SCA Public Issues Committee
MINUTES
March 11, 2015 – 7:00 PM
Renton City Hall
1055 S Grady Way, Renton WA 98057

1. Welcome and Roll Call
PIC Chair Mayor Bernie Talmas, Woodinville, called the meeting to order at 7:02 PM. 25 cities
had representation (Attachment A). Guests present included John Stilin, Redmond Council;
Layne Barnes, Maple Valley Council; Mary Jane Goss, Lake Forest Park Mayor; Kamuron Gurol,
City of Burien; Ellie Wilson‐Jones; Diane Carlson, King County Executive’s Office; Diane Yates,
King County Solid Waste Division.
2. Public Comment
Chair Talmas asked if any member of the public had any public comment. Seeing none, Chair
Talmas closed the public comment portion of the meeting.
Chair Talmas invited guests to introduce themselves. Deanna Dawson, SCA Executive Director,
welcomed Ellie Wilson‐Jones who will join SCA as a policy analyst later this month. Ellie is
currently employed by the Council of State Governments Justice Center. She has also worked
for the City of Seattle as a legislative assistant and a legislative session aide. She holds an
undergraduate and law degree from the University of Washington. Her other professional
experience includes working for several years as a local government reporter. Dawson thanked
members for supporting a small dues increase to support additional staff and provide more
value to members. Members welcomed Ellie with applause.
3. Approval of the February 11, 2015 Minutes
Deputy Mayor Chris Eggen, Shoreline, moved, seconded by Councilmember Amy Ockerlander,
Duvall, to approve the February 11, 2015 meeting minutes.
There was no discussion. The motion passed unanimously.
4. Chair’s Report
Chair Talmas reported that the SCA leadership meeting with King County Executive Constantine
has been rescheduled to April 1. At the February 25, 2015 SCA Board meeting, the Board
approved the policy position regarding Flexibility in Investment of Hotel/Motel Taxes for
Affordable Housing that the PIC recommended at its February 11 meeting. The Board also
discussed other topics including the Board retreat and the Metro Service Guidelines Task Force.
5. Executive Director’s Report
Deanna Dawson, SCA Executive Director, reported that the SCA Board of Directors met in
Snoqualmie in February, and will be meeting in Kent for its March meeting. The Board
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appointed members to the 2015 Events Committee; adopted a position of support for SB 5799
and HB 1940, regarding protection of flood control district levies; and adopted a position of
support for funding case management for low income seniors and disabled adults.
Mayor David Baker, Kenmore, SCA’s representative to the AAA, and Mayor Matt Larson,
Snoqualmie, on behalf of the SCA Board, sent a request to mayors to sign onto a letter asking
for support to increase funding for case management for low income seniors and disabled
adults. Dawson provided the letter as a handout (Attachment B), which also included
information on the number of individuals in each city receiving care through the program.
Dawson reported on the Metro Service Guidelines Task Force and Long‐Range Plan Update,
which was the topic of the Pre‐PIC workshop. The Service Guidelines Task Force has begun
meeting and SCA fought for small city representation on the Task Force. Mayor Matt Larson has
been appointed to represent small cities and rural communities on the Task Force.
The Transportation Futures Task Force has been convened at the Puget Sound Regional Council
(PSRC), and is a group of elected officials, advocates and business leaders across Puget Sound
that will be working on developing a roadmap to meet the region’s transportation needs for the
next 30 years and beyond. The elected officials on the task force include King County Executive
Dow Constantine, Seattle Mayor Ed Murray, and Tacoma Mayor Marilyn Strickland. There is no
small city or midsize city representative (or any city representative from Kitsap or Snohomish
County) on the task force. The SCA caucus of the TPB will be asking for small city representation
on the task force at the TPB meeting tomorrow morning.
Regarding the Puget Sound Emergency Radio Network (PSERN), the County Council has voted to
put the public safety radio levy on the April ballot. Dawson passed around a handout
(Attachment C) of frequently asked questions regarding PSERN.
SCA has sent a call for nominations to fill vacancies on the Emergency Management Advisory
Committee (EMAC) and PSRC Transit Access Working Group.
Dawson reported that the County and the Seattle Foundation have selected the first 3
communities for “Communities of Opportunity” grants. One of the grants is to SeaTac/Tukwila,
and the Seattle Foundation has also decided to fund planning grants to 2 additional
communities, Skyway and Auburn. Additionally, the County is looking at incorporating more
funding for this program into the Best Starts for Kids Levy. There will be a pre‐PIC workshop on
the Best Starts for Kids levy in April.
The Best Starts for Kids levy will also incorporate elements from the Youth Action Plan Task
Force report. SCA staff initially intended to have an item on tonight’s agenda regarding the
Youth Action Plan, but the report is in the process of being substantially reworked, and SCA was
asked by Council staff, in order to avoid confusion, to not have the plan on for comment. SCA is
attempting to work on other avenues to get opportunities for feedback from cities on the plan.
SCA has been asked to participate in a Washington State Department of Corrections (DOC) and
King County Reentry Task Force. The focus of the Task Force and Workgroup is shifting from
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planning to effectively implementing the grant‐funded demonstration project. The intent is to
establish a client‐centered, team‐based reentry approach pilot that will expand access to
reentry resources and build stronger relationships with community providers to extend service
networks. Kent Council President Dana Ralph is participating, SCA will monitor and staff as
needed.
SCA is working on co‐sponsoring an economic development summit that will bring together
public sector partners on economic development. There will be more information to come.
SCA has also entered into a new partnership with the Seattle Chamber and Maud Daudon,
President and CEO of the Chamber, will be our keynote speaker at our next networking dinner
on April 1.
The Board of the Economic Development Council of Seattle and King County (EDC) was elected
earlier this month. There are a number of SCA city representatives on the Board, and Dawson
represents SCA as an organization. Mayor Backus of Auburn was elected to the Executive Board,
and was elected Treasurer of the EDC.
6. Committee to End Homelessness – Draft Strategic Plan 2015‐2018
Deanna Dawson, SCA Executive Director, provided an overview of what was being asked of
members; first to consider asking for an extension of the timeline for adoption of the draft
Strategic Plan and second, the opportunity to provide additional comments on the draft plan.
The Committee to End Homelessness’s Draft Strategic Plan has been before PIC members on
previous occasions including at a workshop, and on the agenda in previous months. A number
of SCA cities have provided feedback on the draft plan. Two handouts containing the feedback
received by SCA to date was provided to members. Many cities shared concerns about a
strategy to repeal ordinances that “criminalize homelessness” – several cities cited the need to
have ordinances to deal with issues such as public camping and trespassing. Cities also shared
concerns that the draft plan did not sufficiently address the suburbanization of poverty in King
County, and the fact that services and access to services (including transit) are still often
centered in Seattle. An overarching concern shared by cities is that the Plan lacked detail
around costs, funding sources, and the implementing agency for many of the plan’s strategies.
Dawson noted that SCA had shared with CEH staff the need for an implementation plan, and
that cities wanted to be engaged in that plan.
The timeline for plan adoption as currently proposed does not allow time for the plan to be
finished nor does it allow cities the opportunity to see key details of the plan before they agree
to support it.
Council President Hank Margeson, Redmond, moved, seconded by Councilmember Janie
Edelman, Black Diamond, to ask SCA staff to work with the SCA caucus members to the
Committee to End Homelessness, and to draft a formal request from SCA members to delay
adoption of the draft strategic plan in order to give time for a clearer picture to be had on costs,
funding sources, and lead organizations responsible for implementation, as well as for cities to
review and comment on these details.

