PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
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	Expenditures
	
	Revenues
	
	FTEs
	
	TLTs

	2025 Revised Budget Biennialized
	
	$224,034,880
	
	$69,703,368
	
	551.5
	
	0.0

	2026-2027 Base Budget Adjust.
	
	$9,250,395
	
	($109,966)
	
	0.1
	
	0.0

	2026-2027 Decision Packages
	
	$5,113,076
	
	($747,377)
	
	9.0 
	
	0.0 

	2026-2027 Proposed Budget
	
	$238,399,000
	
	$68,847,000
	
	560.6
	
	0.0

	% Change from prior biennium, biennialized
	
	6.4%
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dec. Pkg. as % of prior biennium, biennialized
	
	2.3%
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Major Revenue Sources: General Fund, state and federal funds, charges for services, and revenue through DCHS (MIDD and BH-ASO).



DESCRIPTION

The Prosecuting Attorney’s Office (PAO) is responsible for the prosecution of all felony and juvenile cases in King County and all misdemeanor cases generated in unincorporated King County. The PAO also manages or participates in several programs that provide alternatives to the mainstream criminal justice system. Under agreements with the State of Washington, the PAO establishes and enforces child support obligations and is part of the mental health civil commitment process.

Additionally, the PAO serves as legal counsel to the Council, the Executive, all executive agencies, Superior and District Courts, Elections, the County Assessor, and various independent boards and commissions. 

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED BUDGET AND CHANGES

The proposed budget would appropriate $238.4 million to the PAO, which would be a 6.4% increase from the biennialized 2025 budget. The growth is largely due to increased personnel costs reflected in the base budget.[footnoteRef:1] Proposed decision packages total a net increase of $5.1 million ($7.2 million in expenditure increases and $2.1 million in reductions). Reductions reflect a $1.7 million vacancy rate adjustment and the removal of a vacant multi-disciplinary team coordinator position that was backed by VSHSL moneys (totaling $359,000).[footnoteRef:2]  [1:  For the 2026-2027 proposed budget, the PAO's base budget breaks down as follows: 84.3% personnel costs, 12% central rates, and 3.8% for things like contracted services and supplies. ]  [2:  According to Executive staff, this was a position in the Elder Abuse team. DCSH now contracts the work with Aging and Disability Services (ADS) – a division of the Seattle Human Services Department. They note the move to ADS was made because it is designated by the state as the Area Agency on Aging for King County.] 


Of the $7.2 million in expenditure increases, about $3.3 million is for a central rate adjustment driven by increased KCIT and FMD rates. The remaining $3.9 million would support the decision packages discussed below and would be backed by a mix of General Fund and other revenue.  

General Fund Supported Proposal - $2,204,429, 8.0 FTE. The Executive's proposed budget includes $2.2 million and 8.0 FTEs to be added to the PAO's budget for victim support services, which represents a portion of what the PAO requested. According to Executive staff, the Executive's proposed budget book does not detail what specific victim services this appropriation and FTE authority should be used for out of deference to the Prosecuting Attorney. The appropriation and FTE amounts align with the PAO's request for eight victim advocates for violent crimes; however, the PAO is still assessing how best to use the appropriation and FTE authority given the other victim support services requested were not funded. Table 1 provides additional information about the PAO's requests for victim services.[footnoteRef:3]  [3:  In addition to the revenue backed decision packages, the proposed budget includes a technical revenue adjustment that assumes a decrease of about $2.0 million in revenue over the 2026-2027 biennium. This is largely driven by a reduction in PAO civil central rate revenue from non-General Fund agencies. There is also a negative revenue adjustment in the base budget of $109,966 that accounts for things like the removal of one-time revenue in 2025 (for example, state revenue for work associated with the Blake Decision). ] 


Table 1. Victim Support Services Requested by PAO (2026-2027)

	
	
	Description
	
	Appropriation
	
	FTE

	1.
	
