INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR PROVISION OF DISTRICT COURT
SERVICES BETWEEN KING COUNTY AND THE CITY OF BELLEVUE

THIS INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) FOR PROVISION OF

DISTRICT COURT SERVICES BETWEEN KING COUNTY ?“Count ”} AND THE
CITY OF BELLEVUE (“City”) is entered on this &8 dayof &/2006.

Collectively, the County and the City are referred to as the “Parties.” “Cities” refers to
- all Cities that have signed an Agreement for District Court Services to begin January 1,

2007.

Whereas, the City and County are currently parties to an Interlocal Agreement for
Provision of District Court Services between the County and the City effective January 1,
2005 through December 31 » 2006 (“Existing Agreement”); and,

Whereas, the Parties have developed by consensus a District Court Operational
Master Plan that provides the background and foundation for this Agreement; and,

Whereas, the Parties support the District Court's mission statement that recognizes
the value of working together to provide an accessible forum for the fair, efficient, and
understandable resolution of civil and criminal cases and maintaining an atmosphere of
respect for the dignity of individuals; and,

Whereas, the County values the City as a customer and intends to provide a
predictable level and quality of service; and,

Whereas, it is the intent of the Parties to establish mechanisms within this
Agreement to ensure court service, case processing and court operations are delivered as
consistently as possible within each court and across the District Court system; and,

Whereas, the Parties have established within this long term Agreement a process
under which District Court services, facilities, and costs can be mutually reviewed; and,

Whereas, consistent with Recommendation #8 of the 2005 District Court
Operational Master Plan, the County will continue to support a unified, Countywide
District Court, utilizing existing facilities, to provide for a more equitable and cost
effective system of justice for the citizens of King County. Pursuant to the 2005 District
Court Operational Master Plan, the County will:

A. Ensure Court facilities promote system efficiencies, quality services
and access to justice,

B. Consolidate District Court facilities that exist in the same city,

C. Reconsider facilities if there are changes with contracting cities or
changes in leases,

D. Work with the Cities to develop a facility master plan as it relates to
the District Court; and,




Whereas, the Parties are replacing the Existing Agreement with a long term
agreement which provides sufficient revenue to the County to allow for the continued
provision of District Court services and provides the City with a service level
commensurate with that revenue;

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein,
the sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows:

1.0 Term

1.1 This Agreement shall be effective as of J anuary 1, 2007 and shall remain in effect
for an initial term of five years ending on December 31, 2011, provided that unless
terminated or alternately extended pursuant to this Agreement, this Agreement shall be

- automatically extended upon the same terms and conditions for a second five year term
commencing January 1, 2012, and ending on December 31, 2016. In addition, this
Agreement shall automatically extend upon the same terms and conditions for a third five
year term thereafter (commencing January 1, 2017, and expiring on December 31, 2021),
unless terminated or alternately extended as provided herein.

1.2 Termination and Notice of Termination. This Agreement is terminable by
either party without cause and in its sole discretion if such party provides written notice
to the other party no later than 18 months prior to the expiration of the five year term then
running. For the initial five year term, notice shall be provided no later than June 30,
2010. For the second five year term, notice shall be provided no later than June 30, 2015.
For the third five year term, notice shall be provided no later than June 30, 2020. For
each of the five year terms, the termination shall be effective at the end of the five year

term then running.

1.3 Extension pending conclusion of negotiations with respect to amending
Agreement. The Parties may agree in writing to extend the term of this Agreement upon
the same terms and conditions if the Parties are negotiating in good faith for changes to
the Agreement. The extension shall be such that termination occurs not less than 18
months after the end of good faith negotiations. The end of good faith negotiations may
be declared in writing by either party. Following such declaration, there shall be a 30 day
period in which either party may provide written notice to the other party of its intent to
terminate this Agreement at the end of the extended Agreement term.

2.0 Services; Oversight Committees

2.1  District Court Services Defined. The County and District Court shall provide
District Court Services for all City cases filed by the City in King County District Court.
District Court Services as used in this Agreement shall mean and include all local court
services imposed by state statute, court rule, City ordinance, or other regulations as now
existing or as hereafter amended, including but not limited to the services identified in
Sections 2.1 through 2.2.7. Nothing in this Agreement shall permit the City to regulate




the administration of the court or the selection of particular judges to hear its cases by
city ordinance. "

2.2 The Parties recognize that GR 29 requires that the ultimate decision making
authority regarding the management and administration of the Court rests with the
Presiding Judge and/or the Division Presiding Judge, and the Parties recognize that the
duties imposed by GR 29 are non-delegable except as provided otherwise in GR 29. The
provisions of Sections 2.1 through 2.2.7 of this Agreement are subject to GR 29 and the
non-delegable duties and responsibilities of the Presiding Judge and/or the Division
Presiding Judge contained therein.

22.1 Case Processing and Management. The County and District Court shall
remain responsible for the filing, processing, adjudication, and penalty
enforcement of all City cases filed, or to be filed, by the City in District
Court, whether criminal or civil. Such services shall include but not be
limited to: issuance of search and arrest warrants; the conduct of motions
and other evidentiary hearings; pre-trial hearings; discovery matters;
notifications and subpoenaing of witnesses and parties prior to a scheduled
hearing; providing to the City prosecutor (and contract City prosecutor
who has signed the required Department of Licensing confidentiality
agreement), complete court calendars, defendants criminal histories
(“DCH?), abstracts of driving records (“ADR”), and other documentation
necessary to efficient caseload management prior to a scheduled City court
calendar; the conduct of bench and jury trials; pre-sentence investi gations;
sentencing; post-trial motions; the duties of the courts of limited
jurisdiction regarding appeals; and any and all other court functions as
‘they relate to municipal cases filed by the City in District Court. Upon
mutual agreement of the City and the District Court, the District Court
may provide some or all of the documents and information required under
this section to the City by alternative means, such as electronic files.