March 11, 2015

Minutes

Page 3 of 22

Council President Margeson, Redmond, noted that while he appreciated the efforts of the CEH,
and felt the plan was a good start, without costs being included and without details on who is
responsible for strategy implementation, it was not a plan that would lead to achievement of
the goals of the plan.
Deputy Mayor Nancy Tosta, Burien, noted that it is hard to react to the plan as there are so
many gaps that need to be filled in, including who is going to be implementing specific
strategies. She noted that many of the comments received would need to be incorporated in
the next draft and that members would need to review that next draft.
Councilmember Ross Loudenback, North Bend, questioned what would happen if members
didn’t support the motion, and if adoption of the plan were not delayed. He questioned
whether CEH would listen to feedback from cities. Dawson responded that the goal was to
attempt to have city input into the plan. Based on the feedback received to date, it appears
members are generally in alignment with their concerns about the plan. Cities want to help
achieve the goals of the plan, and come up with a plan that is acceptable to cities and achieves
the goals.
Councilmember Toby Nixon, Kirkland, expressed concern that the motion did not include a
specific amount of time for additional consideration of the plan. He suggested that we ask for at
least 90 days after publication of the next draft. Dawson noted that CEH staff had indicated that
the latest date they thought would be appropriate for approval was late June. Responding to a
question from Councilmember Nixon, Dawson said she expected to know Monday when to
expect the next draft. Nixon asked whether the motion as currently before the body gave SCA
staff sufficient direction, and Dawson responded that it did.
Council President Margeson noted that CEH does not need SCA’s approval to move forward on
the plan. But he expressed hope that CEH would work with cities, so that the strategies adopted
would have buy in from cities.
Mayor Matt Larson, Snoqualmie, suggested the plan segregate strategies by urban / rural /
suburban needs. He noted managing homeless camping in a park is very different than
homeless individuals camping in woods around a city. Dawson noted that there was also the
issue of access to services and transit being different in urban and rural areas.
Chair Talmas called for the vote. The motion passed unanimously.
Discussion continued on the draft plan.
Councilmember Barry Ladenburg, SeaTac, noted that SeaTac had provided written comments.
He noted that the draft plan was unclear on how it would link up with efforts currently being
undertaken by cities.
Talmas questioned what legal responsibilities the plan created for cities. He noted that it was
unclear from the plan who is responsible for implementation of many of the strategies, or what
cities’ responsibilities were for funding.
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Councilmember Tola Marts, Issaquah, referred to comments from Issaquah staff. He noted that
addressing these issues required a continuum of care. It was important to view this plan in the
context of other efforts already taking place within cities. The investments that cities are
already making are important.
Margeson referred to an item in the PIC packet, a response from SCA to an unfair editorial in
the Seattle Times about homeless encampments. He noted that the Seattle Times had declined
to publish SCA’s response. He suggested that SCA’s response be posted in the comments
section of the Times website in order to set the record straight, noting that the editorial was
not balanced.
Mayor Matt Larson, Snoqualmie, agreed with the criticism of the editorial, noting that there
were numerous factual inaccuracies in the editorial. Space in the SCA response did not allow for
a full refutation of all of the inaccuracies.
Dawson agreed to take Margeson’s suggestion to SCA Board leadership.
Larson noted that days later, the Seattle Times posted another editorial decrying activity in
Westlake Park in Seattle, and questioned whether the two editorials were consistent. Margeson
agreed, and talked about some of the issues he had personally observed in Westlake Park in
Seattle, with no police response. He noted that dealing with these issues did not have easy
solutions, but would require balancing the need to provide services to the homeless with the
needs of other citizens to make use of parks and other public spaces.
Councilmember John Stilin, Redmond alternate, also criticized the Seattle Times editorial and
thanked SCA for the response.
Councilmember Bill Boyce, Kent, indicated that the City of Kent would provide feedback in
writing by Friday.
Dawson noted that a number of SCA representatives would be attending an all‐day CEH
strategic planning session on Monday, March 16, 2015 including:
Mayor Nancy Backus, SCA Vice President
Doreen Marchione, SCA Representative to Committee to End Homelessness
Lydia Assefa‐Dawson, SCA Representative to Committee to End Homelessness
Jennifer Henning, Renton
Michael Hursh, Auburn
Colleen Kelly, Redmond
Londi Lindell, North Bend
Deanna Dawson, SCA Executive Director
Dawson indicated that any additional comments could be sent directly to her.
7. 2015 Legislative Session Update
Lyset Cadena, SCA Senior Policy Analyst, reported that March 11, 2015 was the last day for bills
to be considered in their chamber of origin. She noted that during final passage of the
