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ORDINANCE 122705

AN ORDINANCE relating to surveillance cameras in Seattle parks: authorizing a pilot program
to install surveillance cameras in selected parks; adopting City policies regarding the
installation and use of such cameras; and establishing a new Chapter 18.14 in the Seattle
Municipal Code.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. A new Chapter 18.14 of the Seattle Municipal Code is estanlished és follows:
Chapter 18.14 Surveillance Cameras in Seattle Parks — Pilot Program.

18.14.010 Statement of Purpose.

The purpose of this chapter is to authorize a pilot pfogram regarding the installation and
use of surveillance cameras in Seattle parks and to establish City policies regarding the
installation and use of such cémergs. The policies described in this chapter apply to cameras as
defined in this chapter. Unless specified otherwise in a particular policy, the policies contained
in this chapter apply to all persons employed by the City of Seattle, including agents retained on 4
temporary, contract, or voluntary basis.

18.14.020 Definitions.

A. “Cameras” means surveillance cameras: 1) installed in City parks as part of the pilot
project authorized by this chapter; and 2) cameras installed in Cal Anderson Park beginning in
January 2008 with funds from the Facility and Structure Maintenance BCL (K320A) of the Parks
and Recreation Fund (10200). “Cameras” do not include surveillance cameras instnlled on City

property other than in parks, cameras installed in police cars, cameras installed along pubic rights
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of way intended to record traffic violations, and cameras that are intended primarily to monitor

|| the interiors or entrances of City buildings; including buildings located within City parks.

B. “Live monitoring” means a person viewing images live in real time as they are being
captured and recorded by a camera.

C. “Active monitoring” means a person manipulating the point and zoom features of a
camera in live monitoring mode in order to focus the camera on a particular person.

18.14.030 Pilot Progfam — Authorization.

The Seattlg Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) and the City’s Department of
Information Technology (DolIT) are authorized to install and operate surveillance cameras in the
following Seattle parks as part of a pilot program: Cal Anderson Park, Hing Hay Park,
Occidental Park, and Victor Steinbrueck Park. Additional ordinance authority is required to
install cameras in other City.parks or to operate cameras in the parks identified above beyond
ninety days after the program evaluation described in SMC Section 18.14.1 00 is submitted to the
City Council. |

18.14.040 City Policies Regarding the Installation and Use of Camer#s.

A. Cameras are authorized to record video only and are not authorized to record audio.

B. In order to inform the community of the intended installation and to seek public

comment, DPR shall convene, prior to installation, a community meeting for each park in which

the installation of carricras is proposed under the pilot project.

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 2
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C. Cameras should be installed to primarily record events that take place on public
property. It is not a violation of this pélicy if cameras incidentally record events that occur on
private property.-

D. DPR shall 'prominently post at least one sign in each park where a camera is located |
informing the public about the presence of the camera(s).

E. The cameras and relz;lted equipment shall be the property of DolT.

F. A monitor for the cameras and the controls that enable active monitoring shall be
located in SPD’s 911 Center.

G. Up to one additional monitor may be located at. a DPR facility and at a DolT facility.

18.14.056 City Polic‘ies Regarding Video Recordings Created by the Cameras.

A. The cameras may record images continuously tWenty-four (24) hours per day, seven
days per week.

B. Recordings shall be the property of DPR. -

C. The administrative purposes served by recordings created by these cameras will
typically be cornpieted within fourteen (14) days. Cameras and equipment shall therefore
normally be set to automatically r'ecord over previously recorded video recc;rdings after a period
of fourteen (14) days. | |

D. Authorized DPR and DoIT.employees may under the following circumstances view
video recordings, override or extend the automatic fourteen-day period, or retain a copy of a
video recording: 1) iﬁ order to comply with a court order, the Washington Public Records Act,

discovery requirements in a legal proceeding, or other applicable law; 2) as part of a criminal,

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 3
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civil, or administraﬁve investigation; 3) to evaluate the video recording for possible use in a
criminal, civil, or administrative legal proceeding in which the City is, or is reasonably expected
to become,'.a party; and, 4) for sysfem training, testing, maintenance, or repair.

E. A DPR or DolT supervisor must authorize the viewing of videQ recordings by DPR‘
or DoIT personnel.

18.14.060 Policies Regarding Live Mohitoring of the Cameras.

A. Only SPD personnel are authorized to utilize the cameras for live monitoring,
including for active monitoring:

| 1. When SPD has a reasonable suspi‘cfon to believe that any criminal activity,
whether felony, gross misdemeanor, or miédeméanor,. may be in pfogress within the area visible
from the camera;' .
2. As part of an ongoing investigation into criminal activity that SPD has a
reasonable suspicion' to believe has occurred within the area visible from the camera; or
3. Dufing a state of emergency declared by the Mayor as provided in applicable

law.

