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SUBJECT

A briefing and discussion of the potential 2016 priorities for the Regional Policy Committee work plan.

SUMMARY

This briefing will provide an overview of potential priorities for the committee based on some input gathered from committee members in 2015 and follow up with intergovernmental staff for the caucuses.  The review is intended provide an additional opportunity for discussion between committee members and provide feedback to the Chair and Vice-chair before a draft resolution for the committee’s work plan is prepared.


BACKGROUND

The Metropolitan King County Charter includes specific language regarding the responsibilities and operation of the Regional Policy Committee (RPC).  The RPC is one of three committees formed when voters approved the merger of Metro (transit and wastewater treatment services) and King County.  The charter, as amended in 2008 states the following regarding regional committees:

270.30  Powers and Duties.
	Each regional committee shall develop, propose, review and recommend action on ordinances and motions adopting, repealing, or amending transit, water quality or other regional countywide policies and plans within the subject matter area of the committee.  The subject matter area of the regional policies committee shall consist of those countywide plans and policies included in the committee's work program by a majority of the members present and voting, with no fewer than three and one-half affirmative votes.
	The county council shall refer each such proposed ordinance or motion, except those developed and proposed by a regional committee, to a regional committee for review.  The regional committee shall complete review and recommend action within one hundred twenty days or such other time as is jointly established by the county council and the committee, which shall be confirmed in the form of a motion by the metropolitan county council.  If the committee fails to act upon the proposed ordinance or motion within the established time limit, the county council may adopt the proposed ordinance or motion upon six affirmative votes.  The committee may request, by motion to the county council, additional time for review.
	A proposed ordinance or motion that has been reviewed and recommended or developed and proposed by a regional committee may be adopted, without amendment, by the county council by five affirmative votes.  If the county council votes prior to final passage thereof to amend a proposed ordinance or motion that has been reviewed or recommended or proposed by a regional committee, the proposed ordinance or motion, as amended, shall be referred back to the appropriate committee for further review and recommendation.  The committee may concur in, dissent from, or recommend additional amendments to the ordinance or motion.  After the regional committee has had the opportunity to review all county council amendments, final action to adopt any proposed ordinance or motion that differs from the committee recommendation shall require six affirmative votes of the county council.
	Each regional committee may develop and propose directly to the council an ordinance or motion adopting, amending or repealing a countywide policy or plan within the subject matter area of the committee. Such proposals must be approved by a majority of the members present and voting, with no fewer than three and one-half affirmative votes.  Within one hundred twenty days of introduction or such other time as is jointly established by the county council and the committee, which shall be confirmed in the form of a motion by the county council and the committee, which shall be confirmed in the form of a motion by the county council, the council shall consider the proposed legislation and take such action thereon as it deems appropriate, as provided by ordinance.

The Rules and Order of Business of the Metropolitan King County Council further state:

Regional policies committee work program.  The regional policies committee shall establish its subject matter through a work program adopted by a majority of those committee members present and voting, with no fewer than three and one-half affirmative votes, though the work program shall be limited as provided by charter or ordinance, including but not limited to, subsection K[footnoteRef:1]. of this rule.  Once the work program is adopted, all regional policies and plans related to the subject matter must be referred to the committee by the council. [1:  K. Role of regional committees. 
1. A regional committee shall focus on planning and policy setting in program areas where it has been determined that regional service or facility planning is required and in area where it is agreed the opportunity and need for the planning exist. A regional committee is not responsible for routine review and recommendation on operational and administrative matters such as contracts, budgets, appropriations, and fares and rates, formerly performed by the council of metropolitan Seattle. A regional committee may, however, deal with policies to develop fares and rates within the committee's subject matter area.] 


ANALYSIS

In previous years, the Regional Policy Committee and the Council annually approved a work program for the committee via adoption of a motion.  Beginning in 2009, following the voter approved King County Charter revision – the work plan  identifying the ‘subject matters’ of the committee has been approved and memorialized by a resolution of the committee.  The resolution is then transmitted to the Council Chair.

A resolution for 2016 has not been drafted yet – committee staff is still gathering input from the caucuses representing Sound Cities, City of Seattle, and King County Council.  