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transportation revenue bill, SB 5987, two parliamentary questions were asked in regards to the
number of votes needed to advance SB 5987 to third reading and the number of votes required
for final passage. After deliberation the Lt. Governor ruled that SB 5987 was subject to the two‐
thirds majority vote but the rule would not be enforced by the Senate and therefore SB 5987
would proceed with a simple majority vote. Cadena also noted that the Senate Transportation
package includes language requiring the passage of six reform bills and stipulates that
multimodal funding would be reverted to roads funding if the Governor enacts a low carbon
fuel standard. The package can be found here, 2015 Senate Transportation Package. Cadena
gave an update on bills including:
● SB 5624 and SJR 8204 would provide a framework to assist small to medium sized
jurisdictions access the private debt (bond) market by providing state assistance to go
through the process.
● HB 2136 would create a marijuana revenue sharing system for cities and counties.
● SB 5052 would align medical and recreation marijuana.
● SB 5057 and HB 1449 are two competing bills on the transportation of oil via rail and
water.
● SB 5799 and HB 1940 would protect the King County Flood Control District’s levy from
suppression.
● HB 1223 would allow King County to bond against future King County lodging tax
revenues to acquire land and build workforce housing.
● HB 1571 would create a paint recycling program under the Department of Ecology.
Cadena noted that the operating budget would be released in the next two‐to‐three weeks.
Chair Talmas asked whether there was any indication on when the transportation package
would move forward. Cadena answered that the House would be hearing the bills in the next
couple of weeks and negotiations could begin shortly after. Talmas asked whether the
transportation project list could change. Cadena answered that the transportation project list
could change depending on the negotiations.
Council President Hank Margeson, Redmond, asked about the status of the 1% property tax lift.
Cadena answered that the 1% property tax issue was part of the biennial budget discussions
and would follow‐up with more information once the budget is made public.
Mayor Matt Larson, Snoqualmie, highlighted a recent Superior Court ruling stating that the
payment in lieu of tax agreement and property tax exemption for the Salish Lodge violates the
Washington Constitution. He noted that the State would be appealing the ruling. Other cities
may wish to provide support by way of an amicus brief. Larson also noted that rationale of the
recent court ruling would also apply to SB 5811. Cadena stated that SB 5811 did not meet the
legislative cut‐offs and a public hearing was never scheduled.
Councilmember Barry Ladenburg, SeaTac, asked about the carbon tax provision and clarification
on the State Treasurer’s statement that the Senate Transportation package is over bonded.
Cadena answered that the carbon tax provision is in the Senate bill and will be part of the
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negotiations with the House. In regards to the State Treasurer comments, this is not the first
time the Treasurer has voiced his concerns. This is a policy matter for the legislature to make.
Dawson noted that SCA has not adopted a position on the carbon tax. SCA has urged legislators
to continue negotiations in order to move forward a comprehensive transportation package.
Councilmember Marlla Mhoon, Covington, asked for clarification on the prevailing wage reform
and the helmets to hardhats program. Mayor Leanne Guier, Pacific, noted that the helmets to
hardhats program focuses on getting veterans back to work. She also stated that during earlier
negotiations of the prevailing wage reform, the Senate was focused on lowering the percentage
of apprenticeship work required on transportation projects. Cadena noted that she would
review the bill and provide information to members.
8. Solid Waste Transfer Plan Review – Part 2
Doreen Booth, SCA Policy Analyst, provided a brief history of the transfer station plan review.
At the direction of the King County Council, the Solid Waste Division (SWD) is currently
evaluating how operational changes and capital improvements at transfer stations could
mitigate for not building a new Northeast Transfer and Recycling Station. The main issue is the
transactional capacity of transfer stations, the ability of transfer stations to handle additional
self‐haul and commercial customers without the Houghton station or a new Northeast station.
Booth noted that the draft report going to the King County Council on March 31 would not
include a recommendation but the final report due June 30 would provide a recommendation.
The SWD is seeking comments (clarification from SWD staff on 3/12/15 – comments received
now would be considered in the final plan but not the draft plan).
Council President Hank Margeson, Redmond, reminded members that the reason we asked for
the Northeast Station not to be built was because the volume of material going to transfer
stations did not require a transfer station to be built. Building a transfer station to
accommodate car traffic is spending money on a station that is not needed. SCA supported not
putting the Northeast Transfer Station into the Transfer Station Plan and the King County
