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illness, and consequently, many
are unemployed. Data collected
during the first year of
Community Court’s operation
serves as a baseline for measuring
comparative outcomes and will
help us to better understand the
complexity of serving this
population.

Defendant Profile Data

315 defendants were scheduled
for the Community Court
calendar during the 12-month
period (March 3, 2005 — March 2,
2006).

70% were male, 30% female, and
the average age for men and
women - was 41

44% of defendants were
Caucasian, 25% African-

American, 11% Native American,
10% Hispanic, 4% Asian/Pacific

Islander, and 5% Other/Unknown.

68% of successful participants
were homeless, compared to 55%
in general defendant pool. This
number is low because many of

school. 18% completed some
level of college. Defendants on
average completed 12" grade; the
range was 3rd grade to a Master’s
degree.

Veterans comprised 12% of the
defendant pool; 4% were
successful completers.

42% were charged with theft,
majority were males, 17%
criminal trespass, and 11%
prostitution, females only.

Findings

28% or 73 defendants completed
their Court sanctions.

43% or 112 defendants completed
1,825 (39%) hours of mandated
community service, monetary
value $18,250. Work included
private and public property
graffiti paint-outs; trash bags
collected; trashcans emptied or
serviced; alleys cleaned; and the
assembly of 7,500 hygiene kits.

92% of successful defendants
compared to 78% of all
defendants needed DSHS
benefits; of the total defendant
pool 54% identified a need for
Chemical Dependency services,

those who reported having
housing had unstable, temporary
housing with friends or family
members. The average length of
homelessness was two years.

90% were unemployed; the
average length of unemployment

was 3.4 years.

51% completed high school,
GED, or some level of high
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47% employment, and 25%
Mental Health counseling .

Successful participants completed
a higher number of social service
linkages, three on average,
compared to the total defendant
pool who completed an average
of 1.7 linkages.

$111,100 in jail savings were
realized by decreasing the time
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from arraignment to the
Community Court hearing to 3
days; this compares to 19 days for
traditional court cases.

The Community Court
geographic area contains a
concentration of offenders who
meet the pilot criteria for eligible
charge type committed in the
focus neighborhood.

2. The area coincides with the
community work boundary of the
Downtown Seattle Association
(DSA) — Metropolitan
Improvement District, one of two
supervised Community Service
sites. DSA provides financial
support and analytic assistance to
the project. Street Outreach
Services, a second Community
Service work site. is also located
in the area.

Community Court is working to
expand social service and
community service providers with
the help of the federal grant.
Under this grant, a new position
of Community Courts Grant
Manager was created. This
position will fulfill the
requirement of community
outreach by adding much needed
sites that would supervise and
provide community service hours
for the defendants. In addition,
the Advisory Board will be
contacted to reconvene and more
people from the various precincts
invited to be on it.

If you are interested in being on
the Advisory Board please
contact Stephanie Tschida at:
(206) 684-7731 or via email at
stephanie.tschida@seattle.gov




EAST PRECINCT

Objections to the
Renewals of Liquor

licenses
By Dan Okada

Each year, every establishment
with a liquor license must renew
its liquor license with the
Washington State Liquor
Control Board (WSLCB). For
most businesses, (restaurants,
grocery stores, bars, and mini-
marts), this constitutes a mere
formality. However, if there is a
liquor establishment that is
having a negative impact on the
surrounding community, then
the yearly renewal process gives
the City an opportunity to try to
address the problems by filing
an objection to the license
renewal with the WSLCB.

Under the Washington
Administrative Code (WAC)
314-09-015, an objection for
non-renewal of a liquor license
must be supported by facts that
show that the liquor license at
the business negatively impacts
the safety, health, or welfare of
the community. The WAC

objection is filed. It is important
to keep in mind that it is the
WSLCB, not the City of Seattle,
who makes the decisions as to
whether a liquor license is
renewed

Before filing any objection to a
liquor license renewal, the
precinct liaison, Community
Police Team officers, patrol
officers, and vice

unit will collaborate with
neighbors, businesses, or citizen
groups to assess the extent of the
problem.

Documentation of the problem
and the impact on the
community will

be important pieces of
information to provide to the
City to assist us in understanding
the problem and the steps that
can be taken to address it. In
most circumstances, an
objection will be filed only when
requests for voluntary changes at
a liquor establishment are either
refused or unsuccessful in
addressing the concerns.

Oftentimes the City will attempt
to negotiate a community Good
Neighbor Agreement (GNA)

allows the appropriate
governmental jurisdiction to file
an objection to a license
renewal. In our case, that is the
City of Seattle through the
Seattle Police Department.

While individuals can send
objections to the WSLCB, those
objections will be forwarded to
the City to help determine
whether to file an objection and
to support non-renewal if an
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with the offending business. A
GNA is a contract between the
City and the business setting
forth practices the business will
implement to help curtail the
negative impact on the
community.

The GNAs are tailored to
address the specific concerns of
the particular business.
Examples of the provisions that
might be incorporated into a
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GNA are the use of crime
prevention through environmental
design (CEPTED) practices at the
business, the development of
security procedures at a nightclub,
or the requirement to regularly
meet with the community police
officers to discuss crime
concerns.

If a request for the non-renewal of
a liquor license is granted by the
WSLCB, that does not end the
process. A business that has

had its liquor license revoked 1s
entitled to an administrative
hearing to contest the revocation.
The hearing process can take up
to a year or more to finally be
decided. During that time, the
business is entitled to a temporary
license that allows it to continue
the sale of alcohol. If the City
prevails at the hearing, the
business will lose its license to
sell alcohol.

If you live or work near a liquor
establishment that is negatively
impacting you and the
surrounding community, please
contact your precinct liaison or
Community Police Team Officer
to see if steps can be taken to
address the problem. Advanced
notice to the City of any request
to not renew a liquor license is
required as there are timelines
that must be met with for the
tiling of an objection.

QUOTABLE QUOTE:

A real patriot is the fellow who

gets a parking ticket and

rejoices that the system works.
~Bill Vaughan




The Seattle City Attorney’s
Liaison Links

North Liaison Attorney
Ed McKenna
206-684-7765
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