Relating 1o Office of Professional Accountability (OPA)
records reviewed by the Office of Professional
Accountability Review Board (OPA Review Board):
providing that the OPA Review Board will have access
to unredacted OPA files: setting forth the OPA Review
Board's confidentiality requirements and provisions
concerning indemnity: and amending Seattle Municipal
Codu Section 3.28.920 accordingly.
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AN ORDINANCE relating to Office of Professional Accountability (OPA) records reviewed by
the Office of Professional Accountability Review Board (OPA Review Board); providing
that the OPA Review Board will have access to unredacted OPA files; setting forth the
OPA Review Board’s confidentiality requirements and provisions concerning indemnity;
and amending Seattle Municipal Code Section 3.28.920 accordingly.

WHEREAS, SMC 3.28.920(A) states that the OPA Review Board shall have access to redacted
complaint forms of all OPA complaints and redacted files of all closed OPA
investigations; and

WHEREAS, SMC 3.28.920(B) requires OPA Review Board members to protect the
confidentiality of Police Department files and records to which they have been given
access; and

WHEREAS, in its December 2002 report the OPA Review Board observed that the process of
redacting OPA files is unnecessarily labor intensive for the OPA, is unproductive, and is
a practical impediment to its work, and thus limits its ability to effectively perform its
duty to review the OPA complaint handling process; and

WHEREAS, in its April 2004 report the OPA Review Board recommended to the City Council
that it have access to unredacted OPA files because the time required for redaction and
the difficulty of reading redacted files hamper its ability to review OPA cases and because]
redaction prevents it from determining patterns of complaints against particular officers
or within specific precincts; and

WHEREAS, in its April 2004 report the OPA Review Board also observed that it had honored its
nondisclosure agreements by safeguarding identifying information it had received
inadvertently or directly from complainants and therefore had earned the right to be
routinely entrusted with such information; and

WHEREAS, the City Council believes the confidentiality requirement placed on the OPA
Review Board is sufficient to protect the confidentiality of OPA files in the possession of
the OPA Review Board; and

WHEREAS, the City Council believes the confidentiality requirement in SMC 3.28.920(B) can
be stated more clearly; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 3.28.920 of the Seattle Municipal Code is amendcd as follows:
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3.28.920 Access to and coniidentiality of files and records

A. For the purpose of reviewing the OPA complaint handling process, the((Fhe)) OPA

Review Board shall have access to((-fer-purpeses-ofrevievsredaeted)) unredacted complaint
forms of all OPA complaints and ((redacted))unredacted files of all closed OPA investigations,

except for information the OPA would be required to withhold from persons not members of

criminal justice agencigs pursuant to the Criminal Records Privacy Act (Chapter 10.97 RCW) as

it now exists and may hereafter be amended. The OPA Review Board shall have access to

summary information necessary for its reporting obligations as set forth in Section 3.28.910 of
this chapter.
B. In discharging ((his-er-her))their responsibilities, OPA Review Board members shall

protect the confidentiality of Department files to which they have beei: provided access ((in-the

ol opree I be-obligated " et priviloged

y dential isions.of the Criminal RecosdsRri ROW.Chapter 10.97) and

identify- the identity-o£4 bicctofan e bli ired] .

chapter))) OPA Review Board members shall not disclose information in these Department files

and records except in the reports required by ordinance. OPA Review Board reports shall not

contain identifving information about anyone involved in an OPA complaint or OPA

investigation other than the OPA Director. “Identifying information” is defined as name, badge

number, physical description, address, telephone number, emai! address, photographs or

drawings, or any other unique identifying numbers such as driver’s license, employee, vehicle or
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social security numbers. In the event of a public disclosure request pursuant to the Public

Disclosure Act (RCW 42.17.250 et seq.), the OPA Review Board shall not disclose any

information contained in OPA complaint forms or in files on closed OPA investigations, and

shall transmit all such requests to the OPA Director for response.

C. Indemnification and defense of OPA Review Roard members is governed by Chanter

4.64 SMC. It is outside the scope of OPA Review Board members’ assignments to disclose

information in Department files and records other than as allowed in subsection B of this section.

Section 2. 3.28.920 subsection C of the Seattle Municipal Code supersedes and preempts
confidentiality agreements by OPA Review Board members that are inconsistent with that
subsection.

Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force the later of (a) or (b) as
follows:

(a) whichever of the following dates (a)(i) or (a)(ii) is the first to occur:

(i) March 31, 2007 (which is ninety days after the expiration of the City’s
Collective Bargaining Agreement with the Seaitle Police Officers’ Guild (SPOG) on December
31, 2006), to allow an opportunity to collectively bargain the effects of any of this ordinance’s
provisions on the wages, hours and working conditions of SPOG members, or

(ii) the effective date, if any, of an agreement reached between the City and SPOG
concerning the effects of any of fhis ordinance’s provisions on the wages, hours and working
conditions of SPOG members; and

(b) either (b)(1) or (b)(ii) as applicable:
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(1) if this ordinance is approved and returned by the Mayor within ten days éfter its
presentation to him, then thirty days after the Mayor’s approval, or

(i1) if this ordinance is not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten days
after its presentation to him, then the sffective date provided by Municipal Code Section

1.04.020 subsections B, C, or D, as applicable.

Passed by the City Council the 35’& day of \rf)a.,q , 2006, and signed by me in open

session in authentication of its passage this 32’)=t§ day of

e

Presmqﬁt : of the City Counml

Approved by me this day of . 2006.

Returned Unsigned
by Mayor

Gregory J. Nickels, Mayor

Filed by me this [Dday of%ﬂ 2006. \p

City \,/eflk

(Seal)

S
oy
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Author’s Name: Peter Harris
Date: 4/4/06
Name of Companion Legislation:ordinance oparb redaction d10.doc

Version #: |
Form revised December 5, 2005
FISCAL NOTE FOR NON-CAPITAL PROJECTS
Department: Contact Person/Phone: DOF Analyst/Phone:
| Legislative | Peter Harris / 684-8368 [ v/a
Legislation Title:

AN ORDINANCE relating to Office of Professional Accountability (OPA) records reviewed by
the Office of Professional Accountability Review Board (OPA Review Board); providing that
the OPA Review Board will have access to unredacted OPA files; setting forth the OPA Review
Board’s confidentiality requirements and provisions concerning indemnity; and amending Seattle
Municipal Code Section 3.28.920 accordingly.

¢  Summary of the Legislation:

SMC 3.28.920 concerns the OPA Review Board’s access to OPA files and the confidentiality of
these files when in possession of the Review Board. Currently the Review Board has access to
OPA files only after information that identifies the people involved in the case has been
redacted. This ordinance would remove the redaction requirement, giving the Review Board
access to identifying information. It would also clarify the Review Board’s confidentiality
requirement and give the Review Board the same indemnification and defense status as other

City employees under SMC 4.64.

o Background: (Include brief description of the purpose and context of legislation and
include record of previous legislation and funding history, if applicable):

The OPA Review Board has frequently recommended that it have access to unredacted OPA
files on the grounds that redaction is laborious for the OPA and makes it difficult to read the
files. The Review Board has also frequently requested clarification of its confidentiality
requirements and imprcvements in its indemnification requirements.

In 2004 the Police Department estimated that redacting the sample of files the OPA Review
Board would review that year would take 45 hours, for a salary and benefits cost of $1800.
Although some of this was overtime that would not be required without the redaction, the total
amount does not seem material in the context of a $190 million Department budget.

e Please check one of the following:

x__ This legislation does not have any financial implications. (Stop here and delete the
remainder of this document prior to saving and printing.)
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Legislative D;partment
Office of City Clerk
Memorandum

Date: June 15, 2006

To: Councilmembers -

1 /L/ ("
From: Judith E. Pippin, City Cler PX\/V

Subject: Mayor Failed to Approve and/or Raturn Legislation Within 10 Days

On May 31, 2006, the Clerk presented to the Mayor the five Council Bills that were passed
by Council at the May 30 Fuli Council meeting (see reverse of this memo for a list of CB
titles). The City Charter specifies that the Mayor return legislation within 10 days after it is
delivered to him, or in this case, on or before June 10.

Two of the five CBs were left unsigned by the Mayor (see chart on reverse). Three of the
CBs were signed by the Mayor on June 12 (after the 10 day period). All five CBs were
returned by the Mayor on June 12 (after the 10 day period).