Council agreed with that recommendation. There are other ways to mitigate for the impacts to
transfer stations. Margeson stated he was shocked that the Northeast Transfer Station was
being revisited.
Members had a discussion about mandatory garbage service with Councilmember Barry
Ladenburg, SeaTac, sharing SeaTac’s recent experience with considering mandatory service.
Deputy Mayor Chris Eggen, the MSWMAC vice chair, suggested that member cities take a
position on the options being considered and share those positions with their MSWMAC
representative.
Booth noted that informational item 11B on the agenda, the Comprehensive Solid Waste
Management Plan update, provides additional information that is also relevant to the current
discussion. The Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan is being updated and there are a
series of questions cities are being asked to consider. SCA staff will be working with city staff
over the next two months on the questions and the PIC will be hearing more about the work
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beginning in May. The decision matrix included in the informational item lists a number of
questions for cities to consider, including 4 questions about mandates.
Chair Talmas reiterated that the amount of garbage being generated now is less than when the
plan was adopted. He expressed his surprise to see Concept 3, building a new Northeast
Transfer Station, included in the SWD’s analysis. The SWD was asked to address not building a
Northeast Station. Woodinville does not support a Northeast Transfer Station.
Deputy Mayor Eggen noted that the model for transfer stations assumed a 70% recycling rate in
the future. He encouraged cities without a MSWMAC member to appoint a member so that
their cities’ views could be represented.
Councilmember Ladenburg discussed his visit to a Materials Recycling Facility (MRF) and how
recyclables are separated. He also expressed support for not allowing sharps (needles) in the
waste stream.
Dawson shared that SCA has also been talking to haulers; they feel there are different ways to
increase recycling. SCA will continue to work with cities and haulers on this issue.
9. Future Levies and Ballot Measures in King County
Lyset Cadena, SCA Senior Policy Analyst, provided an overview of the ballot measures as
reported by SCA cities and King County. She asked PIC members to provide feedback on ballot
measures that may have been missed or are incorrect.
Chair Talmas asked members if there were any additional ballot measures that need to be
added.
Councilmember Armondo Pavone, Renton, mentioned that the Renton Regional Fire Authority
will be on the spring 2016 ballot.
Deputy Mayor Nancy Tosta, Burien, noted that Highline School District had a bond measure on
the February ballot that failed and the school district will be placing a bond measure on the
spring 2016 ballot.
Councilmember Janie Edelman, Black Diamond, mentioned that the Enumclaw School District
will place a capital levy on the April 2015 ballot.
Diane Carlson, King County Executive staff, noted that the South King Fire District will be adding
a capital replacement measure on the April ballot.
10. SCA Issues for 2015
Deanna Dawson, SCA Executive Director, stated that at the January 14, 2015 PIC meeting,
members were asked to provide issues the PIC should consider this year. She reviewed the
issues identified on page 60 of the PIC packet and invited members to provide feedback on
whether other items should be added to the list. This will be a recurring item on the PIC
agenda. Members can also bring items directly to SCA staff.
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11. Informational Items
Chair Talmas reported that there are two informational items in the packet. The first item is on
Military Bases and Regional Centers, which was addressed by the Puget Sound Regional Council
(PSRC) Growth Management Policy Board (GMPB). The second informational item is on the
Comprehensive Solid Waste Management Plan update.
12. Upcoming Events
The next SCA Networking Dinner will be held on Wednesday, April 1, 2015 at 5:30 PM at the
Renton Pavilion Event Center. The keynote speaker will be Maud Daudon, President and CEO of
the Seattle Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce. The Chamber is also the event sponsor.
The next Public Issues Committee Meeting will be held on Wednesday, April 8, 2015, at 7:00 PM
at Renton City Hall.
13. For the Good of the Order
Barry Ladenburg, SeaTac, shared concern that the city of SeaTac is still waiting for the Supreme
Court to weigh in on the $15 per hour wage initiative.
Amy Ockerlander, Duvall, announced that on March 24 the city will be honoring the police
officers that were involved in a shooting last fall. This is the first awards ceremony in 15 years
and invited all to attend and one can contact city staff for details.
14. Adjourn
The meeting was adjourned at 8:23 PM.
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2015 Roll Call – Public Issues Committee Meeting
March 11, 2015
City
Algona
Auburn
Beaux Arts
Black Diamond
Bothell
Burien
Carnation
Clyde Hill
Covington
Des Moines
Duvall
Enumclaw
Federal Way
Hunts Point
Issaquah
Kenmore
Kent
Kirkland
Lake Forest Park
Maple Valley
Medina
Mercer Island
Milton
Newcastle
Normandy Park
North Bend
Pacific
Redmond
Renton
Sammamish
SeaTac
Shoreline
Skykomish
Snoqualmie
Tukwila
Woodinville
SCA
Deanna Dawson
Kristy Burwell
Lyset Cadena
Doreen Booth