2.2.2  Changes in Court Processing. Except when determined by the Presiding
Judge that a shorter notice period is necessary, the District Court shall
provide the City's designated representative(s) of the Court F acility
Management Review Committee ("CFMRC") with two months notice by
U.S. Mail or e-mail prior to changes in Court processing procedures that
directly impact City operations in order to provide the City with adequate
time to assess the effect of proposed changes on City operations, unless a
shorter timeframe for notice is mutually agreed upon by the Parties
through the CFMRC.

2.23  Customer Service Standards. The District Court shall provide a means for the
public to contact the Court by telephone, including transferring the caller to a
particular Court facility if requested, and front counter access to each Court
facility during regular business hours, without lengthy wait. The District
Court Management Review Committee ("DCMRC") shall establish
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performance measures and standards for telephone and front counter access,
including reporting requirements. The District Court shall make reasonable
efforts to meet or exceed the standards. In the event the District Court fails to
meet the standards, the District Court shall draft an action plan and submit it to
the DCMRC for consideration and direction. In order to minimize workload
on District Court staff, the City prosecutor and paralegal staff shall continue to
have access to the District Court court files in order to most efficiently obtain
copies and other necessary information.

Probation Services. The County shall provide probation services unless a

City opts to provide its own probation services and notifies the County in
writing that it does not wish the County to provide probation services at
least six months prior to the effective date of this Agreement or six months
prior to January 1 of the year in which probation services shall be
discontinued. Notwithstanding this provision, the County may terminate
probation services upon not less than six months advance written notice to
the City if (a) the County is unable to procure sufficient primary or excess
insurance coverage or to adequately self-insure against liability arising
from the provision of probation services, and (b) the County ceases to
provide probation services throughout King County District Court.

The City may purchase additional court services (such as drug court,
mental health court, or relicensing) from the County under mutually
agreeable terms.

2.2.6 Regular Court Calendars.

2.2.6.1 Definition of Regular Calendar. A Regular Calendar is defined as a

recurring court calendar which requires the attendance of the City
prosecutor, public defender, or police officers (hereafter “Regular
Calendar”). A City budget for court services assumes a finite number
of Regular Calendars. The provisions of Section 2.2.6 regarding
Regular Calendars do not apply to other judicial functions and hearings,
including but not limited to, jail hearings at the King County Jail in
Seattle or at the Regional Justice Center, hearings or trials that cannot
be set on the City's Regular Calendar due to time limitations or
transport issues, search warrants, infraction hearings where a city
attorney is not required to be present, or mitigation hearings.

2.2.62 Scheduling of Regular Calendars. The City's Regular Calendars shall

remain scheduled on every Monday through Friday in the morning and

aftemoon. Any Regular Calendar that is to occur on a day other than
the day or days specified in this subsection shall require the mutual
consent of the Parties. However, the City's prior consent shall not be
required if a Regular Calendar is moved to the next judicial day
following a day on which the Court was closed due to a court holiday.




2.2.7  City Judicial Services. Not later than September 30th, the Cities' whose
cases are primarily heard at the same District Court facility shall submit in
writing to the Chief Presiding Judge a pool of District Court judges who
may hear these Cities” Regular Calendars beginning the next calendar
year. The pool shall consist of not less than 75% of the judges elected or
-appointed to the judicial district wherein the facility is located. Within 30
days of an election or notice to Cities of an appointment of a new judge
within the judicial district, the Cities shall be entitled to recreate their pool
of District Court judges. The recreated pool shall take effect within thirty
days of submission of the pool. In the case of an election, the recreated
pool shall take effect the next calendar year following the election. Except
when the Chief Presiding Judge deems an alternative assignment is
necessary, the Chief Presiding Judge shall assign judges from these Cities’
pool of judges to hear their Regular Calendars. If no pool of judges is
submitted by the Cities at a particular facility, the Chief Presiding Judge
may assign any judge of the District Court to hear the Regular Calendars
at that facility. All other judicial functions and hearings that are not set on
the City's Regular Calendars can be heard by any judicial officer of the
District Court against whom an affidavit of prejudice has not previously
been filed that would prevent the judicial officer from hearing the matter.

2.2.8 The County shall provide all necessary personnel, equipment and facilities
to perform the foregoing described District Court Services in a timely
manner as required by law and court rule.

2.3 District Court Management Review Committee (DCMRC).

2.3.1 System-wide issues related to the services provided pursuant to this
Agreement will be monitored and addressed through a District Court
Management Review Committee. The Committee shall consist of the
District Court Chief Presiding Judge, the District Court Chief ,
Administrative Officer, any other District Court representatives designated
by the District Court Chief Presiding Judge or Chief Administrative

- Officer, a representative of the King County Executive, and one
representative for each city. On or before the effective date of this
Agreement, the City shall identify in writing to the Chief Presiding Judge
the name, phone number, e-mail and postal address of its representative
and to whom notice as provided in this Section shall be sent. If the City
wishes to change the information provided to the Chief Presiding Judge, it
shall notify the Chief Presiding Judge in writing at least seven days prior
to the change. The City may send its representative or the representative's
designee to the DCMRC meetings.

! Procedures of this section shall also apply if only one City is using a court facility.