SMC 1.04.020 (also on reverse, for your reference) describes how to determine effective
dates of ordinances. Except for ordinance 122126 (CB 115542), the CBs/ordinances in
question will be effective 15 days later than they would normally be effective, due to the late
return by the Mayor. '

Please call me (4-8361) if you have questions about this memo or the effective date
process.

cc: Clerk staff

600 4™ Avenue Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request.  An equal opporiunity employer
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CB AN ORDINANCE relating to Office of Professional Acca: intability (OPA) records conditional

115542 | reviewed by the Office of Professional Accountability Review Board (OPA Review effective date -
Board); providing that tr.e OPA Review Board will have access to unredacted OPA see Section 3
files; setting forth the OPA Reviaw Board's confidentiality requirements and of CB

provisions concerning indemnity; and amending Seattle Municipal Code Section
3.28.920 accordingly. RETURNED UNSIGNED BY MAYOR

CB AN ORDINANCE relating to land use and zoning; amending Seattle Municipal Code | 1.04.020
115543 | Section 23.47.040 and the Official Land Use Map, Chapter 23.32 of the Seattle
Municipal Code, to rezone properties to establish permanent pedestrian-designated
zones in the Crown Hill Residential Urban Village by adding a Pedestrian 2
designation and by adding 15th Ave. NW and NW 85th St. to the list of principal
pedestrian streets, and to amend the ordinance introduced as CB 115513.

CB AN ORDINANCE relating to the Office of Professional Accountability (OPA) Review | 1.064.020
115573 | Board, increasing the number of terms each OPA Review Board (OPARB) member
may serve from two to three; and amending Seattle Municipal Code Section
3.28.905 accordingly. RETURNED UNSIGNED BY MAYOR

cB AN ORDINANCE accepting a quit claim deed for a portion of Pine Street and 1.04.020°
115576 | Alaskan Way previously vacated (subject to certain conditions) in Ordinance 117279
for the Port of Seattle's Central Waterfront Project, and establishing, laying off and
dedicating the area for street purposes.

CB AN ORDBINANCE appropriating money to pay certain audited claims and ordering 1.04.020
116593 | the payment thereof.

‘A0ILON

SMC 1.04.020 Effective dates of ordinances.

Except to the extent otherwise provided in a specific ordinance, each ordinance
of the City shall take effect and be in force as follows:

A. If approved by the Mayor and returned to the City Council or the City Clerk
within ten (10) days after its presentation to the Mayor, thirty{(30)days after

the Mayor's approval;

B. If within ten (10) days after its presentation to the Mayor it is returned to
the City Council or the City Clerk without the Mayor's approval or disapproval,
thirty (30) days after its return;
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C. If not returned to the City Council or the City Clerk within ten(10) days
after presentation to the Mayor, forty-five (45) days after passage by the City

Council; cr

D. If disapproved by the Mayor and upon reconsideration again passed by the City
Council, thirty(30)days after such reconsidered passage.

600 4™ Avenue Floor 3, PG Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-90625  TTY: (206) 233-0025

email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabifities provided upon request.  An equal opportunity employer




STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY

--§8.

200532 No.
CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE

Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an avthorized representative of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, a daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now
and has been for more than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now
and during all of said time was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this
newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 12" day of June, 1941, approved as a legal

newspaper by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular issues of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, which was regularly distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The annexed

notice, a
CT:122126 ORDINANCE
was published on

07/18/06

The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of $ 234.60, which amount

has been paid in full. /7 ~ )

ARSI IEEY
A . .
Subscribed and sjvo EP fore me on

”":’1,.

Fg it

07/18/06
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. IS N Notary pt}bl.jgj{)r the Stateof Washington,
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State of Washington, King County

City of Seaj:tle

ORDINANCE 122126

AN ORDINANCE relatin%m Office of
Professional Accountabitity (OPA) records
reviewed - by the Office of Professional
Accountability Review Board (OPA Review
Board); providing that the OPA Review Board
will have accegs to unredacted OPA files; set-
ting forth the OPA Review Board's confidenti-
al

ll}'r q AT P!
indemnity; and amending Seattle Municipal
Code Section 3.28.920 eccordingly.