	Child interview specialists for the Children's Justice Center of King County.[footnoteRef:4]   [4:  The PAO states these are specially trained forensic interviewers who conduct over 500 child-friendly, trauma informed interviews per year with young children, adolescents, and witnesses with special needs who have experienced or witnessed sexual or physical abuse.] 

	
	$721,123
	
	2.0

	2.
	
	Advocate to assist elderly and vulnerable victims in elder abuse cases.[footnoteRef:5]  [5:  The PAO reports that, in 2024, Washington Adult Protective Services received about 16,000 reports of suspected abandonment, abuse, neglect, and financial exploitation of elderly adults in King County.] 

	
	$275,770
	
	1.0

	3. 
	
	Advocate to assist victims of the existing Not Guilty by Reason of Insanity and Competency caseload.[footnoteRef:6]  [6:  Per the PAO, there are 376 pending felony cases where the defendant has raised concerns about their mental state.  ] 

	
	$275,770
	
	1.0

	4.
	
	3 advocates in the PAO’s Domestic Violence Protection Order Advocacy Program (POAP) to provide direct services and one POAP navigator to connect victims and survivors to additional community-based services.
	
	$985,463
	
	4.0

	5.
	
	Victim advocates for violent crimes to support all victims of violent crimes and bring caseloads closer to national best practice standards (four in Seattle, four in Kent). 
	
	$2,206,162
	
	8.0

	6.
	
	Contract with King County Sexual Assault Resource Center (KCSARC)
	
	$400,000
	
	0.0

	
	
	Total
	
	$4,864,288 
	
	16.0



The PAO's base budget includes $7.4 million and 25.6 FTE for victim support services. Additionally, the PAO is currently using non-labor budget savings of $275,000 for contracted services with KCSARC to support child abuse victims. 

Revenue-Backed Proposals - $1,624,808, 2.0 FTE. The proposed budget also includes three revenue-backed proposals: 

· General Counsel for Department of Local Services (DLS) - $740,414, 1.0 FTE. At DLS's request, the PAO would hire a General Counsel position to provide dedicated legal services to DLS. The position will be housed in and report to the PAO but embedded in DLS as part of DLS's senior leadership team. According to Executive staff, this is the same legal service model used by King County Metro and KCSO. The position would be paid for by DLS, and there is a corresponding decision package in the DLS budget. 

· General Counsel for Department of Community and Human Services (DCHS) - $554,394, 1.0 FTE. As part of the response to a recent audit, the Executive is proposing a General Counsel position dedicated to DCHS (budgeted starting July 30, 2026).[footnoteRef:7] The position would also be housed in and report to the PAO but embedded in DCHS as part of the department's senior leadership team. DCHS would pay for the position, and there is a corresponding decision package in the DCHS budget.  [7:  King County Auditor. DCHS Needs to Strengthen Financial Stewardship. (August 26, 2025). [LINK]] 


· Blake Decision Resources - $330,000, one-time. The proposed budget would also provide appropriation authority to continue addressing cases affected by the State v. Blake decision.[footnoteRef:8] This is a one-time, revenue-backed appropriation as costs are expected to be fully reimbursed by the state. Executive staff note that this work is expected to be completed in the 2026-2027 biennium.  [8:  State v. Blake, 197 Wn.2d170 (2021) found that the state’s felony drug possession law was unconstitutional. As a result of Blake, all pending possession cases must be dismissed, all warrants must be quashed, and all prior convictions impacted by Blake must be vacated.] 


