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28-178. Same; discretionary charge by supreme court. (a) In addition to any other fees specifically
prescribed by law, on and after July 1, 2017, through June 30, 2019, the supreme court may impose a charge, not
to exceed $12.50 per fee, to fund the costs of non-judicial personnel, on the following:
(1) A person who requests an order or writ of execution pursuant to K.S.A. 60-2401 or 61-3602, and
amendments thereto.
(2) Persons who request a hearing in aid of execution pursuant to K.S.A. 60-2419, and amendments thereto.
(3) A person requesting an order for garnishment pursuant to article 7 of chapter 60 of the Kansas Statutes
Annotated, and amendments thereto, or article 35 of chapter 61 of the Kansas Statutes Annotated, and
amendments thereto.
(4) Persons who request a writ or order of sale pursuant to K.S.A. 60-2401 or 61-3602, and amendments thereto.
(5) A person who requests a hearing in aid of execution pursuant to K.S.A. 61-3604, and amendments thereto.
(6) A person who requests an attachment against the property of a defendant or any one or more of several
defendants pursuant to K.S.A. 60-701 or 61-3501, and amendments thereto.
(b) The clerk of the district court shall remit all revenues received from the fees imposed pursuant to subsection
(a) to the state treasurer, in accordance with the provisions of K.S.A. 75-4215, and amendments thereto. Upon
receipt of each such remittance, the state treasurer shall deposit the entire amount in the state treasury to the
credit of the judicial branch docket fee fund.
(c) The fees established in this section shall be the only fee collected or moneys in the nature of a fee collected
for such court procedures. Such fee shall only be established by an act of the legislature and no other authority is
established by law or otherwise to collect a fee.
History: L. 2009, ch. 116, § 1; L. 2010, ch. 62, § 9; L. 2011, ch. 87, § 9; L. 2012, ch. 66, § 9; L. 2013, ch. 125, § 9;
L. 2014, ch. 82, § 30; L. 2015, ch. 81, § 15; L. 2017, ch. 80, § 11; July 1.

L. 2014, ch. 82, was held to be an invalid enactment, see Solomon v. State, 303 K. 512, 364 P.3d 536 (2015).