‘B. SPD, DolT, or City Auditor personnel are authorized to use the cameras for live
monitoring, incl.uding for active monitoring;:

| 1. For system training, testing, maintenance, or repair; or,

2. As part of £he audit and program evaluation described in Section 18.14.100.
C. A SPD supervisor must authorize SPD personnel to utilize a camera for live

monitoring, including for active monitoring.

Form Last Revised on Decernber 31, 2007 4
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18.14.070 Policy Prohibiting SPD Active Monitoring for An Improper Purpose.
SPD personnel shall not actively monitor a camera in order to focus the camera on a
particular person based solely on the person’s race, color, age, sex, marital status, sexual
orientation, gender identity, political ideology, creed, religion, ancestry, national origin, or the
presences of any physical disability. This section is not intended to limit: 1) incidental live
monitoring of any person or object in view of fhe cameras when the camera is focused ona
permitted subject; or 2) focusing acﬁve live monitoring on a possible suspect, witness, victim, or
other person based upon the suspect, witness? victim, or other person’s reported description or
characteristics.
18.14.080 Policies Regarding Access to Recordings Created by the Camefas‘. |
A. Except as permitted by SMC'Sectioln 18.14.050, only SPD personnelv may vjew the
video recordings created by the cameras: |
1. When SPD has a reasonable suspicion to believe that any criminal activity,
whether felony, gross misdemeanor, or misdemeanor, may be in progress within the area visible
from the camera;
2. As paﬁ of an ongoing investigation into criminal activity that SPD has a
reasonable suspicion to believe has occurred within the area visible from the camera; or

3. During a state of emergency declared by the Mayor as provided in applicable.

law.
B. SPD, DolT, or City Auditor personnel may view the video recordings created by the
cameras:

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 5
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1. For system training, testing, maintenance, or repair; or,
2. As part of the audit and program evaluation described in Section 18.14.100.
C. ASPD supervisor must authorize the viewing of video recordings by SPD personnel.
18.14.090 Recordkeeping.
A. DPR and DolT shall maintain a log recording the date, time, and duration of the video
recording(s) revieWed; the personnel involved; and the reason(s) for viewing the video whenever
department personnel view video recordings.

B. SPD shall maintain a log recording the date, time, and duration of the video viewed,

|| the personnel involved; and the reason(s) for viewing the video whenever department personnel

view video recordings or conduct live monitoring of a camera, including active mbnitoring.

C. The log books providéd fpr in this section shall be retained by the City for ninety days
after the report described in SMC Section 18.14.100 is submitted to the City Council.-

18.14.100 Auditing and Evaluation bf Surveillance Camera Pilot Program.

A. The City Auditor Shi'l]l a_udit the DPR, DolIT, and SPD log books; corresponding 911

calls and other police contacts; and video recordings throughout the pilot program to aid in

| program evaluation and to assess compliance with this chapter.
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~ B. The City Auditor shall also perform and provide to the City Council a program
evaluation within eighteen (18) months of the completion of the installation of cameras pursuant
to the pilot program.
C. The program evaluation prdvided for in this section shall include the following
information:

1. Crime statistics and the number of calls for assistance in the monitored parks

for the first 12 months after the cameras are installed;

2. Crime statistics and the number of calls for assistance in the monitored parks
for the two years preceding the installation of the cameras;
3. Crime statistics and the number of calls for assistance for the areas just outside
the monitored parks for the first 12 months after the cameras are installed;
4. Crime statistics and the number Qf calls for assistance for areas just outside the
monitored parks for the two yéars preceding the installation of the cameras; |
5. A description of crime trends over the pasf five years in the neighborhoods
where the monitored parks are located;
~ 6. The number of crimes detected in the monitored parks due to the presence of.
the cameras. Data should be provided for the first 12‘m‘onths after the cameras are installéd;
7. The number of crime investigations aided by the use of video recordings
obtained by the cameras. A description 6f how the video recordings were helpful to each
investigation should‘ be included. Data shouid be provided for the first 12 months after the

cameras are installed;

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 ‘ 7
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8. A survey to detemine whether the installation of surveillance cameras affects
how the public perceives the safety of the parks in which the canﬁeras are located; and,
9. Additional information and analysis that the City Auditor deems useful.

.D. The City Council will review the pfogram evaluation to be completed by the City
Auditor and consider any poséible deterrence effects of the cameras on crime before authorizing
continued operation of the cameras beyond the completion of the bilot prograrﬁ.

18.14.110 No Effect on Admissibility.

Neither compliance with nor a failure to comply with the policies contafned in‘this
chapter shall affect the admissibility of video recordings as evidence in criminal, civil, or
administrative i)roceedings. |

18.14.120 Civil Liability.

A. Subject to the limitations of this section, a person shall have a right of action against
the City based on this chapter for ddmages up to Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00) proximgtely
caused by a willful and deliberate violation of the provisions of SMC 18.14.070.