Below is a preliminary list of the potential priorities and other subjects for briefings, as suggested by committee members and staff thus far.    Further discussion and refinement of the priorities is anticipated in the next few weeks as local governments and regional bodies hold retreats and identify issues of importance in the coming year(s).


Priorities for referral of legislation and/or substantive policy discussion
0. Solid Waste
1. Solid Waste Comprehensive Management Plan[endnoteRef:1]    [1:  RPC acting in its capacity as the Solid Waste Interlocal Forum should make a recommendation on this plan and its policies
] 

1. Solid Waste Transfer and Waste Management Plan[endnoteRef:2]  [2:  RPC acting in its capacity as the Solid Waste Interlocal Forum should make a recommendation on any changes or amendments to this plan 
] 

1. 2015-16 KC budget proviso reports regarding solid waste management
1. Solid Waste Rate Study

· Public Safety Issues, Coordination and Investments, including:
a. Puget Sound Emergency Radio Network (PSERN) Emergency Implementation
b.  Emergency Preparedness and Regional Disaster Planning and Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan
c.  E-911 – Progress Report and Strategic Planning Process Report
d.  Managing and/or Mitigation for additional trains carrying oil through King County

· Veteran’s and Human Service Levy 
· review and possible action on annual progress report
· 2017 Levy Renewal Planning

· Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services, limited to the following areas:
a. Recovery and Resiliency-Oriented Behavioral Health Services Plan 2012-2017 
· review and possible action on annual progress report
b. Mental Illness and Drug Dependency Action Plan,  including revisions to or the new 2017 update to the:
· Oversight Plan;
· Implementation Plan; and
· Evaluation Plan
· review and possible action on annual progress report

· Best Starts for Kids
a. Implementation plan relating to the Youth and Family Homelessness Prevention Initiative
b. Implementation plan for eligible uses of levy proceeds

· Regional Transportation
a. King County Ferry Service Expansion 
· review of final report in response to 2015-16 King County budget proviso report on potential ferry service expansion
b. Implementation of Bridges and Roads Task Force Recommendations


Priorities for briefings and discussion by the RPC but not referral of legislation
· Solid Waste
a. Solid Waste Interlocal Agreements[endnoteRef:3] [3:  RPC acting in its capacity as the Solid Waste Interlocal Forum should make a recommendation on interlocal agreements (ILA), but only the Council can approve a new ILA on behalf of King County.
] 

b. Solid Waste proposed tipping fees and rates[endnoteRef:4] [4:  RPC acting in its capacity as the Solid Waste Interlocal Forum should make a recommendation on any new tipping fees or rates, but only the Council can approve new fees/rates.] 

c. Research reports prepared by staff and consultants regarding waste diversion, best management practices (Including organic and construction debris), and related matters

· Public Safety Issues, Coordination and Investments

· Human Services, including:
a. Health & Human Services Transformation
b. King County’s Familiar Faces Initiative
c. Communities of Opportunity
d. Youth Action Plan Implementation
e. Area Plan on Aging 2016 – 2019 Implementation

· Behavioral Health Services, including:
a. Changes in state strategies, laws and funding for involuntary commitments and delivery of community-based support services 

· Housing and Homelessness – 
a. All Home Strategic Plan Implementation 
b. King County Affordable Housing Strategic Plan (December 2015)
c. Homeless Management Intake System (HMIS) Coordinated Entry and Assessment
d. Safe Parking – Road to Housing and other programs

· Countywide Transportation Planning, including:
a. Integrated roads planning and freight mobility 
b. King County Bridges and Roads Task Force Recommendations

· Updates from countywide Districts and ad-hoc Task Forces, including:
a. Flood Control District
b. Department of Transportation / Marine Division
c. King Conservation District 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Regional and Local Economic Development Plans, including:  
a. Maintaining Port of Seattle, and Maritime and Industrial sector competitiveness
b. Tourism
c.  PSRC Economic Development District and coordination of King County priorities – Regional Economic Strategy Update
d. Reports on economic trends, projections and actions to stimulate job  retention and creation 
e. Education and Workforce Strategies 
· Equity and Social Justice Issues  
a. Inequity in the Justice System

· Stormwater Planning, including  NPDES permit implementation collaboration
a. King County (and Department of Ecology directed) basin-wide planning for stormwater management
· Ballot issues for 2016 and next 6 years with regard to expiration/renewal dates, amounts, ballot dates
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