WHEREAS, SMC 3.28.920(4) states that
the OPA Review Board shall have access to
redacted complaint forma of all OPA com-
plaints and redacted files of all closed OPA
investigations; and

WHEREAS, SMC 3.28,920(B) requires
OPA Review ‘Board members to protect the
cenfidentiality of PoliceDepertment filas
and records to which they have been given
access; and . -

- WHEREAS, in ita December 2002 report
the OPA Review Board observed that the pro.
ceds of redacting OPA (iles i unnecessarily
labor intendive for the OPA, is unproditctive, +
and is a ‘zragucal impediment to its work,
and thus limits its ability to sffectively per-
form its duty to.review the OPA complaint
handling process; and

WHEREAS, in its April 2004 report the 1
OPA’ Review . Board reconimended. to the
City .Council that it have acess to unre.
dacted OPA files because the time required
for redaction and the difficulty of reading
redacted files hamper its ability to review
. OPA cases and because redaction-prevente f
it from ‘determining patterns of complaints
against pafticular ofticers or within specific
. precincts; and - ol
: :WHEREAS, in its'April 2004 veport the. {
: OPA Review Board also observed that it had
: honored ‘its nondisclosura. 'agreemems’hby
i ing i ifying inf ion it ha
: re:gf\'ed inaaver!en!fy or directly from com.
: plainants and therefore had earned the right
* to be routinely entrusted with such informa- |
tion; abi g

:WHEREAS, the City Counei} believes the

% confidentinlity requirement placed on the

; OPA Review Board is sufficient to proteci the «
confidentiality of OPA files in the pogsession

; of the OPAVRevie,w Board; and

s . WHEREAS, the City Couricil believes

the . confidentiality -requirement in .SMC
28.920(B) can be stated more clearly; NOW,

: THEREFORE, |

.. BEIT ORDAINED %Y THE CITY OF

: SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS: -

i ‘Section'1, Section 3.28.920 of the Seattle
Municipal Code is amended as follows:

3.28.920 Access to and confidentiality of
files and records

cﬁmghmmndhngfmﬂm tha( ‘%3 ) OPA
Review Board shall:have acce!(s lo)ﬂrfor
oo of rev i

purp: g )) unredactad
complaint forms of all OPA con}plamts and
(e )1 ddcted files of e_ll closed

OPA i irna,-gxcept for i
the OPA would bs réquired to withhold from
- bers of crimingl.justi

‘ll!xm i

1. Ack (Chapter 10,97 RCW) as it now
A d. The
Board ghall have access to sum-
formation necessary for its reporting

‘30I1ON
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mary.
obligations as set forth in 'Secytion 3.28.9100f

this chapti s |
B."In: diséhatgir.g ((his—pr-Hen)their
responsibilities, OPA. Review Borra mern. -
bers : shall - protéct . the-confidentiality of
Department. files: to: which they have been
prov{ijlsd “‘-‘E,“s((' s re-manner-and

o the sume degres they would be

Section 2..3.28.920 subsection C of the
Seatides Municipal Codé supevsédes and pre-
empts confideatiality. agreements by OPA -/
Review Board members that are inconsistent
with that subsection. T

Sectiori 3. This otdinence shall take effect *
f"d be.in force the Iater of (a) or (b) as fo}-
ows;

(a) whichever of the following dates ()()
% or (a)fii) is the first to oécur: .

(i) March 31, 2007 (which is ninel{' deys
after the expiration of the City’s Collective
Bargaining Agreement with the Seattle
Police Officers’ Guild (SPOG) on December
31, 2006). to allow an opportunity to collec:
tively bargain the effects of any of this ordi-
nance’s provisiona on the wages, hours and
working conditions of SPOG members, or

(i1} the effective date, if any, of an agree-
ment reached between the City and SPOG
concerning the effects of any of this ordi-
nance's provizions on the wages, hours and
working eonditions of SFOG members; and

(b} either (b)(i) or (b)ii) a8 applicable:

f thiz ordinunce approved and




ARVVE RHREEIRETE, MDA
and is'a practicr ediment to its work,
aud thus limits it. -Uility to effectively per-
form its duty Lo tev.ew the OPA complaint
handling process; and

WHEREAS, in ita April 2004 report the
OPA Review Board recnmmem‘ledp to the !
City Council that it have access to unre.
dacted OPA files becauso the lime required
for redaction and the difficulty of reading
redacted files hamper its ability to review
OPA cases and because redaction prevents f
it from deterniining anerm of complaints
against patticular officer: 6r within specific
precinets; and