Unfunded Requests. Also of note, the PAO requested an additional $21.8 million and 59.0 FTEs for the 2026-2027 biennium (this includes the unfunded requests discussed in Table 1).[footnoteRef:9] Several of these requests were also made during 2025 budget deliberations and would add staffing for things such as:   [9:  The full list is available upon request. See also Prosecutor Manion's letter to PSB Director Dwight Dively dated June 27, 2025 (emailed to councilmembers on June 30, 2025). ] 

· Increased homicide caseload in the PAO's Most Dangerous Offender Project (MDOP) Unit[footnoteRef:10] - $2.0 million, 6 FTE;  [10:  Senior Deputies in MDOP are available 7 days a week, 24 hours a day to respond to every homicide scene in King County. The responding deputy works as part of an investigation team, which includes the detectives, medical examiner, and forensic scientists. The deputy responding to the homicide scene assumes immediate responsibility for the prosecution, preparing search warrants, coordinating the efforts of law enforcement and forensic scientists, and offering legal advice to investigators. This deputy's responsibility includes the charging decision and extends to all subsequent legal proceedings from arraignment through trial to sentencing.] 

· Increased workload associated with public records requests and police video evidence - $1.5 million, 5.0 FTE; 
· Increased workload for felony traffic cases related to vehicular homicide, vehicular assault, and hit and run cases resulting in death - $1.3 million, 4.0 FTE; and 
· Case development specialists to work on commercial sexual exploitation and human trafficking cases - $629,228, 2.0 FTE.[footnoteRef:11]  [11:  While this request has been made in previous years, the PAO updated it this year by requesting case development specialists rather than attorney positions. The PAO states the change was made to lower the cost of the request and better reflect the needs of the program. ] 


According to Executive staff, the decision to exclude these requests was made based on the state of the General Fund and not on the merit of any proposal.

KEY ISSUES

Staff have not identified any key issues for this appropriation unit. 


RESPONSE TO COUNCIL INQUIRIES

Question 1: Has the Prosecuting Attorney shared her highest priorities for the 2026-2027 Biennial Budget? Where does she see the highest return on investment? 
Answer: The Prosecuting Attorney provided the following response: 

Priority 1: Juvenile ERPOs – 4 FTEs
Here are just a few recent case summaries where the PAO’s ERPO team successfully intervened when a juvenile had access to firearms and was also believed to be in danger of causing harm to self or others:

· A juvenile in King County acquired a firearm while in another state. The juvenile accidentally shot himself in the hand. Law enforcement (LE) sought an ERPO.  The juvenile’s father appeared in court and took the matter very seriously and the firearm, along with another firearm legally owned by the father were both secured/locked up.
· As part of the PAO’s Safer Schools Initiative, a school district reached out to the PAO’s Juvenile Division regarding concerns about a juvenile, and a Senior DPA connected with the school district’s school resource officer (SRO). The SRO shared that this juvenile was on his radar screen because in 2024 he brought a loaded magazine to school. The SRO went to the father’s home. Father admitted to having a firearm, but could not easily find it. CPS was contacted and the SRO stayed until the father found and secured his firearm.  Flash forward to 2025, this same juvenile posted concerning statements online and changed his online profile to reference a mass shooting. Law enforcement got an ERPO that was served on the juvenile and the parents. The juvenile has been referred to services and counseling.
· Just this week a juvenile Unlawful Possession of a Firearm case came to local law enforcement’s attention. They petitioned the court for an ERPO and a hearing was scheduled.
· Another local law enforcement agency learned of a young person in possession of a 3-D printer “lower receivers”. LE sought an ERPO, the juvenile’s mother came to court, thanked the judge, and is taking this matter seriously.
· Local LE is working on an ERPO petition for a juvenile who has been accused of kidnapping, but is not in custody. LE believes the juvenile has access to firearms. The ERPO, if granted, will be served on the juvenile’s father who has admitted, in previous discussions with LE that he has a firearm.

For the juvenile ERPOs, school threats/violent ideology/threats of mass violence are of special concern. Since 2025, the PAO has received at least six ERPO petitions relating to mass violence/violent ideology/threats of mass violence.  One case overlaps with one of the examples listed above – that case is highlighted in yellow. 