B. No cause of action may be based ﬁpon the activity of departmental personnel in
complying with a court order, or an action authorized by this chapter.

C. The City resefves all defenses at law consistent with this chapter, including but not
limited to consent, privilege, participation, and waiver, and as to departmental persopnel ora
City official, any defense arl‘ising in the ‘employer/employee or principal/agent relationship.

D. No cause of action may be based upoﬁ this chépter against the Mayor, the City

Couhcil, any City department head, any departmental personnel, or any other City officer or

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 ) 8
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employee, individually, for an); action or omission made in good faith in the scope and course of
his or her duties. In the event such a lawsuit is brought against a City officer or employee,
ilndividually, for such an action or omission, and the officer or employee cooperates fully in
defense of the lawsuit, the City Attorney may represent the individual and defend the litigation. If
the claim is deemed a proper one or judgmént is rendered against the City officer or employee .
individually, the judgment shall be paid by the City in accordance with its procedures for the
settlement of claims and payment of judgménts.

18.14.130 Employee Discipline.

Any City personnel who violates policies contained in this éhapter, or any implementing
rule or regulation, may be subject to the disciplihary proceedings and punishment authorized by
the City Charter, Article XVI.

For City personnel who are represented under the terms of a collective bargaining
agreement, this section prevails except where it conflicts with the collective bargainipg
agreement, any memoranda of agreement or ;Jnderstanding signed pursuant to the collective
bargaining agreement, or any recognized and established practice relative to the members of the
bargaining unit.

Section 2. DPR, DolT, SPD, and the City Clerk shall take the steps necessary to
implement this ordinance. |

Section 3.\This ordinance shall £ake effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after

its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by‘ the Mayor within ten (10) days

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 9
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Passed by the City Council the flday of Jone : , 2008, and signed by
me in open session in authentication of its passage this
1 | |
T _dayof __Jvve,  ,2008.
G Lueme
Presiden fe N of the City Council
. LA —_—
Approved by me this }{e ﬁay of Ywuneo , 2008.

o (r ickels, Mayor
Filed by me thls M day of A\)AQ/ , 2008.

% M é

City Clerk

(Seal)
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FISCAL NOTE FOR NON-CAPITAL PROJECTS
Department: Contact Person/Phone: DOF Analyst/Phone:
" | Legislative | Sara Belz 4-5382 [NA - ]

Legislation Title: _ ‘

AN ORDINANCE relating to surveillance cameras in Seattle parks: authorizing a pilot program
to install surveillance cameras in selected parks; adopting City policies regarding the installation
and use of such cameras; and establishing a new Chapter 18.14 in the Seattle Municipal Code.

e Summary of the Legislation: ,
This legislation authorizes a pilot program to place a total of 12 surveillance cameras in four

Seattle parks: Cal Anderson, Hing Hay, Occidental Square, and Victor Steinbrueck. (The
total number of cameras includes three that are already installed in Cal Anderson Park.) The
legislation also establishes a City protocol to govern the installation and use of the cameras
for the duration of the pilot program.

o Background: A
In November 2007, the City Council approved a budget proviso stating that none of the funds

appropriated for the Department of Parks and Recreation’s (DPR) Parks Infrastructure BCL

~could be used to install surveillance cameras in parks unless authorized by.a future
ordinance. For the protocol included in this legislation to take effect, the budget proviso
must be lifted.

X __ This legislation does not have any financial implications.
It is anticipated that the adoption of a protocol to govern the use of these surveillance cameras.

will have no greater financial implications than authorizing the use of the cameras without an
established protocol.
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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE relating to surveillance cameras in Seattle parks: authorizing a pilot program
to install 8yrveillance cameras in selected parks; adopting City policies regarding the
installation

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. A new Chaptd¢ 18.14 of the Seattle Municipal Code is established as follows:
Chapvter 18.14 Surveillance Camerygs in Seattle Parks - Pilot Program.

18.14.010 Statemevnt of Purpos

The purpose of this chapter is to authyrize a pilot program regarding the installation and
use of surveillance cameras in Seattle parks and ¥ establish City policies regarding the
installation and use of such cameras. The policies d¥scribed in this chapter apply to cameras as
defined in this chapter. Unless specified otherwise in a Rarticular policy, the policies contained .
in this chapter apply to all persons employed by the City of Qeattle, including agents retained on a
temporary, contraét, or voluﬁtary basis.

18.14.020 Definitions.

A. “Cameras” means surveillance cameras: 1) installed in Ci arks as part of the pilot
project authorized by this chapter; and 2) cameras installed in Cal Ander3pn Park beginning in
J anuary 2008l wiih funds from the 2000 Parks Levy-Major ‘Park Developme BCL (K723004).