WHEREAS, in its April 2004 report the |
OPA Review Boarg nlso observed that jt had
ho:wred its nondisclosure agreements by

guard \dcntiffing i jon it had

recelved inadvertently or directly fram com-
plainants and therefore had earned the right
to be routinely entrusted with such informa- -
tign; and

WHEREAS, the City Council betieves the
confidentiality requirement placed on the
OPA Review Board is sufficient to protect the «
confidentiality of OPA files in the possession
of the OPA Review Board; and

WHEREAS, the City. Council believes

e6.620(1) can be stoted nt in SN
iyt an be stated morec! . 4
TAFREFORE, o enrly; NOW, |

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF
SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 3.28.920 of the Seattle
Municipal Code is amended as follows:

3,28.920 Access to and confidentiality of
files and records

A

; _ i QP
mmplmjmnmmi\zmﬂusﬂm((gﬁ OPA
Raview Bogrd shell have access tofe—for

]

complaint Tatms of all OPA complaints and
((redested)unredacted files of all closed

O?A'invegtiﬁations. .

GPA Review Board shall have access to aum-
mary inforination nécéssary for its reporting
obligations aa'set forth in Section 3.28.910 of
this chapter:

B.Ip discharging_((his—orhen)their
responsibilities, OPA Review Board mem- -.
bers shall. protect - the’ confidentiality “of
Department files to which they have been

provided access,{( # =
_t-thewamerdegree thoyw oitd-heoblipatid
[toprotect attorner chent priviles materi- ©

h R Y rh allatne e bound-by
Bonrd-shatlah and-by
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Séction 2. 3.28.920 subsection Coof the
| Seatile Munpicipa! Code éppersec}es'andsrm
i ‘empts’ confidentiality. agreementa by PA -
;. Review Board members that ate inconsistent - :
i-with that subseation. 1o " T A
l Section 3. This ordinénce shall takeeffect -
H lnnd be in force the later of (a) or (b) a6 fo. -
3 lows: -

HE ()] ichever of the following dates (a)(i}
or (a)(ii) is the first tooceoe:  © .
i) March 31, 2007 (which is ninety days
after the expiration of the City's Cotlective
Bargaining - Agreement’ with- the Seattle
Potice Officers’ Guild (SPOG)on December
31,'2008), to ailow an opportunity to collec-
tively bargain the effects of any of this ordi
nance's provisions on the wages, hours an:
working conditions of SPOG members, er

(ii) the effective date, if any, of an agree-
© ment reached betwéen the City and SPOG
concerning the effects of any of this ordi-
nance’s provisions on the wages, hours and
working conditions of SPOG members; and

(b) either {b)(i) or (b)(i}) a5 applicable:

(i) if this ordinance is approved and
eturned by the Mayor within ten days after
ts presentation to him, then thirty days after
: the ‘Mayor's approval, ot

(i) if this ordinance is not approved and
returned by the Mayor within ten days after
 its presentation to him, then the effective date
| provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020
¢ subsections B, C, 0 7. a8 applicable.

Passed by the Gty Council the 30th day
of May, 2006, and signed by me in open ses-
 pion in puthentication of its passage this 30th
! day of May, 2006.
NICK LICATA,
President of the City Council-
Approved by me this 12th day of June,
2008.

CREGORY J. NICKELS,

Mayor.

Filed by me this 12th day of June, 2006.
(Seal) SUDITH PIPPIN,

City Clerk, ¥

This ordinance was submitted to the
Mayor on May 31 and returned on June 12,
5006, and is therefore effective pursuant to
SMC 1.04.020.

Publication orderd by JUDITH PIPPIN,
City Clerk. i

Date of publication in the Seattle Daily

C g, July 18, 2006.
Journal of Commerce, July 18. 2080, 50 0




STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY

--88.

