










http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































  
 

600 4th Avenue Floor 7  |  Seattle, WA 98104  |  206-684-4000  |  seattle.gov/mayor 

 

September 12, 2024 
Sent Via Email 

 
City Council President Sara Nelson, At-Large 
Councilmember Tanya Woo, At-Large 
Councilmember Rob Saka, District 1 
Councilmember Tammy Morales, District 2 
Councilmember Joy Hollingsworth, District 3 
Councilmember Maritza Rivera, District 4 
Councilmember Cathy Moore, District 5 
Councilmember Dan Strauss, District 6 
Councilmember Bob Kettle, District 7 
 
Re: Technology Assisted Crime Prevention Pilot Project 
 
Dear Councilmembers, 

I have transmitted legislation that authorizes the purchase and installation of CCTV cameras and the 
Police Department’s Real Time Crime Center software at specific city locations to help detect, deter, and 
prevent gun violence, human trafficking, and persistent felony crime.  

I want to share a few observations about the pilot project and comment on some of the reactions we 
have received during our neighborhood public outreach listening sessions. 

First, gun violence, human trafficking, and persistent felony crimes are concentrated at specific 
geographic locations in the city. This is known as the “law of crime concentration,” a well-documented 
reality in Seattle and cities nationwide. Based on the police department’s analysis of concentrated 
violent crime, we have chosen three locations for the pilot project: (1) Aurora Avenue North in North 
Seattle, (2) the Chinatown-International District, including Little Saigon, and (3) the Third Avenue 
corridor downtown.  

Gun violence has soared in recent years in Seattle, as documented in the chart below. Through August 
29 this year, reports of gun violence have increased 2.5% over the same period last year. If this year’s 
trend continues, we may set a record high for the number of annual gun violence events. Many of these 
shootings involve the firing of dozens of bullets due to the availability of large-capacity magazines and 
“switch” devices that can convert a pistol into a machine gun. This gun violence against the people of 
Seattle compels us to act and use every option we can to stop it. 
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Second, these violent crimes disproportionately impact people of color. Of the fatal and non-fatal 
shooting events this year through August 29, 120 of 206 victims were people of color (58.3%).1 These 
victims, their families and friends, and the people living and working in the neighborhoods where these 
crimes occurred deserve extra measures of help from the city government to prevent a continuation of 
these crimes and to hold those responsible accountable.  

Third, when used wisely, these technologies can reduce crime, improve evidence collection, 
strengthen cases for prosecution, and lead to safer neighborhoods. The academic research on these 
technologies shows that careful implementation can be effective. Our pilot project is designed to (1) 
address specific crimes in (2) specific places as part of a (3) broader approach that includes community-
based interventions and other prevention efforts, all factors the research shows improve effectiveness. 

 
1 Of the 206 identified gun violence victims, 111 were Black or African American, 50 were White, eight were Asian, 
and one was Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander. The victim’s race was unknown in 36 cases. Shootings 
without a victim are confirmed when police officers recover evidence at the scene, such as bullet casings or 
fragments, or have identified eyewitnesses. 
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In cooperation with the Office of the Inspector General for Public Safety and SPD’s Performance 
Analytics and Research Unit, has retained academic subject matter experts on these technologies to 
craft and manage an implementation and outcome evaluation of the pilot project.2 

Fourth, as part of our public outreach, we found widespread support for the project in the pilot 
neighborhoods, which led the Community Police Commission not to oppose implementing the 
technologies. More than 1,000 comments for and against the technologies were recorded. (Appendix A 
includes a summary of our outreach efforts.)  

Fifth, there is opposition to the pilot project, primarily from organizations and individuals concerned 
about government surveillance who do not believe these technologies will effectively address crime. 
This opposition frequently raises legitimate concerns about privacy, the criminal legal system, 
disproportionate enforcement efforts, and their belief that the government doesn’t do enough to 
address the underlying causes of crime. The opponents would rather see deeper investments in 
community-based prevention efforts.  
 
It’s important to note that the City spends more than $100 million each year on non-police crime 
prevention and reduction efforts, including early-in-life interventions designed to give children the 
strong start they deserve, community-based peer-led violence interruption and reduction efforts, crime 
victim supports, retaliation reduction efforts, diversion from the criminal legal system, and re-entry 
programs designed to reduce recidivism. These investments recognize that police-only actions, as 
necessary and valuable as they may be, are insufficient to address crime adequately. Our approach to 
safety is holistic, acknowledging that no single effort can prevent or reduce criminal behavior. 
 
The pilot project will be implemented with several protections against privacy violations or unintended 
consequences, such as limiting surveillance to public places in specific geographic areas where the 
identified crimes are concentrated, prohibiting the use of face recognition software, adopting limited 
data retention periods, broad neighborhood outreach before and during the pilot project, a rigorous and 
independent implementation and outcome evaluation by outside academic experts, and periodic 
reporting to the public on the project’s performance and outcomes. 

Sixth, the pilot project provides additional tools to prevent crime and hold offenders accountable at a 
time when police staffing levels are at historic lows. More than 700 officers have left our police service 
since 2019. As of July 2024, only 930 police officers were available for deployment in the city, one of the 
lowest numbers of in-service officers since 1991, when this statistic was first recorded, while the city’s 
population has increased more than 45% since then. Low staffing levels limit the effectiveness of 

 
2 A study evaluating Chicago police real-time crime centers, with their integrated technologies, such as CCTV and 
ALPR, showed a 5% increase in crime clearance rates for violent crime, a 12% increase for property crimes, and an 
11% increase in overall crime clearance rates. Another study (Guerette and Przeszlowski, 2023) reviewed 648 
violent crime cases in Miami that received RTCC support compared to cases that did not receive RTCC support. 
They found that the RTCC-assisted cases had 66% greater odds of being cleared than the control cases. A 
randomized control trial in New Jersey found CCTV linked with directed police patrols “generates a crime control 
benefit greater than what research suggests is achievable via ‘stand-alone’ CCTV deployment, particularly in the 
case of street-level crime” and that the trial “was associated with significant reductions of violent crime and social 
disorder in the treatment areas relative to the control areas.” (Piza and Caplan, 2015) 
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policing efforts, hinder response times to emergencies, negatively affect investigations, harm case 
clearance capabilities, and restrict efforts to hold offenders accountable. 