“Cameras” do not include surveillance cameras installed on City property other\than in parks,

cameras installed in police cars, cameras installed along pubic rights of way intended to record

d use of such cameras; and establishing a new Chapter 18.14 in the Seattle |
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traffic violasions, and cameras that are intended primarily to monitor the interiors or entrances of

IC. “Active monitoring’ means a person manipulating the point and zoom features of a
camera in live monitoring mode 1y order to focus the camera on a particular person.

18.14.030 Pilot Program — Authorization.

The Seattle Department of Parks‘and Recfeation (DPR) and the City’s Department of

Information Technology (DolT) are authoriz¢d to install and operate surveillance cameras in the

following Seattle parks as part of a pilot prograta: Cal Anderson Park, Hing Hay Park,

Occideptal Park, and Victor Steinbrueck Park. Additional ordinance authqrity is required to
install cameras in other City parks or to operate camef s in the parks identified above beyond_
ninety days after thg program evaluation described iﬁ S Section 18.14.100 is submitted to the
City Council.

18.14.040 City Policies Regarding the Installation and Use of Cameras. .

A. Cameras are authorized to record video only and are notauthorized to record audio.

B. In order to inform the community of the intended installatidp and to seek public
comment, DPR shall convene, prior to installation, a community meeting\for each park in which

the installation of cameras is proposed under the pilot project.
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C. Camgas should be instailed'to primarily record events that f_ake place on public
property. It is not a Wolation of this policy if cameras incidentally record events that'occur.on |
private pr_oberty,.

D. DPR shall promingntly post at ieast one sign in each park where a camera is located
informing the public about the pregence of the camera(s).

E. The cameras and related equipment shall be the property of DolT.

~ F. A monitor for the cameras and\the control‘s that enable active monitoring shall be
located in SPD’s 911 Center.

G. Up to one additional rnbnitor may beNocated at a DPR facility and at a DolT facility.

18.14.050 City Policies Regarding Video\Recordings Created by the Camer#s. .

A. The cameras may record images continuougly fwenty—fou; (24) hours per day, seven
days per week.

B. Recordings shall be the property of DPR. | .

C. The administrative purposes served by reéordings cieated by these cameras will
typically be completed within fourteen (14) dayS. Cameras and equipment shall therefore
normally be set to aufomatically record over previously reco?ded vidap recordings after a period
of fourteen (14) days. |

D. Authorized DPR and DoIT employees may under the followin circumstances view
video recordings, override or extend the automatic fourteen-day period, or relgin a copy of a
video recording: 1) in order to comply with a court order, the Washington Publi¢ Records Act,

discovery requirements in a legal proceeding, or other applicable law; 2) as part of a criminal,
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administrative investigation; 3) to ¢valﬁate the video recording for possible use in a
criminal, ciyil, or administrative legal proceeding in which the City is, or is reasonably expected
to become, a paxy; and, 4) for system training, testing, maintenaﬁce, or repair.

E. A DPR o{ DolT supervisor must authorize the viewing. of video recordings by DPR
or DolT personnel. | | |

18.14.060 Policies Regarding Seattle Police Department (SPD) Live Monitoring of
the Cameras. |

A. SPD personnel are authoriged to utilize the cameras for live monitoring, including for
active monitoring:

1. When SPD has a reasonable suspicion to believe that any criminal activity,

whether felony, gross misdemeanor, or misdem
from the camera;
2. As part of an ongoing investigation intp criminal activity that SPD has a

reasonable suspicion to believe has occurred within the arey visible from the camera;

3. During a state of emergency declared by the Mayor as provided in applicable

law; |
_4. For system training, testing, maintenance, or repair or,

5. As part of the audit and program evaluation described\in Section 18.14.100.

B. A SPD supervisor must authorize SPD personnel to utilize a carkera for live .- '

monitoring, including for active monitoring.
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18.14.070 Policy Prohibiting SPD Active Monitoring for An Improper Purpose.
SPD personnel shall not actively monitor a camera in order to focus the camera on a

particular person based\solely on the person’s race, color, age, sex, marital status, sexual

orientation, gender identity)\political ideology, creed, religioil, ancestry, national origin, or the

presences of any physical disabNity. This section is not intended to limit: 1) incidental live

monitoring of any person or object ¥ view of the cameras when the camera is focused on a

permitted subject; or 2) focusiilg active\live monitoring on a possible suspect, withess, victim, or

other person based upon the suspect, wiin s, victim, or other person’s reported description or

characteristics.
18.14.080 Policies Regarding SPD Accels to Recordings Created by the Cameras.
A. SPD personnel may view the video recordings created by the cameras:

1. When SPD has a reasonable suspicion to believe that any cri_mirial activity,
whether felony, grosé misdemeanor, or misdemeanor, may\be in progress within the area visible
from the camera; |

2. As part of an ongoing investigation into crirn'in | activity that SPD has a

reasonable suspicion to believe has occurred within the area visible rom the camera;

3. During a state of emergency declared by the Mayor aX provided in applicable

law;
4. For system fraining, testing, maintenance, or repair; or,
5. As part of the audit and program evaluation described in Section 18.14.100.
B. A SPD supervisor must authorize the viewing of video recordings by SPD personnel.
Form Last Revised on December 31,2007 | 5
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18.14.090 Recordkeeping.