· King County Sheriff’s Office v. S
· Snoqualmie Police Department v. PO (search warrant also done for possession of explosives- no explosives recovered)
· Renton Police Department v. ODC (full ERPO pending with a hearing on Tuesday, September 30th)
· Bellevue Police Department v. ME (ERPO renewal filed this year- juvenile in possession of ammunition at school and concerning school search history)
· Bothell Police Department v. HI
· Bellevue PD v. U (anticipate filing this juvenile ERPO today, but we are still waiting for the ERPO petition from Bellevue PD)

As of September 30, there have been 106 ERPOs filed in 2025 (so far). The vast majority of the 106 have been for adult ERPOs. The PAO’s juvenile ERPO pilot started in July.  It has taken some weeks to get the word out to LE. In September there were 15 juvenile firearm referrals from law enforcement to the PAO, up from just three law enforcement referrals (for juvenile firearm cases) in August. The PAO’s ERPO team is actively consulting with law enforcement on the September referrals to see if a juvenile ERPO is appropriate.   

Here is the Juvenile ERPO request as it appears in the PAO’s 2026-27 Budget Submittal:

Extreme Risk Protection Orders to Address Juvenile Gun Violence – 4 FTEs
For the first six months of 2025, there have been 140 juvenile referrals (to the PAO) from law enforcement where there is some indication that a firearm was involved. It is unlawful for juveniles to possess firearms, and when a juvenile is caught with a gun, it should prompt swift action and intervention. Under current state law, it takes five successful adjudications (i.e. convictions) of Unlawful Possession of a Firearm (UPFA) before a juvenile is eligible for state Juvenile Rehabilitation (JR) sanctions and intervention.  

Extreme Risk Protection Orders (ERPOs) allow for swift, civil interventions to remove firearms from dangerous situations. With appropriate law enforcement or family reports, the PAO can quickly seek the removal of firearms from individuals, including children, who pose a risk to themselves or others. ERPOs involving juveniles are served on their parents/guardians to remove firearms from their homes.  

The PAO respectfully requests one (1) investigator/paralegal, one (1) DPA, and two (2) King County Sheriff’s Office (KCSO) Deputies (added to the KCSO’s budget) to allow the PAO, working in partnership with law enforcement, to seek an ERPO in all appropriate juvenile cases involving a firearm. ERPOs are meaningful tools that can help interrupt gun violence and help protect juveniles from becoming victims or perpetrators of harm. 

Priority 2: Safer Schools Strategy – 1 FTE
The PAO’s Safer Schools Strategy serves youth and families by creating safer learning environments in all parts of King County. It also serves to reduce juvenile gun violence in schools in all parts of King County by working directly with school districts to conduct individual threat assessments for school-based incidents involving firearms. In its first six months, Safer Schools addressed 100 concerning firearm incidents at schools throughout King County. It also works to improve school attendance, which is a critical protective factor in keeping juveniles out of the justice system. 85% of juveniles charged with firearm offenses have experienced disrupted school attendance. Keeping kids safely in school is a cost-effective crime prevention strategy and increases juvenile protective factors. For every 10% increase in high school graduation rates, there is a corresponding 9% reduction in arrest rates for young adults.  
 
The Juvenile Division Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney (DPA) currently leading our Safer Schools Strategy also carries a caseload of 55 serious juvenile felony cases. The PAO respectfully requests  1 new, dedicated DPA to serve as the single point of contact, working directly with law enforcement and all 18 school districts in King County to assist with threat assessments, to staff high-risk cases, and to develop school safety plans in all parts of King County.  

Here is the direct language from the PAO’s 2026-27 Budget Submittal:
The PAO’s “Safer Schools Strategy” serves to reduce juvenile gun violence and creates safer learning environments for all King County children. As part of Safer Schools, the PAO works directly with law enforcement and school districts to conduct individual threat assessments for school-based incidents involving firearms. In its first six months, Safer Schools addressed 100 concerning firearm incidents at schools throughout King County. 

