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Healthy Families and Communities Task Force

Meeting Summary – January 26, 2006


Task Force Members Present:
Task Force Members Absent:


Councilmember Larry Gossett, Co-Chair
Mayor Kathy Keolker, Co-Chair 
Councilmember Bob Ferguson
Deputy Mayor Phil Noble


Daniel Gandara 
Sandra Madrid
Glenn Gregory
Councilmember Tom Rasmussen

Terri Kimball 
Pastor Marillyn Schultz Rothermel
Rev. Dr. James Kubal-Komoto
Laura Wells

Terry Mark 


Patricia McInturff

Josephine Tamayo Murray
David Okimoto 

Rabbi Zari Weiss 


Welcome/Introductions

Co-chair Councilmember Larry Gossett called the meeting to order.  HFC members introduced themselves.          

Public Comments 

There were no requests to speak during the open comment period.   

Proposed changes to the agenda

There were no proposed changes to the agenda.  

Approval of meeting summary for December 16, 2005

Members reviewed the draft meeting summary for Dec. 16.  
Action:  The meeting summary for December 16, 2005 was approved as submitted. 
Discussion:  Policy Framework for Veterans and Human Services Levy
Doug Stevenson, staff for the King County Law, Justice and Human Services Committee lead a discussion on the next steps in the implementation of the Veterans and Human Services Levy, approved by the voters in November 2005.

Stevenson provided a brief overview of the measure, expected to generate about $13.3 million annually for six years; one half to benefit veterans and their families and the other half to benefit human services for all communities in need.  Council staff is working on an ordinance to describe the policy framework to implement the levy and identify measurements of success.  Doug explained the importance of demonstrating to the public how levy funds are used and the positive results that are achieved. 

The overarching goal is to fund human service investments that will make a difference for the community and individual’s lives.  The Executive will be asked to prepare a proposal for the County Council’s consideration and approval.  

The levy also created two regional boards one to provide input and guidance for veteran’s assistance and one for human services.  Each will be a 12-member board, 9 to be nominated by the Council and 3 by the Executive.  The Council is open to ideas and recommendations from the HFC with regard to board makeup and structure. 
Human Services Polling Options
Staff was asked to do some quick research on the feasibility and costs of conducting a post facto poll to ask why residents voted to approve the Veterans and Human Services levy.  HFC members thought such a poll might help to determine whether to proceed with a comprehensive general services levy or focus on a targeted subset of services.  Staff spoke with two polling firms to gather their insight and opinions.  Both firms confirmed that post facto polling would be very difficult since voters might not remember the levy and/or why they voted in favor of it.  Both firms suggested that polling whether the measure be comprehensive (the full $65 million) or targeted (a subset of the $65 million) could be done but noted that it would be most helpful to poll ballot language and the services that would be funded by the ballot.  Maritza noted that there is no funding available in the HFC budget for polling. 

Human Services Financing Options:  Comprehensive vs. Targeted Ballot Measure  

Maritza reminded HFC members that they have only three more meetings to complete their work.  Still to do on the work plan is a decision about a targeted vs. a general services levy, a decision about the Regional Human Services Board as part of the ballot measure, and a recommendation on the public education campaign.  

There was considerable discussion on the question of a broad general services levy vs. a targeted service levy, e.g., the “whole banana” vs. bite size chunks.  Would we be more successful asking voters for $65 million all at once, or putting forward a targeted ballot measure requesting funds to support a subset of the services needed?  

The HFC members discussed the challenges of getting voters to support another human services package.  Many agreed that ballot language will be key.  Voters must clearly see what they are being asked to vote for and what they will get for their money.  To that end, “human services” doesn’t mean much to most voters, and a laundry list of services may sound too bureaucratic.    

HFC members raised questions about state legislative action last year that voted to allow counties to raise a one tenth of one per cent sales tax for mental health and chemical dependency services.  No council action has taken place on this issue to date, but this could be part of the suggested package that the HFC proposes for action.     
There was discussion about the need for a long-term approach to funding these services and the need for a comprehensive strategy to address the entire gap that would be achieved “one bite at a time.”  

Action:   HFC members voted unanimously to proceed with development of a targeted levy approach that included a set of options, rather than a one time comprehensive approach for the full $65 million. 
Other Business

There was some discussion that the meeting day and time might have to be changed.  Maritza will notify members if the day and time need to be changed for the last three meetings.
Closing 

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned.  The next meeting is currently scheduled for Thursday, February 23 at 8:30 a.m. in the Training Room, 7300 Building, King County Airport, Boeing Field.  If there is a change to that date and time (as noted above), Maritza will notify members and post any change on the HFC Web site. 
HFC Meeting Summary – Jan. 26, 2006

  




        Page 3

[image: image1.png]