Finally, I want to highlight the guiding principles that will be followed when implementing these 
technologies.  

1. The technologies will only be implemented following City Council approval. 
 

2. City-deployed CCTV technology will only monitor public places like sidewalks, streets, and parks.  
 

3. CCTV will be deployed in places where community outreach has been conducted, an outreach 
process that will continue through the project's implementation phase.   
 

4. CCTV video recordings will be erased after 30 days unless transferred to SPD’s digital evidence 
management system because they contain evidence of criminal behavior. Video moved to SPD’s 
evidence management system will be maintained as long as needed for investigations or 
prosecutions and to comply with the state’s records retention law. 
 

5. Face-recognition technologies will not be used. 
 

6. As mandated by City or state laws, the Seattle Police Department will not cooperate in criminal 
or civil enforcement of laws related to immigration or reproductive and/or gender-affirming 
health care services. 
 

7. At the end of the pilot project, a decision will be made about whether to continue the project, 
change the project design, or move the technology to another location where gun violence, 
human trafficking, or persistent felony crime is concentrated. 
 

8. The Office of the Inspector General for Public Safety and SPD’s Performance Analytics and 
Research Unit have retained academic subject matter experts to develop and manage an 
implementation and outcome evaluation of the pilot project. The evaluation results will be 
reported at the end of the first year, and a final report will be published at the end of the second 
year. 
 

9. The Police Department will create a public-facing dashboard that will update frequently and 
report on the uses of the technologies, including descriptions of what is being recorded and the 
number of police actions, such as arrests, Terry stops, and vehicles recovered. The evaluation 
reports will also be published on this dashboard. 
 

If you have questions about this project, please contact Deputy Mayor Tim Burgess at 
tim.burgess@seattle.gov or 206-798-5007 or Strategic Advisor Sarah Smith at sarah.smith@seattle.gov.   

Sincerely, 

 

 
Mayor Bruce A. Harrell  
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Appendix A Public Engagement  

The City’s public engagement and input process included two citywide public meetings, 15 
neighborhood meetings, and feedback from organizations such as the NAACP, ACLU, and SPD advisory 
groups from the pilot areas. More than 1,000 public comments were received for and against the pilot 
project.  

In addition, the six Community Safety Forums held across the city in the spring also included 
opportunities for public comment on the technologies.  

Here is the list of the organizations engaged during the outreach process. 
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Pilot Project Objective

To address gun violence, human trafficking, and other persistent 
felony crimesat specific geographic places. 

These technologies will help reduce crime, improve evidence 
collection, strengthen cases for prosecution, and lead to safer 
neighborhoodsat a time when police staffing levels are at historic 
lows.
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Crime Concentration 
Gun Violence

(January 1, 2023 
to September 8, 

2024)

Violent Crime
(January 1, 2023 
to September 8, 
2024)
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Holistic Safety Approach
Research shows these technologies work best when 
integrated with other efforts, such as�v

�‡Increased police patrols

�‡Environmental enhancements�v better lighting, 
overgrown vegetation removal, frequent street and 
sidewalk cleaning, thriving businesses, street 
activations

�‡Continued investments in community-based public 
safety initiatives�v violence interrupters, retaliation 
reduction efforts, diversion from the criminal legal 
system, and more
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Technology Pilot Project Guiding Principles
�‡CCTV will only monitor public places like sidewalks, streets, and parks. Notification signs 

will be posted.
�‡Video recordings are retained for up to 30 days, then erased �µ�v�o���•�•���š�Œ���v�•�(���Œ�Œ�������š�}���^�W���[�•��

digital management system as evidence.
�‡Face-recognition technologies will not be used.
�‡SPD will not cooperate in criminal or civil enforcement of laws related to immigration or 

reproductive or gender-affirming health care services.
�‡Research-based and data-driven. OIG has retained academic subject matter experts to 

develop and manage an implementation and outcome evaluation.
�‡SPD will establish a public-facing dashboard reporting on the use of the technologies�v data 

�}�v���Á�Z���š�[�•�������]�v�P���Œ�����}�Œ�������U���‰�}�o�]�����������š�]�}�v�•���~���Œ�Œ���•�š�•�U���d���Œ�Œ�Ç���•�š�}�‰�•�U���À���Z�]���o���•���Œ�����}�À���Œ�����U�����š���X�•�U�����v����
�š�Z�������Æ�‰���Œ�š�[�•�����À���o�µ���š�]�}�v�X

�‡Audit logs of access and use maintained and audited by OIG.
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Crime Prevention Technologies
A combination of current and new technologies into one 
integrated view.