C. The log books providé or in this section shall be retained .by the City for ninety days
after the report desc‘ribed in SMC Sectipn 18.14.100 is submitted to the City Council. |

18.14.100 Auditing and Evaluatign of Surveillance Camera Pilot Progi'am.

A. The City Auditor shall audit the DPR, DoIT,. and SPD log books; corresponding 911

calls and other police contacts; and video recordlags to aid in program evaluation and to assess

|| compliance with this chapter.

B. The City Auditor shall also perform and pro\ide to the City Council a program
evaluation within eighteen (18) months of the completio of the installation of camerés pursuant
to the pilot prograrﬁ.

C. The program evaluation provided for in this sectiom\may include the féllowing
information:

1. Crime statistics and the number of calls for assis nce in the monitored parks
for the first 12 months after the cameras are installed;
2. Crime statistics and the number of calls for assistance\in the monitored parks

for the two years preceding the installation of the cameras;

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 6




S O o NN N n A WL N

[\ [\ [\ [\) [\ NN [\®] N — — — [a— — — — — — —
oo ~J (=) w B VS [\ —_— o O oo ~J (@, wn =N W [\S) —_

Sara Belz and Bob Morgan/SB

LEG Surveillance Cameras Protocol Ord v4.doc
May 21, 2008

Version #4

3. Crime statistics and the number of calls for assistance for the areas just outside
the monitoxed parks for the first 12 months after the cameras are installed;

. Crime statistics and the number of calls for assistance for areas just outside the

monitored parks fox the two years preceding the installation of the cameras;

5. A degceription of crime trends over the past five years in the neighborhoods
where the monitored parkdare located;

6. The numbeNof crimes detected in the monifored parks due to the presence of
the lcameras. .Data should be pro 'ded'for the first 12 months after the cameras are installed;

7. The number of critke investigati.ons aided by the use of video récordings
obtained by the cameras. A description &f how the video récordings were helpful to each
investigation should be included. Data shoiNd be provided for the first 12 months after the
cameras are installed;

8. A survey to determine whether the installation of surveillance cameras affects
how the public perceives the safety of the parks in wh h the cameras are located; and, |

9. Additional information and analysis thag the City Auditor déems useful.

18.14.110 No Effect on Admissibility.
Neither compliancé with nor a failure to combly with th policies contained in this

chapter shall affect the admissibility of video recordings as evidendg in criminal, civil, or

administrative proceedings.
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18.14.120 Civil Liability.

A\ Subject to the limitations of this section, a.person shall ﬂave a right of action égainst
the City base on this chapter for damages up to Five 'Hundred Dollars ($500.00) proximately
caused by a will gnd deliberate violation of the provisions of SMC 18.14.070.

B. No cause &f action may be based upon the activity of departmental personnel in
complying with a court oxder, or an action authorized by this chapter.

C. The City reserves\all defenses at law consistent with this chapter, including but not
limited to consent, privilege, p icipation, and waiver, and as fo departmental personnel ora
City ofﬁ.cial, any defense arising in'the employer/employee or principal/agent‘felationship.

D. No cause of action may be based upon this chapter against the Mayor, the Cit}ll
Council, any City‘department head, any deépartmental pefsonnel, or any other City ofﬁcer or
employee, individually, for aﬁy action or omidgion made in good faith in the scope and course of
his or her duties. In the event such a lawsuit is biqught against a City officer or empioyee,
individually, for such an action or omission, and thé\officer or employee cooperates fully in
defense of the‘lawsuit, the City Attorney may represenhthe individual and defend the litigation. If
the claim is deemed a proper one or judgment.is rendere gainst the City officer or employee -

individuaily, the judgment shall be paid by the City in accorjance with its procedures for the

settlement of claims and payment of judgments.
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18.14N 30 Employee Discipline. |
Any City wersonnel who violates policies contained in this chapter, or any implementing -

rule or regulation, m ( be subject to the disciplinary proceedings and punishment authorized by

For City personnel why are represented under the terms of a collective bargaininé
agreement, this section prevails except where it conflicts With the c‘ollective bargaining
agreement, any memorahda of agreement or understanding signed pursuant to the collective
bérgaining agreement, or.any recognized\and esfablished practice relative to the members of the
bargaining unit.