200454 No.
CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE

Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an authorized representative of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, a daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now
and has been for more than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter refeired to, published in
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now
and during all of said time was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this
newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 12" day of June, 1941, approved as a legal
newspaper by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular issues of The Daily journal of
Commerce, which was regularly distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The annexed

notice, a
CT:ORD# 122126
was published on

07/14/06

The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of $ 241.50, which amount

has been paid in full.
lels (J @«&() /Cc,L
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/ Subscr %\wm to before me on

\\\H\HHI”,,
NA a

t,’/,

N
07/ 1 4/06 V”/ /‘\

RIS

Notary pub\k{k J the Sfy/of Washington, V
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in Seattle
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State of Washington, King County

Washington
ommmpiunu 8
‘i 5 Office of

‘AN GRDINANCE Yelating t4
Profesp'lonulj\:cuumah‘\\ily (OPA) récords
the ice . of Professional

Ving forth the OPA Review ‘Boat 3
quirementa and proyisions congernin
. and amending Seattle quwipp

Tode Bection 3‘258.929 ac:grdl,ng\y‘

- WHERFAS, SMC3,28
the OPA Review ‘Board shall hnveoutieiu &
€0l

rd's confidenti-

§20(A) states that

0

redacted complaint. forms of el:Of m-
all closed OPA

plaints and Tedacted files of
investigations: and’ B

© 536 920(B) reauites

WHEREAS, SMC
OPA Review Boasd niembers to protect l‘hq
es

confidentinlity of Polite PDepartment il
and records to whi hey ha! i
pecessiand= " O
£ WHEREAS, init2 Dece
the OPA Review
ces of redactin OPA files i
lah;g intensivafor the QPA s w
s 8

haudling proce!

© /WHEREAS, in i
DPA. Review:Bosrd.

recommended._to

8

prh 2004 ie]:‘ﬁ{t!he

e been given

(s Deceriber 2002 seport
Bogtd obsetved that the pro*
tes i5 unnecessarily

e

the

ATRCR L

City Council that it have:acc
fuse th ime required

e be:

dacted DPA fil

. -WHERE the Gity. Councy bell
confidentiaiity; requirement Blaced ©

PA Review oaiai-iulﬁnhmmpmecuhe
conﬁdeminh:yn(OFAﬁle i essioh
ol the OPA, Teviow Boal

ity
gquirement.
ed more cléar

By

ﬁevuw Board gh I.i have ac:e(g
? iewi-redacted))

[(
((JPA inves iﬁnmm

: exmﬂ_mu_hﬁmn
S Review Board ahal

culty of- yeading

javes the

on the

u?(.—for
igcted

firoview:
complaint forms of all OFA complaints pnd
X files of all- closed
S fccit for. inforation

- The

vo access Lo BUm”

ave
- mary informetion megassary for ita rep riin
T ons aa sat forth in 3 o b g Dot
thia chaptel T :

9, In “dischar]
’l’nlpunl'l\"l\“hl, ¢
bers, shall protect
Dopartment fites 0:

P m‘v“‘l,?d. sccensd( m&rﬂﬂlﬁ ;h ~ °f

 poprotect

| ecords 3
< Pof thi S
ec!

3728920 subscetiv

rdsoihex than s 2l hmm_mhsmm

n C of the

Section
some unicipal Code supersedes sod gre
PA

empts confidentiality 8l
4

Review Board ‘membel

*jows:

5y which
o )i} is the first to ocoy:

(@) March 31,2007 (whic!
tar the expiration of the Cit;
i

aft
Bargaining Agreeme!
Police Officers Guild

31, 3006), 10 Rllow AR opportunity 1o
‘eni the effects of any of this’®

tively bati
nence’s P!

TOV1S ons 0N
arking condit

ions of

- Section 3:This oudinanie shall
and be in-force the later.d

Between the City and

ireememn by,

at are inconsisient

takeeifect
€ (2),0r (b) B3 fol-
g dates ()@
i@ nigety days

y's Collective
the Seattle

nt. with

{SPOG) on Pecember
collec-
is opdic

ihe wages, hours 2n
SPOG members. oF

i iy the effective date: any, of an geee:
) Cathe e Ch Troc

fance’s Provisio

[OR!
retursed bY the May thin t
its presentation te him, then thizty dys after
the Miyor s BPPIO¥aL e e
- vod and

chia ordi

tioni of SPOG mem\:prs;’
applicable:

- approve

4~ approved: an
35 ter: days sfter

ached e e of any of this ordic
Tons on the Wages ‘hour

5 and
and

301.LON

"INZAND
NJ0Q IHL 40 ALIMVYND THL OL 2NT SI L

TDILON SIHL
HL NYHL ¥
L ¥YI10 ST S INVHA SIHL NI INIWMO0A 3
A IHL )




