemble, and deliver copies to judicial officers.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Are the steps for implementation clear? Describe the steps for implementation.  Minor modifications need to be made to the electronic filing application.  Adequate printing resources must be procured, and staff allocated to fulfill the printing demand.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

EVALUATION:  Does the proposed ordinance identify specific measurable outcomes that the proposed regulation should achieve? Describe the measurable outcomes. The fee created by the proposed ordinance will generate revenue of approximately $600,000 annually.  This revenue will be offset in a like amount by staff and supplies necessary to print assemble the needed working copies.  Addition of this functionality will facilitate expansion of electronic filing which will facilitate significant staffing efficiencies elsewhere within the department.

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

Is an evaluation process identified? Describe the evaluation process.  Evaluation will be conducted by reviewing use of the system, revenue generated by the service, and the cost associated with the needed staff.  Customers and judicial officers will be surveyed to get input on the 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.  Extensive collaboration has occurred with both the bench and the bar.  Work groups have studied the issues involved.  A pilot was conducted and then evaluated extensively.  Recommendations from that effort are being incorporated into the contemplated process.


 [X]  [  ]   [  ]

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




Yes, the fee is being set to offset the cost of providing this service, thus minimizing any cost burden to the County.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

Has the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation been considered? Describe and quantify the cost of not adopting the proposed regulation. The proposed regulation is needed to facilitate making electronic filing in superior court mandatory for members of the bar association.  If this ordinance is not adopted, judicial administration will likely not be able to realize the nearly $200,000 annual savings proposed 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 cost associated with the proposed regulation is, in many instances, less than the cost currently born by attorneys in delivering working copies.  Presently they have to print, assemble, then typically send them via legal messenger to the court house.  The proposed regulation will let them avoid the cost of printing/assembling, and of delivery to the court house.  This will also provide the added benefit of allowing superior court to require attorneys to utilize the electronic filing system, generating substantial efficiencies within judicial administration.
 [X]  [  ]  [  ]

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE:  Does the proposed ordinance inspire voluntary compliance? Describe how voluntary compliance is anticipated to take place.  Legal practitioners will still be able to create, compile and deliver working copies to the courthouse themselves if they so choose.



 [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?  The proposed ordinance does not violate any other provision of law, and it is consistent with state court general rule 30 which stipulates that individuals cannot be required to electronically file any document that they are also required to deliver in hard copy to the court.