Section 2. DPR, DolT, SPD, and the C1 _Clerk shall take the steps necessary to
. ‘implement this ordinance. |

Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect and Be in force thirty (30) days from and after
its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved aﬁd returned by the Mayor within ten (10) d‘ays

after presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipa\ Code Section 1.04.020.
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Passed by the\City Council the day of , 2008, and signed by
me in 6pen sessiot\in authentication of its passage this

day of , 2008.

- President of the City Council
Approved by me this day o , 2008.
Gregyry J. Nickels, Mayor
Filed by me this day of , 2008.

City Clerk
(Seal)
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City,of Seattle .
ORDINANCE 122705 .

AN ORDINANCE relating to surveillance
-cameras in Seattle parks: authorizing a pilot
program to install surveillance cameras in
selected parks; adopting City Foliciea regard-
ing the installation and use of such cameras;
and establishing a new Chapter 18.14 in the
Seattle Municipal Code.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF
SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS: {

Section 1. A new Chapter 18.14 of the |
’ lSaattle Municipal Code is established as fol-
ows: - .

Chapter 18,14, Survelllance Cameras 1
.in Seattle Parks - Pilot Program.

% 18.14.010 Statement of Purpose. ‘ !

The purpose of this chapter ig to authorize
§ pilot programvregarding-thé installation
and use of surveillance cameras in Seattle |
arka and to establish City policies regard-
ing the installation and use of such cameras.
The policies described in this chapter apply
to cameras as defined in this chapter. Unless
apecified otherwise in a particular policy, the
‘policies contained in thia chapter cg:ply to
all persons emplayed by the City of Seattle,
including agenta retained on a temporary,
contract, or voluntary basis..

18.14.020 Definitions.

A. “Cameras”.meana surveillance cam-
erag: 1) installed in City parks as part of the
pilot project authorized by this chapter; and |

»2) cameras installed in Cal Anderson Park
beginning in January 2008 with funds from {
the Facility and Structure Maintenance BCL ;

K3820A) of the Parks and Recreation Fund .
10200). “Cameras” do not include surveil-
lance cameras ingtalled on City property
other than in parks, cameras installed in,
police cars, cameras installed along pubic:
rights of way intended to record tratfic vio-y

Jlations, and cameras that are intended pri-

‘marily to monitor the interiors or entrancea
of City buildings, including buildings located|
within City parks. .

B. “Live monitoring” means a person
viewing imagee live in real time aa they are

‘being captured and recorded by a camera.

C. “Active monitoring” means a person

- ‘manipulating the point and zoom features of!

a camera in live monitoring mode in order to:
focus the camera on a particular person,

18,14.080 Pilot Program -~
Authorization.

. The Seattle Department of Parks and
Recreation (DPR) and the City's Department
of Information Technology (DolT) are autho-
. rized to install and operate surveillance
cameras in the following Seattle parks as
art of a pilot program: Cal Anderson Park,}
gling Hay Park, Occidental Park, and Victor
Steinbrueck Park. Additional ordinance
authority is required to install cameras in
other City parks or to operate cameras in the
parks identified above heyond ninet{ dnYa
after the program evaluation deacribed in
SMC Section 18.14.100 is submitted to the
City Council. :

18.14.040 City Policles Regarding the
_ Installation and Use of Cameras. . |

A. Cameras are authorized to record video
only and are not authorized to record audip.—

B. In order to inform the community of;
the intended installation and to seek pu lic'
t, DPR shall , prior to instal-
lation, n community meeting for each park in
which the installation of cameras is proposed
under the pilot project. .

C. Cameras should be installed to primag“-‘
ily record events that take place on public
property. It is not a violation of this policy if‘

|

- cameras incidentally record events that occur
. on private property. :

D. DPR shall prominently post at leastl

_one sign in each park where a camera ia

located informing the public about the pres-
ence of the camera(s).

E. The cameras and related squipment.
shall be the property of DoIT. -

F. A monitor for the cameras and the con-
trols that enable active monitoring shall be
" located in 8PD's 811 Center.

Q. Up to one additional monitor may be!
}ocnted at a DPR facility and at a DoIT facil- |
ty. . N P

18.14,080 - City Policles Regarding
Video Recordings Created by the
' Cameras.

' A. The cameras may record images con-
tinuously twenty-four (24) hours per day,

seven days per week. o

. gation;
i

© trative legal groceeding in whic|

i

DPS.IA Recordinga shall be the property of

i C. The administrative purposes served

by recordings created by these cameras will
typically be completed within fourteen ?4)
days. Cameras and equipment shall therefore
normally be'sst to automatically record over
praviously recorded video recordings after a'
peried of fourteen (14) days. ]

) D. Authorized DPR and DoIT employees
may under the following circumatances view
video recordings, override or extend the auto-,
matic fourteen-day pariod, or retain a copy of

%18,14.000 Becordkejaplng.