Review BoAT
OP Revlew ard membe!
:nnﬁdanlllhly or Police Depmmem (iled
and records te wh! h: they have been given
Bccessy GI’!
WHEREAS inits Decemher 2002 feport
the OPA Review Board observed that the pro-
cess of redactin QPA me. s enneceasarily
|nbor inlcnswn 0\‘ ths 0\"A1 is unpmduct'we.

dis s r t 1c its Wi
Imd thus :mh- m sh hly tu ‘({ecu\aly per
QPA complaint

wuzmi:\s, nhlA £11 2004 report th
QPA oview. Board ze‘iomm dw:u the

OPA cases and becanse 2 cdnction prevents
it from del!ln\mh!s catterns of €0 mplaints
against par! t\culnr off Licers of wnh\n epeuﬁc
precincts; and

-WHFREAS: April 2004 repnrt the

on
safeguardin dentil {ing ‘information it
y of diractly from com
plmmnll and lherefore had carned the right
{0 be routinely ent! ated with -uch informa-
tion; and

i S, the City 1behaveslha
conl tiality req\memenl phced on-the
OPA Review Board ie ufficient bo protect t the
confidentinlity of OPAfiled in, the possaagion
of the OPA Review Tioard; and <
L WHEREAS, the Givy, Council- believes
the ‘confidentiality-Te irement ” in SMC
3. lz*s Qzﬂéﬂ) cunbeau ed more deady‘ NOW,

BE lT OBDA‘NEU BY THE CITY OF
SEATTLE OWS:
Section 1 smm 3.28.920 of the Seatile
Mnmclpn\ Codeis Al memled as follows:
3.28.620 4 Acceds o und conﬁﬂenuuhty of
files ‘and regords -

Review B B

rotaint forms of 11 OPA complaints and

mmlmm

: % Lmﬂl

,_mu;ns:—b!—m‘ nded. The

PARevxew Bond |hn\\hnve=r,ce| s o UM~
a8

: mary information ry for its Ie] THng
obligationa 03 £¢ ot [on.h :ﬁcn 3.28.81001

this chnpler

ocess, the({
i shall have accesd tot—for
¥ )) ypxes

OPA investigatior

3OILON

((
rnponnb\huel. " Revl
bers -shall pmleu the’. cnnﬁdemmhl o(
Wa

Depsrtmz
pruv\ded neca»

!
H

'O ALIVNO 3HL
R oLan
34 SIHL NI LINAWN20a Ec!]Hil jll

e

i

“INSWND0A

A} ldnl\ C (&f the
Cede B“ e‘i" es AT Te-
perssdes 4 8pa

e

all take effect
7 (b) 88 ol

h3 2001 (whu.-h is nmet{ days
jon n( lhe Clxlys Col ec
eemns

Guild (SPOG) on D ce ber
jow BIi OPRO] luml y to coltec
ts Of of this ordi:

JOLLON SIHL NVHL ¥Y31D 883

on'tha wngea. hours an
5 ol‘ SPOG members, or "

c ( an n"r
aent reache: between t Oﬁ
con:emmz the el'(eclﬁ of any o! lhls orai-
mncc 8 pmv sions on the &
working cont tions of of SPOG memhen. and
i) or. (b)(n) as spphcsbls

© -y theefl

Uyt +Fis:Grdinance iz 8P ved
yeturned hy lha Mnyor nhm n dnys aker

,then thirty dn)! after
appmvnl or -
[lhls ordinance ig not nppmv

d by the Major “within ten days nker
jon te r‘um. hen h eﬁechve dnl(e’

ion
ed by Mun\clpn\ jon 1,U4.02
chonl B: G D B8 upyhcable B
h m\\ the 30th day
iMny. 2006 an 1,y me in open, 883~ -
nis SOlh i

gion in mnhemwmon nf its par.suge !
2008,

NI CATA. B
Pxee\dem. of the City Coste
Appuwcd hy e this !20\ day of June,

REGORY 3 N!CKELS.
‘Mayor.
Filed by me this 12th day of Juree, 2006-
(Seah JUDITH PlPPIN. -
City Clerk:
This-ordinane wee o

lnvnr nn May 31 and
2005. !herefoxe o
MC 2. AA

submittéd to the
rned on June ¥ 12,
Hecuve puuunnl to

Publication ¢ orderd by JUDITH PIPPIN,
City Clexk=:
n in the Sesu\a Daily

Dateof pubhcnua
Journsl 0( Commerce July 14,2008,
7414(200464)