Safer Schools also works to improve attendance by fostering school-based interventions at multiple levels. 85% of juveniles charged with firearm offenses have experienced disrupted school attendance. Keeping kids safely in school is a cost-effective crime prevention strategy and increases juvenile protective factors. For every 10% increase in high school graduation rates, there is a corresponding 9% reduction in arrest rates for young adults.  

The PAO respectfully requests to expand Safer Schools by adding one (1) new dedicated DPA to serve as the single point of contact, working directly with law enforcement and all 18 school districts in King County to assist with threat assessments, to staff high-risk cases, and to develop school safety plans.  

Priority 3: Public Records Act and Police Video Evidence – 5 FTEs
The PAO has been requesting body worn camera paralegals for at least four years, and this request has been repeatedly denied. Police in-car and body worn camera video demonstrate King County’s commitment to fairness and accountability in policing, but this technology is ineffective without the critical resources necessary to review, redact, and share these important records with the public and defense attorneys, as required by the Constitution and state law. The PAO’s 2026-27 Budget Submittal provides some additional context that explains how critical these positions are.   

Here is the direct language from the PAO’s 2026-27 Budget Submittal:
In 2024, the PAO responded to 1,921 separate requests for public records. In addition, the PAO is constitutionally mandated to review and organize evidence relating to police videos and other records and then disseminate them to defense attorneys within strict court deadlines.  DPD does not have this responsibility.

Police video evidence and discovery is more time-intensive to review than any other record because it must be reviewed frame by frame. A five-minute video typically includes 9,000 frames.  

One recent homicide case had 80 separate police in car videos, 75 separate police body worn camera videos, 848 photos, and 1,085 additional images and electronic evidence. This is in addition to the thousands of pages of police reports, witness statements, and other paper-type documents that are also part of this case.  

Police in-car and body worn camera video demonstrate King County’s commitment to fairness and accountability in policing, but this technology is ineffective without the critical resources necessary to review, redact, and share these important records with the public and defense attorneys, as required by the Constitution and state law.    

The PAO respectfully requests two (2) public records specialists and three (3) paralegals[footnoteRef:12] to address the continued increase in public record requests and criminal case discovery relating to police body-worn camera and other video evidence.   [12:  The PAO has been requesting paralegal resources to address police video evidence since 2018.  The PAO’s requests have been repeatedly denied.] 


Priority 4: ICAC – 2 FTEs and Human Trafficking – 2 FTEs
The PAO has one Senior DPA dedicated to the prosecution of Internet crimes against children (ICAC), where adults systematically and intentionally lure, groom, sexually solicit, and sexually exploit children online. She has a current caseload of 136 filed cases. That is far too many.  The PAO respectfully  requests two (2) additional DPAs so that each would carry a more manageable caseload of 45.  
 
In King County, an estimated 500-700 children are forced into sex work each year.  Every day, approximately 300 people buy sex along Aurora Avenue, which is often recognized as the second busiest buying “track” in the United States. Traffickers in Seattle and King County boast online about lax accountability and continue to openly harm the victims they have coerced into sex work.[footnoteRef:13] Recently, law enforcement shared reports of traffickers dragging teenage girls by their hair and running over them with cars.   [13: https://www.instagram.com/g.a.m.e365llc/reel/DKldFr5RW9l/] 

 
The PAO has requested two (2) case development specialists to assist law enforcement in their investigation and identification of the individuals working to exploit and abuse victims. Every investigation requires multiple search warrants to gather evidence from social media, cellphone extractions, and surveillance to corroborate victims’ experiences, and most investigations include the review of thousands of pages of financial records and other digital material. Without adequate resources to tackle these serious and heartbreaking crimes, vulnerable victims will continue to suffer at the hands of pimps and traffickers who exploit them for profit. 

Here is the direct language from the PAO’s 2026-27 Budget Submittal:

Internet Crimes Against Children – 2 FTEs
Internet crimes against children (ICAC) encompass a range of offenses aided and facilitated by technology, including child sexual exploitation, online grooming, sexual solicitation, and the distribution of child sexual abuse material.  