Representative
Dave Hill
Nancy Backus
Tom Stowe
Janie Edelman
Tris Samberg
Nancy Tosta
Jim Berger
Barre Seibert
Marlla Mhoon
Melissa Musser
Amy Ockerlander
Mike Sando
Dini Duclos
Joseph Sabey
Tola Marts
David Baker
Bill Boyce
Toby Nixon
Catherine Stanford
Erin Weaver
Michael Luis
Dan Grausz
Debra Perry
Lisa Jensen
Shawn McEvoy
Ross Loudenback
Leanne Guier
Hank Margeson
Ed Prince
Bob Keller
Barry Ladenburg
Chris Roberts
Henry Sladek
Kingston Wall
Kate Kruller
Bernie Talmas

Alternate
Dawn Dofelmire
Bill Peloza
Richard Leider
Tamie Deady
Andy Rheaume
Stephen Armstrong
Kim Lisk
George Martin
Margaret Harto/Jeff Wagner
Jeanette Burrage
Will Ibershof
Liz Reynolds
Jeanne Burbidge
Eileen Barber
Dennis Higgins
Shelley Kloba
Tom French
Layne Barnes
Benson Wong
Carol Simpson
Doug Osterman
Ken Hearing
Vic Kave
John Stilin
Armondo Pavone
Don Gerend
Mia Gregerson
Chris Eggen
Matt Larson
Verna Seal
Susan Boundy‐Sanders

Voting members are highlighted in gray. Cities represented are bolded.
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March 10, 2015

Dear Legislative Leaders:
We, the undersigned mayors, are writing to you about an important issue that impacts our most
vulnerable residents. We would like to make you aware of a very serious issue relating to the
provision of case management services for over 10,000 seniors and disabled King County residents.
As a DSHS subcontractor, the King County Area Agency on Aging (AAA) provides Medicaid case
management to eligible older adults and people with disabilities. AAA case managers authorize and
coordinate in-home care services for frail low-income adults who would otherwise be in nursing
homes. Case management is a cost-effective alternative to traditional nursing homes, it saves the
State millions each year by avoiding costly nursing home care. In fact, the State spends three times
more for a Medicaid nursing home bed than for in-home services coordinated by case managers.
We are writing to strongly support a $28 million increase ($14 million state; $14 million federal
match) to the case management program. This increase was requested by the Department of
Social and Human Services (DSHS) in its decision package for the Governor’s consideration.
The Medicaid case management program in King County is faced with a significant decision point.
Over the past 10 years, flat reimbursement rates, a 4% reduction in 2009, and increased operational
costs have resulted in increased staff workloads, negatively impacting the quality of the program and
increasing risk for vulnerable clients. The current funding framework is not sustainable. Without a
significant increase to reimbursement rates, the AAA will be forced to relinquish the program to the
State, potentially disrupting services for more than 10,000 vulnerable clients.
We firmly believe that our state’s AAA’s serve a critical and valuable purpose. Washington State
has achieved impressive effectiveness and impact for these vulnerable citizens, and statewide we
have demonstrated that our services are 2nd in the nation in quality, while 47th in cost. The King
County AAA is proud of its long history and contribution to case management services, and we wish
to continue our partnership with the state in this important work.
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We urge you to support this increase for Medicaid case management, which would allow the King
County AAA to continue providing high quality case management services. Thank you for your time
and attention to this important matter.
Sincerely,