A. DPR and DoIT shall maintain a log :
racording the date, time, and duration of the |
video recorqu‘(a) reviewed; the personnel
involved; and the reason(a) for viewing the

! video whenever department personnel view |

'

, video recordings.

i B. SPD ghall maintain a log recording the

| date, time, and duration of the video viewed;

the personnel involved; and the reason(s)

: for viewing the vidao whenever department”
ersonnel view video recordings or conduct
ive monitoring of a camers, including active’

i ¢

court order, the ngton Public Records |
Act, _dmcovelt'K requirements in a legal pro--
ceeding, or other applicable law; 2) as part of |
a criminal, civil, or administrative inveati.
8) to evaluate the video recording for |
o use in a criminal, civi]i‘ox‘ adminis-

avideo recordinﬁl) 1}? order to witha
aghi

possibl

or is reasonably expected to become, a party;'

and; 4) for system training, testing, mainte-,

nance, or repair. ;
Lo w o .

. E. ADPR or Dol T supervisor must autho- !
rize the viewing of video recordings by DPR
-or DolT personnal. }

.

18.14.060 Policiea Regarding Live |
Mont :ugolyheﬂ as.

.
@

A. Only SPD personnel are authorized |:
‘o utilizo the cameras for live monitoring, .
including for active monitoring: !

il
* 1, When 8PD has a reasonable auspicion .’
to believe that any criminal activity, whether !
felony, gross mi nor, or mi nar, |

- may be in progreas within the area visible !

from the camera;

.. 2. Aspartofan ongoinginvestigation into {
criminal activity that S8PD has a rensonable ;
suspicion to bellave has occurred within the
area vigible from the camera; or

8. During a state of emergency declared !

by the Mayor as provided in applicable law.

, B.8PD, DolT,or Ci':i'l Auditor personnel
are authorized to use the cameras for live
monitoring, including for active monitoring: ,

1. For system training, testing, mainte- *
nance, or repair; or, :

ation deacribed in Section 18.14.100.

C. A 8PD supervisor must authorize 8PD [ ;
personnel to utilize a camera for live monitor- .

_ing, including for active monitoring. it

18,14.070 Policy Prohibiting SPD |
IAotlve Monitoring for An Improper !
Purpose. it

i~ 8PD personnel shall not'nctively monitor )

" a camera in order to focus the camera on a
particular person hased solely on the person’s !
race, color, age, sex, marital status, sexual '
orientation, gender identity, political ideolo-
gy, oreed, religion, nncestrg. national origin,
or the presences of any sical disability. -
This section is not intended to limit: 1) inci- *
dental live monitoring of any person or object !

¥

. in view of the cameras when the camera is !

focused on a }

active live mo ing on a f p
witnesa, victim, or oﬁ;er peraon based upon !
the suspect, witness, victim, or other peraon’s

" reported description or characteristica.

..to Recordings Created by the

18,14,050, only 8
. video recordings created by the cameras:

" bythe Mayor as provided in applicable law.

| nance, or repair;or, .. .

18,14.080 Policies Regarding Access
ameras. .

A. Except as
D personnel may view the

bl 3,

the City is, D

7 DoIT, and SP

permitted subject; dﬂ ‘2) focusing ' h
lp}irks in which the cameras are

ng.

. -C. Tho log books provided for in thia sec- :
“tion shall be retained by the City for nine-
g' days after the raport described in SMC
‘Cectwpl 18.14,100 is submitted to the City
ouncil,

18.14.100 Auditing and Evaluation of
Surveillance Camera Pilot Program.

. A.The Citﬁ Auditor ehall audit the DPR,
log books; corresponding 811 |
jcalls and other police contacts; and video
4recqrdmgs throughout the pilot program to
!aid in program evaluation and to assess com- .
- pliance with this chapter. .

B. The City Auditor shall also perform
.and provide to the City Council a program
‘evaluation withm_ eighteon (18) months of the
completion of the installation of cameras pur-
auant to the pilot program.

. .C. The program evaluation providad for ,
in this sectjon ‘a_liiill'.]ilic',liidfe";l?q:follbgﬁ?; |
information: " e e
. 1. Crime statistics and the numbér of

.calla for. ngsigtanae,in’ the, monitoradrparks '
for the firet 12 montha after the cameras are
rinatalled; ) T
.2, Crime atatistics. and the number of |
leaila for assistance in the monitored parks

ifor tha'two years preceding the installation t
‘of the cameras; .

. 8. Crime statistica and the number of !
calls for assistance for the areas just outside |
the monitored parks for the firat 12 months
after the cameras are inatallod;

.. 4. Crime statistics and the number off

1 1calls for apaistance for areas just outsidethe
2, As part of the audit and program evalu- ' ! nionitored )

parks for'the two years preceding

i } the installation of the cameras;.