�‡Closed-Circuit Television Camera System (CCTV) 

�‡Real-Time Crime Center (RTCC) 

Three pilot locations where crime is currently concentrated:

1. Aurora Avenue North in North Seattle 

2. Chinatown-International District, including Little Saigon

3. Third Avenue corridor downtown

(Cities using these technologies include Atlanta, Denver, Detroit, New York, 
Minneapolis/St. Paul, San Francisco, and Washington D.C.)
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Precision Policing to Create Safe Neighborhoods

Respond 
Quickly

01
Investigate 
Thoroughly

02
Identify 
Offenders 
Correctly

03
Arrest 
Safely

04
Prosecute 
Successfully

05
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Measuring Performance Outcomes
�‡OIG has retained academic subject matter experts �š�}���•�š�µ���Ç���š�Z�����š�����Z�v�}�o�}�P�]���•�[�����(�(�����š�]�À���v���•�•�X��

Evaluations will be published at the end of year one and year two.

�‡Specific outcomes to be measured�v
�‡Reported crime rates and trends in the geographic zones 
�‡Police actions (arrests, Terry stops, citations, recovered vehicles and guns, etc.)
�‡Crime clearance rates
�‡Community perceptions

�‡Public reporting via a public-facing dashboard that will update frequently and report on the 
uses of the technologies.
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Questions
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September 16, 2024 
 

M E M O R A N D U M 
 
To:  Public Safety Committee 
From:  Tamaso Johnson, Analyst    
Subject:  The City of Seattle Technology Assisted Crime Prevention Pilot: Council Bill 

120844 – Seattle Police Department Closed-Circuit Television Camera Systems & 
Council Bill 120845 – Seattle Police Department Real-Time Crime Center 

On September 19, 2024, the Public Safety Committee will discuss Council Bill (CB) 120844 and 
CB 120845. The proposed bills are intended to meet the requirements of Seattle Municipal 
Code Chapter 14.18, Acquisition and Use of Surveillance Technologies (the Surveillance 
Ordinance).1 CB 120844 would approve the Seattle Police Department’s (SPD’s) use of Closed-
Circuit Television Camera Systems (CCTV) and CB 120845 would approve SPD’s use of Real-Time 
Crime Center (RTCC) software, and each bill would accept the Surveillance Impact Reports (SIRs) 
and the Executive Overviews for these respective technologies. The SIRs and Executive 
Overviews are policy documents which constitute SPD’s allowable uses of these technologies. 
 
This memo describes these technologies, collectively referred to by the Executive as the 
Technology Assisted Crime Prevention Pilot, their intended uses by SPD including relevant 
policy and procedures, summarizes potential civil liberties impacts and disparate impacts on 
historically targeted communities and vulnerable populations, outlines the public engagement 
process on these technologies, and describes selected policy considerations. Though presented 
as separate pieces of legislation, the underlying technologies and policy considerations will be 
discussed together in some sections of this memo due to the integrated nature of elements of 
the Crime Prevention Pilot proposal. 
 
Real-Time Crime Center Software 

Overview and Use of RTCC 

RTCC software functions as a single integrated access platform to view and analyze various 
sources of existing and proposed SPD data such as video and audio feeds, officer dispatch 
information and location, 911 calls, and police records. Automated gunfire detection 
technology was originally discussed as a proposed element of SPD’s Crime Prevention Pilot to 
be utilized with RTCC software, but the Executive subsequently declined to pursue this 
technology and no SIR approval ordinance for this technology has been transmitted to the 
Council. Available law enforcement generated data is combined with other information sources 
such as maps in RTCC to allow for real-time analysis and coordination of police response via a 
cloud-based software platform maintained by a third-party vendor. RTCC systems may also 
provide analytic functionality including ‘artificial intelligence’ (AI) algorithmic tools which can be 
applied to video and other data to recognize objects, specific persons, or vehicles. The RTCC SIR 

 
1 (Ord. 125679 , § 1, 2018; Ord. 125376 , § 2, 2017.) 



 
 

  Page 2 of 8 

states that SPD will not utilize facial recognition tools and that any use of algorithmic analysis 
within RTCC will comply with City of Seattle Artificial Intelligence policies.2 
 
In addition to law enforcement and publicly available data sources, some RTCC software allows 
for the integration of video feeds from other government (schools, traffic cameras) and/or 
private (business, residential surveillance cameras) sources. The RTCC SIR states that SPD’s use 
of video from private cameras would be a voluntary process at the discretion of individual 
camera owners who could either choose to share live video under specific conditions (requiring 
the installation of on-site hardware) or instead opt-in to register the existence of a private 
camera to enable more efficient requests for potentially relevant investigative footage near a 
known incident. The Executive has stated that SPD does not plan to pursue a proactive 
campaign to encourage recruitment of private cameras, nor seek to integrate private 
residential camera video, but rather intends to utilize the registration function to create 
process efficiencies in existing investigative operations when surveillance footage from private 
businesses may be relevant to an investigation. Other various potential RTCC features vary by 
vendor, but may include: public-facing interactivity such as real-time public information 
dissemination and multimedia ‘tip line’ for the public to submit video and audio evidence; opt-
in video calling and GPS location features for 911 callers on cell phones; officer access to 
recorded 911 call audio; and various mapping features. SPD states that RTCC software will 
utilize a 30-day retention period for video and other data, unless such data is identified to be 
part of a criminal investigation. 
 
Civil Liberties and Potential Disparate Impacts 

See combined analysis in CCTV section of this memo. 
 
Public Engagement 

See combined analysis in CCTV section of this memo. 
 
Closed-Circuit Television Camera Systems 

Overview of CCTV 

CCTV systems are fixed location video cameras designed to capture live and recorded visual 
surveillance data of specific areas. Some CCTV units, such as those intended for procurement by 
SPD, are capable of advanced video capture features including zoom, 360 degree pan and tilt, 
and low-light and infrared recording. When combined with software such as RTCC, CCTV units 
can be enabled with algorithmic visual analysis capability to automatically detect specific 
object, people, and vehicles.  
 

