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SUBJECT

[bookmark: _GoBack]Regional Policy Committee Work Program

SUMMARY

Proposed Motion 2016-0162 would state the Council's intent regarding the legislative process for review of Best Starts for Kids and Mental Illness and Drug Dependency implementation plans.

If the committee acts on this motion, a resolution adopting an updated Regional Policy Committee 2016 Work Program, consistent with the timeline identified in Proposed Motion 2016-0162 is attached to this staff report.

BACKGROUND 

At the February 2016 meeting of the Regional Policy Committee (RPC), the committee discussed and adopted its 2016 work program via RPC Resolution 2016-1.  This resolution identified subject matter areas for referral of legislation and briefing.  The work program also identified outstanding timeline and referral process questions for Best Starts for Kids (BSK) and Mental Illness and Drug Dependency (MIDD) implementation plans.

During deliberations, members spoke to the need to balance the RPC's review and recommendation role relative to countywide plans and policies with the need to get services delivered to people at risk as soon as possible.

For reference purposes the legislative process for subject matter areas that qualify for a mandatory review process, if amendments are effectuated by both RPC and the King County Council, is as follows (Per Section 270 of the King County Charter and KCC 1.24.065):

Step 1:	Initial RPC Review
	RPC has 120 days from date of referral, or such time as jointly agreed to by the RPC and the Council (and confirmed by motion).  Also the RPC can request additional time to review, which the Council may grant by motion. 

Step 2:	Initial County Council Review
	The County Council has 90 days from receipt of the RPC's recommended action on the proposed legislation, unless time period is extended by committee.
Note 1:	If the Council does not further amend the version of legislation recommended by RPC, then a simple majority is required for passage.
Note 2:	If, before final passage, the Council votes to amend the plan or policy recommended by the RPC, it must re-refer the amended plan or policy to the RPC for their concurrence, dissent or recommendation of additional amendments.

Step 3:	RPC Re-Referral (if necessary)
	RPC has 60 days from receipt of Council's amendments to the plan or policy, plus additional time if requested by RPC and approved by Council by motion.

Step 4:	County Council Subsequent Review (if necessary)
	The County Council has 60 days from receipt of the RPC's recommended action on the proposed legislation.
Note 1:	If the Council does not further amend the version of legislation recommended by RPC, then a simple majority is required for passage.
Note 2:	If, before final passage, the Council votes to amend the plan or policy recommended by the RPC, it must do so with 6 or more affirmative votes, otherwise the legislation is subject to the Step 3 and 4 re-referral process.

Step 5:	Implementation
	Following an adoption of the legislation by the County Council, the Executive has up to 15 days to sign the legislation.

	The effective date of the legislation is 10 days after the Executive signs the approved legislation or 10 days (or after the 15 day period if the Executive does not sign the approved legislation).

Time for one complete cycle (legislative process from the date of referral to the effective date of legislation) should Council and Regional Policy Committee amendments be required for legislation subject to a mandatory referral (and the County has 6 votes to accomplish their policy objectives) is potentially as long as 355 days:  

120 days + 90 days + 60 days +60 days + (15 days + 10 days) = 355 days





PROPOSED MOTION 2016-0162

Proposed Motion 2016-0162 identifies that: 

The BSK and MIDD implementation plans are countywide plans and policies, that if included in Section I of the RPC Work Program, would make the legislation adopting these plans subject to a mandatory review legislative process.

RPC and the County Council desire to authorize the Executive to expeditiously move forward on implementation, and as a result RPC is choosing to use a negotiated legislative process rather than the mandatory review process.

The motion identifies the following legislative processes:

For the Best Starts for Kids Youth and Family Homelessness Prevention Implementation Plan:
· Transmittal by March 1, 2016 (per the levy ordinance);[footnoteRef:1] [1:  The Best Starts for Kids Youth and Family Homelessness Prevention Implementation Plan was transmitted on 3/1/2016 and is attached to Proposed Motion 2016-0156] 

· Dual referral to a County Council standing committee and RPC for a non-mandatory review process;
· RPC deliberation deadline of April 13, 2016, which is an RPC regularly scheduled meeting date;
· The County Council standing committee will begin its consideration from the amended RPC legislation (if amended in RPC); and 
· County Council completion of deliberation in May 2016.

For the Best Starts for Kids General Implementation Plan:
· Transmittal by June 1, 2016 (per the levy ordinance);
· Dual referral to a County Council standing committee and RPC for a non-mandatory review process;
· RPC deliberation deadline of July 13, 2016, which is an RPC regularly scheduled meeting date;
· The County Council standing committee will begin its consideration from the amended RPC legislation (if amended in RPC); 
· A joint committee meeting between RPC and the County Council's standing committee to which the legislation was also referred; and 
· County Council completion of deliberation in September 2016, which is when the County Council will receive the 2017-2018 Executive Proposed Budget.

For the Mental Illness and Drug Dependency Service Implementation Plan:
· Transmittal by August 25, 2016 (Anticipated transmittal date from the Executive);
· Dual referral to a County Council standing committee and RPC for a non-mandatory review process;
· RPC deliberation deadline of October 12, 2016, which is an RPC regularly scheduled meeting date;
· The County Council standing committee will begin its consideration from the amended RPC legislation (if amended in RPC); 
· A joint committee meeting between RPC and the County Council's standing committee to which the legislation was also referred; and 
· County Council completion of deliberation in November 2016, which would be concurrent with the 2017-2018 County Council Budget Process.

For the Regional Policy Committee each of these schedules provide for 6 weeks for discussion and possible action.  

For the County Council and its standing committee(s) these schedules would provide the following a total of:

· 6 weeks for consideration of the BSK Youth and Family Homelessness Prevention Implementation Plan
· 8 weeks for consideration of the BSK General Implementation Plan
· 3-5 weeks for consideration of the MIDD Service Implementation Plan

These schedules for consideration are negotiated schedules that are different than both the regional committee mandatory review process and the County Council's standard legislative process.  

Proposed Resolution 2016-2 - Regional Policy Committee Work Program

RPC Proposed Resolution 2016-2 would rescind the Work Program adopted by RPC on February 10. 2016, and adopt a revised RPC 2016 Work Program (as Attachment A to the Resolution) that identifies:

In Section II. - Monthly briefings regarding the development of BSK and MIDD implementation plans.

Creates a new Section III. for Subject Matter Areas that would qualify to be mandatory referrals, but instead are being treated as non-mandatory referrals for an expedited legislative process.

Section III is consistent with Proposed Motion 2016-0162 and identifies RPC specific dates and issues. 

Veterans and Human Services Levy Planning

During member deliberations at the February RPC meeting and subsequent work between members, there have been questions regarding planning for a potential renewal of the Veterans and Human Services Levy (V&HSL).  This levy is expiring in December 2017, and members of the committee, the County Council and the Executive have expressed an interest in renewal planning.  

If a decision to renew the levy is sought for a November 2017 ballot, this would require an effective ordinance by early August 2017.  While ballot measures are not subject to the mandatory review process, the County Council would need to be deliberating on the matter in the second quarter of 2017.  This timeline ultimately means that V&HSL planning should begin in 2016, and as such RPC has expressed its interest in this subject matter area through inclusion of V&HSL planning in Section I of its work program - as subject matter area for referral of legislation.

While reviewing RPC Proposed Resolution 2016-2, RPC members have raised questions about accounting for the legislative process as part of V&HSL planning rather than a post-script to voter approval and stakeholder engagement.


ATTACHMENTS

1. Proposed Motion 2016-0162
2. Draft RPC Resolution 2016-2
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