Reports of suspected internet crimes against children in Washington increased by 250% between 2019-2023. One in three minors experience an unwelcome sexual experience online before they turn 18. The number of child enticement cases in Washington increased by 76% from 2022 to 2023.  

The PAO currently has one DPA dedicated solely to the prosecution of ICAC cases.  This DPA has a current caseload of 130 filed cases, which far exceeds the caseload of any DPD attorney.  

The PAO respectfully requests two (2) additional DPAs to assist with the existing ICAC caseload, which will result in each DPA handling 43 cases – still far more than any DPD attorney representing the defendants in these cases. Victims of internet crimes are often traumatized for years because images of sexual exploitation remain on the Internet often for decades, and they deserve the timely resolution of cases. The resources allocated to the prosecution of those who have victimized children should more closely match those invested to defend the individuals accused of these crimes.  

The PAO has one Senior DPA dedicated to the prosecution of Internet crimes against children (ICAC) crimes, where adults systematically and intentionally lure, groom, sexually solicit, and sexually exploit children online. She now has a current caseload of 136 filed cases. That is far too many.  I requested two (2) additional DPAs so that each would carry a caseload of 45, but even one (1) additional DPA would be welcomed capacity.  

Commercial Sexual Exploitation and Human Trafficking – 2 FTEs
In King County, an estimated 500-700 children are forced into sex work each year.  Every day, approximately 300 people buy sex along Aurora Avenue, which is often recognized as the second busiest buying “track” in the United States. Traffickers in Seattle and King County boast online about lax accountability and continue to openly harm the victims they have coerced into sex work.[footnoteRef:14] Recently, law enforcement shared reports of traffickers dragging teenage girls by their hair and running over them with cars.   [14: ] 


Victims and survivors of sex trafficking are often first exploited as teenagers. Most have experienced (or are experiencing) poverty, homelessness, and/or foster care. Victims are disproportionately BIPOC and LGBTQ+. Victims and survivors suffer from trauma, and many suffer from substance use and/or mental health disorders – 68% meet the criteria for post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) at levels as severe as those suffered by combat veterans and victims of state torture.

The PAO respectfully requests two (2) case development specialists to assist law enforcement in their investigation and identification of the individuals working to exploit and abuse victims.  Every investigation requires multiple search warrants to gather evidence from social media, cellphone extractions, and surveillance to corroborate victims’ experiences, and most investigations include the review of thousands of pages of financial records and other digital material. 

Without adequate funding to tackle these serious and heartbreaking crimes, vulnerable victims will continue to suffer in the hands of pimps and traffickers who exploit them for profit. 

Priority 5: Vehicular Homicide and Vehicular Assault – 4 FTEs
The PAO’s three (3) vehicular assault and vehicular homicide DPAs each carry a caseload of 30-78 filed cases – each case involving a victim who has been severely injured or maimed as the result of impaired and/or reckless driving involving extremely high speed or a survivor who has suffered the devasting loss of a loved one in a fatal collision. This caseload is too high. It takes longer than it should to resolve these cases, whether by plea or by trial.  Victims are not receiving the amount of support they need and are deserving of. The PAO has asked for four (4) FTEs (2 DPAs and 2 Paralegals) to address these serious and significant cases, which impact individuals in all parts of King County.    

Here is the direct language from the PAO’s 2026-27 Budget Submittal:
There has been an alarming increase in vehicular homicides and serious injury vehicular assault crashes throughout Washington State. In King County in 2022, there were 151 vehicular fatalities (a 94% increase compared to 2013) and 709 serious injury crashes (a 561% increase compared to 2014).  

The PAO’s Felony Traffic Unit currently has 136 open homicide and assault cases, yet only three (3) DPAs to handle these serious cases. Each DPA currently carries a caseload of more than 45 cases, which far exceeds the caseload of any DPD attorney.  In fact, DPD often assigns two attorneys to most vehicular homicide cases.  