8. A description of crime trends over the
past five years in the neighhorhoods where
0 tored parks are located

8. The number of crimes detected in the
manitored parks due to the prasence of the
cameras, Data should be provided for the firat .
12 months after the cameras are installed;

.7, The number of crime investigations
aided by the use of video recordinga ogtained )
the cameras. A description .of how the
video recardm‘fs were helpful to each inves-
tigation should be included. Data should be
provided for the firat 12 menths after the:

cameras are installed; i

8. A survey to determine whether the
installation of surveillance cameras affects
ow the public perceives the safety of the -

¥ocated;

8. Additional information and ;an lysi i
that the City Auditor deems useful. alysie|

D. The City Council will review the pro- -

Barmitte d'by SMC Bection i Kram evaluation to be completed by the City

uditor and consider any possible deterrence

- effacts of the cameras on crime before autho-

1.When 8PD has ar p
to bolieve that any criminal activity, whether
folony, gross mi or mi nor,
may be.in progress within the area visible
from the camera;

2. As partofan ongoinginvestigation into
criminal activity that 8PD has a reagsonable
srapicion to believe has occurred within the
area; 1iaible from the camera; or |

i

8. During a state of emérgency declared

- rizing continued operation of the cameras
.beyond the 1

letior of the pilot program.
18,14,110 No Effect on Admissibility.
Neither compliance with nor a failure to

comply with the policies contained in this!
chapter ghall affect the admissibility of video
recordinge as evidence in criminal, civil, or .

administrative proceedings.

18.14.120 Civil Liabflity.
A, Bubject to the limitati

1
of this sec- |

‘tion, a person shall have a right of action

B, SPD, DolT, or City Auditor persc;nnel ;ngainst the City based on this chapter

cameras:

SR e }

may view the video recordings created by the for damagos up to Five Hundred Dollars

$600.00) proximately caused by a willful

. and deliberate.violation of the provisiona of
1. For system training,.testing, mainte- lSMC 18.14.070. :

B. No causo of action may be based upon -

2. As part of the audit and program evalu. ' the activity of departmental personnal in .

ation described in Section 18.14.100.

C. A 8PD supervisor must authorize the|
vieiwing of video recordings by S8PD person-|
nal. : : . .

i

complying with a court order, or an action ,
authorized by thia chapter. .

C. The City reserves all defenses at law |

congistent with this chapter, including but .
not limited to consent, privilege, participa- -
tion, and waiver, and as to departmental per-

sonnel or a City official, any defense arising '

n the employer/employes or principal/agent '

-relationship.

this chapter

D. No caugs of action may be based upon
a&ainat the Mayor, the City

Council, any City department head. any
de}mrtmentnl ersonnel, or any:other City
ofticer or employee, individuall , for any
action or omission made in good faith in the
scope and course of his or her duties. In the
event such a lawauit is brought against a City
officer or employee, individually, for such an

} action or omisaion, and the officer or employ-

eo cooparates fully in defense of the lawsuit,
the City Attorney may represent the individ-
ual and defend the litigation. If the claim is
deamed a proper one or judgment is rendered

aﬁainst the City officer or employee individu.
) aily,

the judgment shall be paid by the City in

| accordance with its proceduros for the settle-

1

l

L orun

ment of claims and payment of judgmenta.

18.14.130 Employee Discipline.

Any City personnel who violates poli- -
cies contained in this chapter, or any imple-
menting rule or regulation, may be eub;ect
to the diaciplinary proceedings and punish.
;x(l‘e,rlxt authorized by the City Charter, Article

For City personnel who are represent-
ed under the terms of a collective bargain-
ing agresment, this section prevails except
where it conflicts with the collective bargain-
ing agreement. any memoranda of agreement

eratanding signed pursuant to the col-
lactive bargaininiagreement.‘ or any recog-
nized and established practice relative to the
members of the bargaining unit.

Section 2. DPR, DolT, SPD, and the City’
Clerk shall take the stepa necessary to imple-
ment this ordinance.

Section 8. This ordinance shall take

| effect and be in force thirty Nism days from

4+ Nick Licata - |

and after its approval by the Mayor, but if not
approved and returned by the Mayor within
ten (10) days after presentation, it shall take
eifoect'a% provided by Municipal Code Section
1.04.020. . .

i Passed by the City Council the 9th day of
June, 2008, and signed by me in open seae}ot_\

of Jirio, 2008. ‘

‘ in authentication of its passage this 9th day

. Prosident of the City Council "
. Approved by me this 16th day: of June,
.2008." "

v Gregory J. Nickels, Mayor
i Piled by me this 10th day of Jine, 2008.
! (Seal) Judith Pippin

City Clerk:

! Ppublication ordar.ed i)y JUDITH PIPPIN,

City Clerk . ,
yDate of publication in the Seattle Daily

Journal of Commerce, June 24, 2008.
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