 

 
2 See: City of Seattle Responsible Artificial Intelligence Program: https://www.seattle.gov/tech/data-privacy/the-citys-
responsible-use-of-artificial-intelligence. 
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Purpose and Use of CCTV 

SPD intends to deploy CCTV units in several specific areas of the city during this pilot project. 
The cameras will only capture public spaces in the proposed pilot locations: North Aurora 
Avenue, Belltown, Chinatown/International District, and the downtown commercial core.3 SPD 
CCTV is intended to deter and more effectively respond to violent crime, including gun violence, 
in the selected pilot sites. CCTV pilot surveillance zones have been selected based on 
concentrated violent and felony crime activity identified in these geographic areas of the city. 
CCTV sites will feature posted signage providing notice to members of the general public that 
the area is under SPD surveillance. The CCTV pilot will involve an evaluation component to 
measure efficacy, identify trends in criminal activity in the surveilled areas, and monitor other 
impacts of the pilot. SPD will conduct the evaluation in collaboration with the Office of 
Inspector General (OIG) and outside researchers. The pilot will produce an initial evaluation 
report after one year of implementation, and a final report at the end of year two. The results 
of the evaluation will determine whether SPD pursues continuation of CCTV beyond the pilot 
phase, and potential expansion sites for additional cameras. SPD will retain CCTV footage for 30 
days before deleting it, unless the footage becomes part of a criminal investigation.4 

 
Civil Liberties and Potential Disparate Impacts 

The Racial Equity Toolkit (RET) included in the SIRs describes potential impacts on civil liberties 
related to RTCC and CCTV deployment anticipated by SPD including: heightened privacy 
concerns from additional surveillance; misuse of surveillance data; a lack of transparency 
regarding use of the data; and, loss of personal autonomy for persons within the surveilled 
areas. SPD’s plan to mitigate these potential impacts includes, in part, the following: limiting 
use of CCTV to address gun violence, human trafficking, and other persistent crimes; limiting 
data access to essential SPD personnel; transparency measures to provide information to the 
general public on the deployment and use of CCTV; and, providing OIG access to the 
technologies to conduct compliance monitoring. 
 
A second RET, completed by the Seattle Office for Civil Rights (OCR), identified additional 
concerns with RTCC and CCTV, including, in part: sufficiency of outreach to communities near 
pilot CCTV sites; efficacy of these technologies to achieve stated goals; demographics of pilot 
sites exacerbating racial disparities in policing; lack of clarity on the scope of crimes CCTV will 
be used to enforce; and, concerns regarding use of predictive analytic tools. The OCR RET 
includes a number of specific recommendations designed to address these concerns, including, 

 
3 Maps of the proposed CCTV pilot locations can be found on page 25 of the CCTV SIR. 
4 The SIR indicates that this retention period is determined by the State Records Retention Schedule promulgated by the 
Secretary of State (SoS). Generally speaking, local governments are obligated under Washington State Law to follow applicable 
SoS retention schedules to the extent they exist for specific types of government records. Deviation from the SoS record 
retention schedules is only allowed if a local government files for an exemption and that request is approved by the Local 
Records Committee of the SoS. See: Washington Secretary of State, Local Government Common Records Retention Schedule 
(CORE), Disposition Authority Number GS50-06B-18 Rev. 1. Avaialbe at: 
https://www2.sos.wa.gov/_assets/archives/recordsmanagement/local-government-common-records-retention-schedule-core-
v.4.2-(august-2021).pdf (pg. 89). 
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in part: additional outreach to impacted communities; additional investment in other violence 
prevention strategies; limiting CCTV use to serious violent offenses; limitations on allowing 
private cameras to be integrated with RTCC; and, reducing retention time of CCTV data and 
implementing on-site storage of data in City of Seattle servers.5 
 
Public Engagement 

The Executive accepted public comments on the Crime Prevention Pilot, including RTCC and 
CCTV, in Spring 2024. Appendices D through G of the SIRs for both technologies include 
responses collected during the public comment period to questions describing concerns and 
potential benefits of RTCC software and CCTV, as well as comment letters from individuals and 
organizations. Concerns expressed via public comment included:  

�x general concerns about increasing surveillance; 

�x potential disparate impacts of CCTV increasing surveillance on historically marginalized 
communities due to demographics of camera pilot sites; 

�x concerns about the rigor and adequacy of the public engagement process related to the 
pilot, including the siting of proposed CCTV deployments; 

�x questions about the efficacy of CCTV in producing meaningful crime reduction impacts; 

�x concerns about the use of artificial intelligence analysis tools;  

�x risks associated with government use and sharing of CCTV footage in connection with 
immigration enforcement actions or reproductive health access restrictions;  

�x potential chilling effects on protected free speech and expression due to increased 
surveillance;  

�x questions about the duration of the pilot and specifics of the evaluation components;  

�x and, harms associated with private and commercial actors access to CCTV data. 
 
Some public comments also highlighted potential benefits to RTCC and CCTV, including: 
improving police response in the proposed pilot areas; reduction and/or deterrence of violent 
crimes; improving investigation and prosecution of crimes; and addressing increases in gun 
violence in areas of the city. 
 