Mayor Nancy Backus
City of Auburn

Mayor Claudia Balducci
City of Bellevue

Mayor Carol Benson
City of Black Diamond

Mayor Lucy Krakowiak
City of Burien

Mayor Margaret Harto
City of Covington

Mayor Dave Kaplan
City of Des Moines

Mayor Will Ibershof
City of Duvall

Mayor Liz Reynolds
City of Enumclaw

Jim Ferrell
City of Federal Way

Mayor David Baker
City of Kenmore

Mayor Suzette Cooke
City of Kent

Mayor Amy Walen
City of Kirkland

Mayor Mary Jane Goss
City of Lake Forest Park

Mayor Bruce Bassett
City of Mercer Island

Mayor Denis Law
City of Renton

Mayor Tom Vance
City of Sammamish

Mayor Edward B. Murray
City of Seattle

Mayor Shari Winstead
City of Shoreline

Mayor Matthew R. Larson
City of Snoqualmie

Mayor Bernie Talmas
City of Woodinville
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Demographics for Medicaid Case Management Clients in King County
1. Number of Clients by CM Provider Office
# of
# Limited
Clients
%
English
%
CM Office
ADS Seattle
2,171
21%
684
11%
ADS Renton
3,939
38%
1,804
29%
ACRS
2,383
23%
2,216
36%
CISC
767
7%
762
12%
ECN
1,179
11%
755
12%
Total
10,439
100%
6,221
100%
Source: Client Profile Report for December 2014

# Non
White
969
1,564
2,382
766
136
5,817

%
17%
27%
41%
2%
13%
100%

Seattle
2,171
136
1,004
512
3,823

%
57%
4%
26%
13%
0%
100%

Other Cities
/ Unincorp
423
3,803
1,379
255
1,179
7,039

2. King County has a more diverse and complex client population than other parts of the State.
ADS serves 25% of all Medicaid CM clients in the state, however, these clients comprise 50% of all
Limited English Speaking and 50% of all minority clients in the state. Approximately $250k per year is
spent on translation and interpretation. In addition to costs associated with translation/interpretation,
this diverse client base has greater health disparities and more complex care needs.

3.

# of Clients served in 2014 by Legislative District

Leg.
District
1
5
11
30
31
32
33
34
36
37
39
41
43
45
46
47
48
Total

# of King County
Clients in 2014
140
201
1,133
1,100
239
492
1,010
878
380
2,025
‐
392
460
305
493
1,257
636
11,141

1
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%
6%
54%
20%
4%
17%
100%

Demographics for Medicaid Case Management Clients in King County

4. Clients by Geographic Sub‐Region, all providers
Region
Clients
%
Seattle
3,356
32.3%
East King
1,472
14.2%
North King
694
6.7%
South King
4,825
46.4%
Vashon
17
0.2%
Source: Client Profile Report for December 2014
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Demographics for Medicaid Case Management Clients in King County
5. Number of Clients served in 2014 by Municipality
City

Algona
Auburn
Beaux Arts
Bellevue
Black Diamond
Bothell
Burien
Carnation
Clyde Hill
Covington
Des Moines
Duvall
Enumclaw
Federal Way
Hunts Point
Issaquah
Kenmore
Kent
Kirkland
Lake Forest Park
Maple Valley
Medina
Mercer Island
Milton
Newcastle
Normandy Park
North Bend
Pacific
Redmond
Renton
Sammamish
SeaTac
Seattle
Shoreline
Skykomish
Snoqualmie

Number
of Clients

24
573
‐
732
10
64
353
2
‐
48
158
4
30
828
‐
72
78
1,306
316
26
29
‐
49
5
17
18
13
24
152
592
33
266
3,820
326
‐
8

%

0.2%
5.1%
0.0%
6.6%
0.1%
0.6%
3.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.4%
1.4%
0.0%
0.3%
7.4%
0.0%
0.6%
0.7%
11.7%
2.8%
0.2%
0.3%
0.0%
0.4%
0.0%
0.2%
0.2%
0.1%
0.2%
1.4%
5.3%
0.3%
2.4%
34.3%
2.9%
0.0%
0.1%
3
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Demographics for Medicaid Case Management Clients in King County

City

Tukwila
Woodinville
Yarrow Point

Number
of Clients

%

270
28
‐

2.4%
0.3%
0.0%

All cities

10,274

92.2%

King County total
unincorporated

11,141
867

100.0%
7.8%
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PSERN (Puget Sound Emergency Radio Network)
FAQ
Q:

What is PSERN?

A:

PSERN is a construction project that will replace the current aging emergency radio
communications network with a new emergency radio communications network.

Q:

What are emergency radio communications networks used for?

A:

When we call 9‐1‐1, a dispatcher sends us police officers, fire fighters, and emergency medical
staff using a separate radio system known as the King County Emergency Radio Communications
System. The same system is used by these responders to coordinate their activities at emergency
incidents and to communicate with managerial staff that is directing their response to the
incident.