These serious crimes represent devastating losses for families, leave victims contending with serious and often lifelong injuries, and disproportionately impact communities of color. Victims and surviving family members in these cases deserve justice and the timely resolution of their cases.  Victims should not be penalized or denied timely justice simply because the PAO lacks sufficient resources to match those allocated to defense.  

The PAO respectfully requests two (2) DPAs and (2) paralegals to right size this caseload so that each DPA is assigned 27 cases instead of 45 (27 cases is still far more than any DPD attorney handling homicide or serious assault cases).  

Question 1 (second half): Where does the Prosecuting Attorney see the highest return on investment? 

According to the Prosecuting Attorney - There are many ways to measure return on investment for the criminal justice system and its outcomes. For example, one may choose to measure recidivism, the reduction of gun violence, the number of victims or families served, the number of cases filed or resolved, the amount of fentanyl seized from traffickers, or a community’s sense of safety. The PAO’s 2026-27 budget request reflects our many resource needs. However, our priority areas may not be the same as budget requests ranked by order of return on investment – depending on what Council is using to determine value or return. The PAO is happy to discuss this question further, but some clarifying information would be helpful.

Question 2: Request report back on where and how much funding is dedicated to victim support services or advocacy/crime survivor supports through the budget. 

Answer: For an initial response, council staff pulled together the information in Table 2 below; however, this is an estimate from budget materials and implementation plans. PSB is in the process of confirming actual appropriation amounts assumed in the 2026-2027 proposed budget. Staff can provide an updated table once more information is received but Table 2 should provide a sense of County investments in victim support services.  

Another note, Table 2 focuses on programs serving victims. There are some programs that serve both individuals involved in the criminal legal system and victims. Since it was not possible to determine what percentage of those appropriations served victims, the table below did not include them. Examples of those programs from 2025 include the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention in DPH and Restorative Community Pathways (now KC Youth Diversion and Intervention) and Family Intervention and Restorative Services (FIRS) in DCHS. 

Table 2. Victim Support Services – Estimate for the 2026-2027 Biennium[footnoteRef:15] [15:  PAO information is from the base budget document for the 2026-2027 Proposed Budget (and confirmed with the PAO) – it does not include the $2.2 million decision package for victim support services in the Executive's Proposed Budget; DCHS CSO contract information from 2026-2027 Proposed Budget materials; MIDD information from 2026-2027 agency proposed budget materials; and VSHSL information are estimates in the levy implementation plan. ] 


	Agency 
	Fund/Levy Strategy
	Program 
	2026-2027
Biennium

	Victim Services 
	 
	 

	PAO 
	General Fund 
	Victim Assistance Unit
	$7,417,883 

	DCHS-CSO
	General Fund 
	CSO Contracts - Domestic Violence Survivor Services
	$3,277,325 

	DCHS-CSO
	General Fund 
	CSO Contracts - Sexual Assault Victim Services 
	$1,616,555 

	DCHS 
	MIDD PRI-09
	Sexual Assault Behavioral Health Services
	$1,757,442 

	DCHS 
	MIDD PRI-10
	Domestic Violence and Behavioral Health Services & System Coordination
	$2,067,045 

	DCHS
	MIDD CD-08
	Children's Domestic Violence Response Team
	$748,823 

	DCHS 
	VSHSL SS3
	Consolidated Domestic Violence Hotline
	$1,863,000 

	DCHS 
	VSHSL SS4
	Gender-Based Violence Specialized System Navigation and Mobile Advocacy
	$6,041,000 

	DCHS 
	VSHSL HL 10
	Countywide Gender-Based Violence and Trafficking Prevention
	$3,089,000 

	DCHS 
	VSHSL HL 11
	Elder Abuse Multi-Disciplinary Team
	$857,000 

	
	
	Total 
	$28,735,073 

	
	
	
	