  

 
5 More information on the OCR RET can be found in the Fiscal Impact section of this memo. The OCR RET is included as an 
appendix to the SIRs. 
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CB 120844 & CB 120845 

Effect of legislation 

Taken together, passage of these bills would authorize SPD’s implementation of the Executive’s 
Technology Assisted Crime Prevention Pilot. CB 120844 would approve and accept the SIR and 
Executive Overview for RTCC software. CB 120845 would approve and accept the SIR and 
Executive Overview for SPD CCTV technology. SPD has stated that implementation of CCTV 
cameras is dependent on approval and acquisition of RTCC software. While both technologies 
are described in various places throughout the SIRs and ordinances as “pilots,” neither 
ordinance or SIR offer clear guidance on a termination or expected end date of the pilot. CB 
120844 would authorize SPD’s continuous ongoing use of RTCC software. It is unclear whether 
passage of CB 120845, as transmitted, would place any definite end date on SPD’s use of CCTV 
technology. However, SPD has stated that upon conclusion of the pilot, which does not have a 
fixed duration, they will return to Council for additional authorization if there is a proposal to 
expand the scope of CCTV deployments and/or make use of this technology permanent. 
 
Fiscal Impact 

The Summary and Fiscal Notes for the bills describe $1.5 million approved in the 2024 budget 
for the Crime Prevention Pilot. SPD states that both technologies may have additional 
associated personnel and other costs which are unknown at this phase of the planning process 
but will be known following SIR approval as implementation occurs. Of the $1.5 million included 
in the adopted 2024 budget for this project, $1.1 million was originally allocated to the RTCC 
and $400,000 was allocated for an Acoustic Gunshot Location System (AGLS), respectively. 
Following the adoption of the 2024 budget, and prior to the transmittal of these bills, the 
Executive declined to pursuit AGLS, and intends to use the full $1.5 million to fund the 
combination of RTCC and CCTV. The 2024 adopted budget includes a proviso (2024 CBA SPD-
900-A-2) on this $1.5 million, requesting that, in part, “the Executive, the Office for Civil Rights 
(OCR) and the Inspector General for Public Safety (OIG) co-prepare a Racial Equity Toolkit (RET) 
analysis for the Surveillance Impact Report (SIR) for each location that will be submitted to the 
Council for approval of these technologies […].” CB 120844 lifts this proviso, stating that “the 
conditions set forth in the proviso have been satisfied and they are no longer restrictions for 
any purpose.” The Executive completed a RET for these technologies, with OIG input, which is 
included in both SIRs. Separately, OCR completed another RET on these technologies, which 
was transmitted to Council and the Executive on May 22, 2024 and is included as an attachment 
to the SIRs. OCR’s RET memo notes that, “[d]espite the best efforts of all parties, we were 
unable to reach a consensus of the substance and process of the RETs.” 
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Policy Considerations 
Selected policy considerations relevant to RTCC and CCTV are discussed below in brief as well as 
potential Council options for action. 
 
Pilot Parameters and Timeline 

As discussed above, these bills would effectively approve the use of RTCC software and CCTV 
technology without a specific end date. The RTCC SIR describes a continuous deployment, 
which would permanently approve this technology for SPD use. The CCTV SIR references 
evaluation components in year one and year two, and states that approval is for the duration of 
the pilot, but does not specify that time period. 

If Council is interested in additional proactive oversight of the duration of this pilot, it may 
choose to pursue one or more of the following: 

1. Amend one or both of the bills to include specific sunset dates on the authorization of 
RTCC software and/or CCTV; 

2. Amend one or both bills to include findings or recitals describing the intended duration of 
the pilot use of these technologies; or, 

3. Amend one or both bills to request additional reporting from SPD to provide information 
on the intended or expected duration of the pilot project once implementation has 
begun.  

 
Integration of Private Cameras 

While footage from SPD-owned cameras (primarily body worn, in-car, and CCTV) constitutes a 
discrete universe of video surveillance data, the integration of private cameras in an RTCC 
system has the possibility to significantly expand the scope of SPD video surveillance across the 
city in a way that is not possible to fully predict or analyze at this time. SPD has made 
assurances about their intent to utilize private cameras covering only publicly accessible areas 
in a limited manner as part of RTCC deployment, however the current SIR contains minimal 
guidelines on this topic. The SIR states that “SPD is developing an omnibus surveillance 
technology policy” that may address the use of private and non-SPD camera footage in more 
detail, however no information has been provided about the timeline of policy development or 
the potential involvement of the Council or general public in this process. 

If Council is interested in additional proactive oversight of the use of non-SPD cameras in this 
pilot, it may choose to pursue one or more of the following: 

1. Request SPD to resubmit a revised version of the RTCC SIR documents including more 
specific descriptions, policy guidance, and/or restrictions on the use of non-SPD video 
cameras and footage; 

2. Amend CB 120844 to request that SPD develop and provide to Council, by a specific date, 
additional policy guidance on the use of non-SPD cameras and footage; or 

3. Amend CB 120844 to request that issues related to the use of non-SPD cameras and 
footage is specifically evaluated as an element of the planned pilot evaluation. 
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Data Disclosure Risks 

Public comment, as well as the RET performed by OCR, expressed concerns related to the risks 
to vulnerable groups if CCTV footage and data is obtained by non-SPD actors. The primary 
groups identified as potentially harmed by CCTV data disclosure are undocumented immigrants 
and individuals travelling to Seattle from other states to access reproductive healthcare. 
Commenters expressed concern that federal immigration enforcement may attempt to obtain 
CCTV data to aid in deportation or other immigration enforcement efforts, and that prosecutors 
or other government officials in states where abortion and other reproductive healthcare is 
criminalized may attempt to access the data for those purposes. While relevant Washington 
State law and City of Seattle policies generally prohibit SPD or other branches of local 
government from sharing information for immigration enforcement or to limit access to 
reproductive healthcare, commentators expressed concerns that sensitive CCTV data could be 
accessed via attempts at compelled disclosure (e.g. subpoenas or court orders) directly from 
the vendor storing CCTV footage in a cloud-based implementation of RTCC and/or CCTV. 