Q:

Why do we need a new emergency radio communications network?

A:

The current network is approaching 20 years old and is in danger of failing if it isn’t replaced in a
timely manner.

Q:

How much will PSERN cost and how will it be paid for?

A:

The project, including sites, equipment, labor, sales tax, and interest on the bonds will cost
approximately $273 million. The Metropolitan King County Council has approved a measure to
be placed on the April 28th, 2015 ballot to fund the project.

Q:

What kind of funding measure will be before voters this spring? What funding options were
considered? Why was this option chosen?

A:

The Metropolitan King County Council has authorized a levy lid lift for voters to consider on April
28th, 2015. Several funding options were considered including Criminal Justice Sales Tax,
Emergency Communication System Sales Tax, Excess Levy, Excess Levy and a Levy Lid Lift,
Sharing the Financing with the Subregional Entities, Sharing the Financing with All Jurisdictions
and Partial Funding Options. It was decided that using a Levy Lid Lift is the only viable option for
funding a new system with a single taxing measure.

Q:

If approved by voters, how much are taxes going to increase?

A:

7.0 cents per $1,000 of assessed value over 9 years. This equates to $26.46 per household, per
year for the median value of $378,000.
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Q:

Can’t we just replace a couple of parts or migrate rather than replacing the whole system?

A:

The parts that the current system uses won’t be compatible with the new network. In addition,
the current system cannot support the new technology PSERN will have.

Q:

Why must a new system be funded now rather than later? What are the risks of delaying
funding until later?

A:

The longer we delay after spare parts and repairs cease to be available at the end of 2018, the
greater is the risk that responders will be unable to communicate when needed. Technically
speaking, the system will lose capacity and coverage area.
With the above said, we have taken certain precautionary steps to address system problems if
this does occur. For example, we have purchased a cache of spare parts. If we do not have a
part or our supply runs out we would then look to purchase the part from a secondary vendor.

Q:

Are there additional concerns with our current system?

A:

Yes. The system was designed in 1992 for the County’s population at that time. Since then, the
County’s population and the dispersal of that population have grown in ways no one could
anticipate. As a result, our system does not cover all of the areas in the County where services is
needed and is lacks the capacity needed during large‐scale disasters and incidents.

Q:

Why can’t first responders use cell phones?

A:

Cell phones are not an option due to lack of reliability. They don’t have sufficient back up or the
capacity to operate in a power outage or other widespread emergency situations. Most
importantly, they do not work the way emergency radio system do. They are not capable of
operating in a “dispatch” fashion where one person broadcasts to many people, nor are they
capable of working “off network” such as radio to radio operations that are often used at fire
scenes.

Q:

Who is leading the project?

A:

There are four owners of the radio communications system—Eastside Public Safety
Communications Agency (EPSCA), King County, City of Seattle and Valley Communications
(ValleyComm). Each entity owns separate towers and equipment run by a central computer. King
County is responsible for leading and implementing the project on behalf of the owners and will
see the project through to completion.
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Q:

Is there a binding document guaranteeing the County can effectively manage vendor
contract(s) and other parts of the project?

A:

The County and other partners are in agreement about roles and responsibilities during PSERN
planning, construction, and testing, and that agreement is in the Implementation Period
Interlocal Agreement. This Interlocal Agreement will form the basis for PSERN Project
governance.

Q:

Will the ownership and operation of the new system remain the same as for the current
system?

A:

A new consolidated operational and governance agency will be created. This public, non‐profit
organization, working closely with the current co‐owners, will take the lead with the purchase,
implementation and testing of the new network. It will also operate and maintain the new
system infrastructure going forward. It will have the same level of jurisdictional representation
as the current emergency radio system and will have increased representation from the first
responder community. An Operations Period Interlocal Agreement has been drafted to address
governance of the operations of the PSERN once completed.
Having a single entity operating and maintaining the system infrastructure, rather than four
entities doing that work, should result in improved service: when there is a problem with the
system we will be able to skip the step of determining which owner is responsible to fix it.

Q:

Who will run the non‐profit organization?

A:

The organization will be governed by a four‐person board of directors. One board member will
be appointed by each of the following: the City of Seattle; the 5 Valley Communications Center
member cities jointly; the 5 Eastside Public Safety Communications Agency member cities jointly;
and King County. There will be two additional new members who will be appointed to the cities
not otherwise represented on the board—1 non‐voting police representative and 1 non‐voting
Fire representative. Each member will have an equal vote.

Q:

How long will it take to complete the project?

A:

Once construction begins, it will take approximately 5 years for completion.

Q:

Why is there a 20% Contingency?

A:

We only have one opportunity for project funding and cannot go back for additional funds. If
there are cost overruns, the County would be responsible for them so we need to ensure that a
contingency is available. The County has a project management methodology in place, however,
on a project this size there are significant risks—specifically site development. As part of the
planning phase, the County interviewed internal and external construction consultants and a
20% was contingency the consensus.
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Q:

Why don’t the four system co‐owners have savings to pay for the capital costs of the new
system?

