Summary of Stakeholder Comments on the Oversight Plan for the Mental Illness and Drug Dependency Action Plan Received by Council
Notice of the Executive’s draft Oversight Plan for the Mental Illness and Drug Dependency Action Plan was distributed to individuals and groups that had previously expressed interest in the MIDD Action Plan, either as interested independent citizens or as members of coalitions, organizations, or groups. In addition to engaging in public review and comment on the King County Department of Community and Human Services website from March 5 through March 12, many stakeholders submitted comments on the Oversight Plan directly to Councilmembers and staff. 
Themes

Stakeholder comments received by Council focused on the following themes:

1. Consumer Membership on the Oversight Committee
The most common request from stakeholders was consumer membership on the Oversight Committee.  Numerous stakeholders from HERO House, a consumer operated clubhouse on the Eastside, requested that HERO House have membership on the Oversight Committee.  Many of those requesting HERO House representation also wanted a representative from NAMI (the National Alliance on Mental Illness) Eastside on the Oversight Committee.  Other stakeholders emphasized the need for consumer membership of a person recovering from mental illness and a person recovering from chemical dependency.  Some comments suggested that representation by advocacy groups for the mentally ill and chemically dependant could be a valuable addition to the Oversight Committee.
2. Worker and Union Membership on the Oversight Committee
Some stakeholders stated that the Oversight Committee should have worker representation, both union and non-union.  One comment suggested that representation by front-line mental health workers was important because the daily interaction with clients makes them more attuned to the unpredictable challenges and needs than are administrators. 
3. Jurisdictional Representation on the Oversight Committee
Some stakeholders commented that there was a disproportionate representation from King County government on the Oversight Committee.  Stakeholders noted that representation on the Oversight Committee should include members from jurisdictions that possess concurrent authority with King County because coordination and collaboration are important.  Specifically, stakeholders requested representation for the Seattle Municipal Court and the appropriate State agencies.
4. Geographic Representation on the Oversight Committee
Two stakeholders made comments that membership of the Oversight Committee should reflect the geographic diversity of King County.  In particular, one suggestion was that a representative from HERO House or NAMI Eastside was a necessary choice for representation of the vulnerable population of mentally ill in East King County. 
5. Other Stakeholder Comments on Oversight Committee Membership
There were numerous recommendations for changes in the proposed membership of the Oversight Committee.  The list below summarizes these comments:
· Domestic violence and sexual assault service providers should each have a representative as they address very different issues.

· 24 members is too large to be effective and 5 members, each appointed by common blocks of 4-6 of the proposed 24, which would advise the member, might be less cumbersome

· Appears that everyone engaged in oversight are paid government employees, either directly or indirectly, which does not amount to real, objective oversight

· Oversight Committee needs a technologically well-informed member to assist with insight as to what is technically possible and provide updated statistical information.
· Parent/youth organization with family focus, like Village Project II, should be represented.
6. Role of the Oversight Committee
Some stakeholders commented on what role the Oversight Committee should have in terms of policy and distribution of resources.  One commented suggested that the Oversight Committee should have a strong policy oversight role, including making recommendations on the requirements or processes involved in requests for proposals.  Another comment suggested that the Oversight Committee’s role should be to manage an umbrella fund and have a unifying mission statement that emphasizes the commonalities of various service providers.  One stakeholder commented that the plan needs to provide for an effective public involvement process.
7. Content of the Oversight Plan and Program Focus
Stakeholders had some specific recommendations for the content of the Action Plan.  Two stakeholders stated that the picture of helping the mentally ill and chemically dependent was incomplete without discussion of housing.  One comment was that the primary goal should focus on increasing the number of clients in treatment and the amount of services available to them with the secondary goal of reducing the number of costly interventions.  One stakeholder commented that it was important to ensure the availability of mental health services to those in jail and to reduce the time that defendants with mental illness are incarcerated awaiting competency evaluation or restoration.  Some comments simply expressed appreciation that something was being done.