If Council is interested in attempting to add additional safeguards against the possibility of 
compelled data disclosure by the technology vendor, it may choose to pursue on or more of the 
following: 

1. Amend one or both bills to request that SPD include specific terms in any vendor 
contracts for RTCC and/or CCTV that require additional protections against compelled 
disclosure and notification of the City in the event of any such request to the vendor; or, 

2. Request that SPD assess and report on the feasibility of an RTCC and/or CCTV 
implementation that stores data in City of Seattle servers.6 

 
Potential Committee Actions 

The SIR approval process, as outline in the Surveillance Ordinance, contemplates Council 
approval or disapproval of SIR and SIR Executive Overview documents as transmitted by the 
Executive in a manner analogous to Council action on city contracts. 

Options for Council action are as follows: 

1. Pass CB 120844 and/or CB 120845 as introduced; 

2. Request that Central Staff prepare amendments to address policy considerations which 
may be properly addressed in one or both of the SIR approval ordinances; 

3. Request that SPD revise and resubmit one or both of the SIRs to address policy 
considerations that are properly addressed through substantive changes to policies or 
technologies within the SIRs, which may be substituted in revised form via Council 
amendment to one or more of the ordinances; or, 

4. Take no action. 
 
 

 
6 During the SIR approval process for Automated License Plate Recognition (ALPR), SPD indicated that in-house data storage was 
not feasible for that technology. 
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Next Steps 

The Public Safety Committee will hold a second hearing and possible vote on both CB 120844 
and CB 120845 on September 24, 2024. 

 
cc:  Ben Noble, Director 

Yolanda Ho, Deputy Director 
 

 



http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/


http://www.legistar.com/








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































10 
 

 

 

2154



11 
 

 

2155



12 
 

 

2156



13 
 

 

2157



14 
 

 

  

2158



15 
 

General Comment 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance Impact Report 

process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, experts, or 

documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is trying to rush through this massive increase in surveillance and police-spending, after 

announcing both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over $1M will be 

reviewed. 

There were only 2 opportunities for public comment given and there has not been any community 

engagement with the communities where this tech would be implemented. This is a sham process 

and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Francine Lai  
francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  
Issaquah, Washington 98027 

From: Emily Menon Bender <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 2:24 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am strongly opposed to increased surveillance and therefore very 

concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance Impact Report process. 
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Surveillance does not keep us safe. Surveillance is not compatible with equity. Surveillance is 

not congruent with a thriving, democratic metropolis. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, experts, 

or documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is trying to rush through this massive increase in surveillance and police-spending, 

after announcing both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over 

$1M will be reviewed. 

There were only 2 opportunities for public comment given and there has not been any 

community engagement with the communities where this tech would be implemented. This is 

a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Emily Menon Bender  

ebender@stanfordalumni.org  

4228 Meridian Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98103 
 

  

 

From: Michael Mellini <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 9:37 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. 
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Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Michael Mellini  

michael.mellini@gmail.com  

535 16th Ave. E  

Seattle , Washington 98112 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Michael Mellini <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 9:37 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 
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I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Michael Mellini  

michael.mellini@gmail.com  

535 16th Ave. E  

Seattle , Washington 98112 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Carey Homan <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 8:15 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Carey Homan  

careyhoman@gmail.com  

12527 Densmore Ave N  

SEATTLE, Washington 98133 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Emily Silver <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 8:11 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Surveillance Tech 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle residents 

wouldn't notice. 
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Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence of 

the police’s actions. 

Emily Silver  

elesnick@gmail.com  

4520 48th Ave S  

Seattle, Washington 98118 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Denise Krownbell <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 7:20 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No to SpotShooter and surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 
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of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Denise Krownbell  

friscokrown@comcast.net  

2936 36th Ave S  

Seattle, Washington 98144 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Victoria Urias <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 6:57 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 
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I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to thefts 

and dropping quickly as the distance from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV cameras 

had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) are 

either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 

I OPPOSE Surveillance technology ASAP! 

Victoria Urias  

vickiurias@comcast.net  

14001 35th Avenue NE  

Seattle, Washington 98125 
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From: Melissa Petersen <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, April 9, 2024 6:53 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle residents 

wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence of 

the police’s actions. 

Melissa Petersen  

Dritta@gmail.com  

1703 N 122nd St  

Seattle, Washington 98133 
 

  

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, April 9, 2024 11:05 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
 

  

From: Eliza Furmansky <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, April 4, 2024 11:24 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance technologies. This is disturbing and 

indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle residents wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence of 

the police’s actions. 

Eliza Furmansky  

eliza.furmansky@yahoo.com  

14600 9th Pl NE  

Shoreline , Washington 98155 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Emily Chu <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, April 4, 2024 12:01 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: NO TO INCREASED SURVEILLANCE TECHNOLOGY 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

The proposed technologies (CCTV, AGLS, and RTCC) are harm-producing surveillance 

methods that have been proven NOT to reduce violent crime and to actually increase harm to 
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community members, such as the child setting off fireworks who was recently shot in Chicago 

as a result of Shotspotter. These technologies are expensive and end up further marginalizing 

and harming already marginalized groups, particularly Black, Brown, and homeless people. 

Please put this money toward community-based solutions instead. 

Thank you for your time,  

Emily Chu (she/her, resident of Capitol Hill) 

Emily Chu  

emilypchu@gmail.com  

1058 E. Lynn St.  

Seattle, Washington 98102 
 

  

 

 

 

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, April 2, 2024 1:27 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 
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decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Clara Cantor <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, April 1, 2024 4:54 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 
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30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Clara Cantor  

cantorclara@gmail.com  

5918 47th Ave S  

Seattle, Washington 98118 
 

  

 

From: Jonel Stahr <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, April 1, 2024 11:15 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance Impact 

Report process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, experts, 

or documents are almost completely blank. 
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The city is trying to rush through this massive increase in surveillance and police-spending, 

after announcing both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over 

$1M will be reviewed. 