A:

Each of the co‐owners put aside some funds for a new system. Over the years of operating the
current system savings have been used to fund mid‐life upgrades that have kept portions of the
network refreshed as well as adding capacity to certain areas. Today these savings in aggregate
are very small compared to the cost of a new system.

Q:

Weren’t replacement reserves supposed to be accumulated by the co‐owners for system
replacement, and if so, why can’t they fund the project?

A:

They can, however this is a large project and the accumulated funds are less than 1/20th the total
project cost. The County and co‐owners do not have sufficient available funds to pay for a
project of this size without additional revenue. In 1992 when initial planning for the current
network was done, a formula to generate replacement reserves was created by each of the four
owners. Through time those funds have been used to keep the current system upgraded, and to
support early phases of the PSERN project. Even if the funds weren’t spent over the years, we
would have less than ¼ of the total PSERN project cost because in 1992 no one could have
anticipated King County’s population would increase so fast nor cover so large an area of the
County. Also, because the practice has been to use funds for mid‐life upgrades, co‐owners need
to retain their funds until the PSERN has been completed to ensure they have contingency to
maintain the current system.

Q:

If the County is paying for all the assets, why shouldn’t the County operate and maintain
PSERN both during the project and after the project is completed?

A:

The County Executive believes that centralization is needed for this regional service and that the
best model is to operate and own it using a public, non‐profit entity. Current owners have
agreed to this approach and have drafted an Interlocal Agreement that will accomplish this.

Q:

How long will the County need to operate and maintain PSERN after Full System Acceptance?

A:

An Implementation Period Interlocal Agreement contains provisions for automatically
transferring PSERN from the County to the non‐profit operator once the project is finished..

Q:

What will happen to PSERN operations and maintenance if the non‐profit operator does not
take over PSERN at or soon after FSA?

A:

In this event, the County will own and operate PSERN, but only until such time as it can be
transferred to the non‐profit agency. The Implementation Period Interlocal Agreement contains
provisions for partners and users to pay the County for its operation and maintenance of PSERN
after PSERN starts operation until the ownership and operations is turned over to the non‐profit
organization.
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Q:

How can we be sure there will be no need to dip into the Current Expense Fund because of
cost overruns or unanticipated expenses? Who will be responsible for cost overruns?

A:

The county and its partners have done much to ensure that all costs have been accounted for in
the project budget and subsequent funding measure. Technical consultants were used to
analyze needs and assist with development of system requirements. A competitive RFP process
was used to get the best system vendor at the best price. As the project goes into
implementation, it will be subject to project governance with and external to the County, and
also expects to hire an independent Quality Assurance firm, as well as independent construction
management to oversee civil radio site work. The combination of these will help contain costs.
Lastly, the project has hired a competent and experienced project staff that will utilize project
management best practices.

Q:

How long will the system last before we need to fund a new one?

A:

The new system will last at least 20 years.

Q:

Today radio system users pay monthly fees for use of the radio system. Could the new
system’s capital costs be funded through rate increases rather than a tax increase?

A:

This is possible, but not practical. To pay for capital costs monthly fees would need to more than
double. Monthly fees are usually paid out of the agency’s general funds, so any increase in rates
would impact that agency’s fund source.

Q:

Why are there two different rates for radio users?

A:

1. Some radio users use less features than others, therefore providing service for them is less
expensive.
2. We want to encourage users to use PSERN, especially those that have various types of
demands such as school districts and utilities.

Q:

How does this relate to the discussions I’ve heard about the possible decrease in the number
of 9‐1‐1 dispatch centers?

A:

There is no relationship between the PSERN project and dispatch center consolidation. They are
independent initiatives. System planning has included all of today’s centers. If there are fewer
centers that are in business when system equipment is ordered, our order and design will be
adjusted accordingly. The Interlocal Agreements will also make commitments to continue
service to the dispatch centers.
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Q:

Is there widespread support for a new network and the ballot measure from city elected
officials, police and fire chiefs, police and fire line staff, emergency managers, dispatchers, and
County Executive?

A:

There is a clear, shared vision of the need to replace the current system and build a new radio
system now.

Q:

There have been some concerns raised by Junior Tax Districts such as Fire Districts about
revenues being negatively impacted by the levy lid lift. Is that true?

A:

Fire districts should not be harmed due to this measure. Last year, assessed property values in
King County increased significantly, so we anticipate that the County tax rate will decrease
sufficiently to cover potential impact to all Fire Districts. Other junior tax districts such as Parks
and Hospital districts could be impacted in the initial years of the measure.

For more information:
 Project Web site: www.psern.org
 Follow us on Twitter:@radiomatters
 PSERN project staff:
o David Mendel, Project Director, 206‐263‐7942
o Karla Clark‐ Communications Manager, 206‐263‐1583
o Marlin Blizinsky, Government Relations Officer, 206‐269‐8047
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