There were only 2 opportunities for public comment given and there has not been any 

community engagement with the communities where this tech would be implemented. This is 

a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Jonel Stahr  

jonelstrb@mac.com  

2727 Fairview Ave East  

Seattle, Washington 98102 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Liz Campbell <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, April 1, 2024 7:50 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 
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people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Liz Campbell  

zil1000campbell@gmail.com  

605 n 64th street  

sea, Washington 98103 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Carolyn Akinbami <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, April 1, 2024 9:34 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Acoustic Gunshot Technology Systems 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I reject the city's rushed attempt to force acoustic gunshot 

technology system through the SIR process without considering the impacts on equity or 

reviewing the large body of evidence that already exists. 

Technology like Shotspotter increases biased policing.  

Chicago found that not only did ShotSpotter increase the number of pat downs, searches, and 

enforcement actions when officers were responding to ShotSpotter, but some officers used 

the mere presence of ShotSpotter in a neighborhood, even without a ShotSpotter alert, as 

enough reason to conduct “protective pat downs.” ShotSpotter increases biased policing. This 

is why the MacArthur Justice Center has filed a class action lawsuit against ShotSpotter. 
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Carolyn Akinbami  

carolyn.akinbami@gmail.com  

716 17th Ave E  

Seattle, Washington 98112 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 29, 2024 10:05 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance Impact 

Report process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, experts, 

or documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is trying to rush through this massive increase in surveillance and police-spending, 

after announcing both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over 

$1M will be reviewed. 

There were only 2 opportunities for public comment given and there has not been any 

community engagement with the communities where this tech would be implemented. This is 

a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  
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Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
 

  

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2024 3:04 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle residents 

wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence of 

the police’s actions. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Camille Baldwin-Bonney <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2024 9:30 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous surveillance 

technology 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Camille Baldwin-Bonney  

camillebaldwinbonney@gmail.com  

10741 Dayton Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98133 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Melinda Mueller <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 3:03 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. I 

was pleased when the previous council declined to include Shotspotter in the city budget, and 

dismayed that it is again being proposed.  

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Melinda Mueller  

mueller.melinda@gmail.com  

7704 16th AVE NW  

Seattle , Washington 98117 
 

  

 

From: Linda Strout <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 2:45 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle residents 

wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence of 

the police’s actions. 

Linda Strout  

lsstrout@gmail.com  

11200 Greenwood Ave N  

Seattle , Washington 98133 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Siri Rigsby <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 11:44 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 
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I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to thefts 

and dropping quickly as the distance from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV cameras 

had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) are 

either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 

Siri Rigsby  

siriadrianne@gmail.com  

9511 Roosevelt Way Northeast, 210  

Seattle, Washington 98115 
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From: Carly Eyler <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 11:13 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle residents 

wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence of 

the police’s actions. 

Carly Eyler  

carly.eyler@gmail.com  

1231 SW 118th St  

Burien, Washington 98146 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2024 12:01 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to thefts 

and dropping quickly as the distance from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV cameras 

had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) are 

either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Carolyn Akinbami <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2024 9:28 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT ineffective surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I have lived on Capitol Hill for 30 years, am a PCO for my precinct, and I oppose the city's 

attempt to procure acoustic gunshot technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence deserves a significant and urgent response, but these policing technologies 

have not lived up to their sales pitches. They don't work. What RTCC software *would* do is 

vastly expand police surveillance in Seattle. This should be unacceptable anywhere in the US, 

but I'm esepcially disturbed to see this proposed in my home city. 

We need to use proven methods to reduce gun violence instead. Violence interruption 

programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence Model or Group Violence 

Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 30-50%. You never see that 

kind of result using surveillance technology.  

The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional Peacekeepers 

Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and the Rainier 

Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has already reduced 

violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by proven community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  
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I implore you to explore effective alternatives to this ineffective and privacy-violating waste of 

tax dollars. 

Carolyn Akinbami  

carolyn.akinbami@gmail.com  

716 17th Ave E  

Seattle, Washington 98112 
 

  

 

 

From: Mary OConnor <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2024 5:22 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance Impact 

Report process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, experts, 

or documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is trying to rush through this massive increase in surveillance and police-spending, 

after announcing both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over 

$1M will be reviewed. 
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There were only 2 opportunities for public comment given and there has not been any 

community engagement with the communities where this tech would be implemented. This is 

a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Mary OConnor  

49.mary@gmail.com  

1440 NW 64th St  

Seattle, Washington 98107 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Kathleen Anderson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2024 4:33 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle residents 

wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  
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CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence of 

the police’s actions. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this very important issue.  

Kathleen Anderson  

klada@comcast.net  

9206 17th Ave. N.E.  

Seattle, Washington 98115 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Peter Condit <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2024 9:25 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Stop surveillance tech in Seattle 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I live near Aurora and 85th Street. I am against surveillance in my neighborhood or anywhere 

in Seattle. 

I do not want police and artificial intelligence systems to listen to or watch my family as we go 

about our lives. Surveillance leads to self-censoring and a loss of individuality and creativity. 

Surveillance is the opposite of a public good. 

The harmful impacts of these technologies (and policing in general) have fallen and will 

continue to fall disproportionately on individuals who have already experienced violence from 
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white supremacy and colonialism. SPD commissioned a study in 2021 that showed that SPD 

stops black and native Seattlites over 7 times more often than white Seattlites. And police 

have a pattern of killing people they interact with. Black lives matter. Indigenous lives matter.  

City council should not approve these surveillance technologies. There is ample evidence that 

the millions of dollars that these technologies cost would be more effectively spent on 

community-led public health and safety programs. 

Acoustic Gunshot Location Systems (AGLS), like ShotSpotter, operate by placing 

microphones in neighborhoods. An algorithm reviews sounds these microphones pickup. If the 

algorithm thinks a loud sound is a gunshot, a recording of that loud sound goes to a person to 

review. If the person also thinks the loud sound is a gunshot, the police get an alert. 

The city cites no independent peer-reviewed research in it's report. The section is blank. 

ShotSpotter is proven to be an ineffective technology, as seen in several independent, peer-

reviewed studies.  

A large meta-analysis examined ShotSpotter in 68 cites from 1999 to 2016 and found that 

ShotSpotter “has no significant impact on firearm-related homicides or arrest outcomes.” 

Other research finds that acoustic gunshot technology doesn’t get victims of gun violence to 

safety faster and doesn’t reduce violent crime while greatly increasing demands on police 

resources.  

Peter Condit  

shellito@gmail.com  

8251 Interlake Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98103 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Kate Frost <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2024 7:08 AM 
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To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous surveillance 

technology. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

This is not the solution you are hoping for! 

Kate  

Kate Frost  

kfrost0@gmail.com  

11362 28th Ave NE  

Seattle, Washington 98125 
 

  

 

 

 

 

From: Susan Moskwa <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2024 2:21 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous surveillance 

technology such as CCTV, ShotSpotter/AGLS, and Real Time Crime Center (RTCC) software. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Community-led violence prevention methods WORK and people in your city are begging for 

them to be funded. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence Model or Group 

Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 30-50%. Seattle 

could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional Peacekeepers Collective 

coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and the Rainier Beach Action 

Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has already reduced violence in the 

Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Susan Moskwa  

moskwa@gmail.com  

3222 45th Ave SW  

Seattle, Washington 98116 
 

  

 

From: Noah Hake <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 9:20 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance Impact 

Report process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, experts, 

or documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is trying to rush through this massive increase in surveillance and police-spending, 

after announcing both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over 

$1M will be reviewed. 

There were only 2 opportunities for public comment given and there has not been any 

community engagement with the communities where this tech would be implemented. This is 

a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Noah Hake  

nhake94@gmail.com  

7055 Corfu Blvd NE  

Bremerton, Washington 98311 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Reuben Gelblum <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 5:30 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: We Don't Want RTCC! 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

Greetings -- My name is Reuben Gelblum; I am a Social Worker and have lived in Seattle 

since 2015. I am extremely opposed to the city's attempt to procure RTCC as well as other 

surveillance technologies (Shot Spotter and CCTV cameras). 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect at risk. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Reuben Gelblum  

reuben.gelblum@gmail.com  

2339 Fairview Ave E Slip I  

Seattle, Washington 98102 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Kathleen Anderson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 4:59 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC.  

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this issue.  

Kathleen Anderson  

klada@comcast.net  

9206 17th Ave. N.E.  

Seattle, Washington 98115 
 

  

 

 

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 1:27 PM 
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To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
 

  

From: Eliza Furmansky <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2024 12:25 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Eliza Furmansky  

eliza.furmansky@yahoo.com  

14600 9th Pl NE  

Shoreline , Washington 98155 
 

  

 

From: Linda Strout <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 11:24 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Linda Strout  

lsstrout@gmail.com  

11200 Greenwood Ave N  

Seattle , Washington 98133 
 

  

 

 

From: Neiko Alvarado <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2024 12:40 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Neiko Alvarado  

neiko.alvarado@gmail.com  

1821 E Thomas, Apt 103  

Seattle, Washington 98112 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Marla Murdock <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2024 3:11 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

2196

mailto:neiko.alvarado@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov


53 
 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Marla Murdock  

mkmfeb@gmail.com  

6246 NE Radford Dr. apt 2325  

Seattle, Washington WA 98115 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Siri Rigsby <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2024 2:51 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 
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I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and urgent response. 

However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches of preventing and reducing gun 

violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing 

consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors concluded there were 

“no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of research on the investigatory benefits of 

CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of increasing clearances” 

due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to thefts and dropping quickly as the distance 

from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV cameras had no impact on 

whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest outcomes. Only 1% 

to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) are either on a hot list or 

associated with any crime.Siri Rigsby  

siriadrianne@gmail.com  

9511 Roosevelt Way Northeast, 210  

Seattle, Washington 98115 
 

  

 

From: Jenna Riggs <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2024 9:46 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

2198

mailto:siriadrianne@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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I am a Seattle-area resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

What happens in Seattle affects everyone in the area. Washington State is now a top travel 

state for reproductive healthcare, and we all know that Idaho and Texas (to start) require 

surveillance to punish their residents for traveling out of state for care, and we can't let that 

happen. We need to keep people's privacy safe. Please make this grave consideration high 

on your list as you consider new surveillance technology. 

Thank you,  

Jenna 

Jenna Riggs  

jenna@jennariggs.com  

11419 Asta Lane SW  

Vashon, Washington 98070 
 

  

 

 

 

 

From: Carolyn Akinbami <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2024 8:50 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

2199

mailto:jenna@jennariggs.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov


56 
 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle residents 

wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence of 

the police’s actions. 

Carolyn Akinbami  

carolyn.akinbami@gmail.com  

716 17th Ave E  

Seattle, Washington 98112 
 

  

 

 

 

 

From: Camille Baldwin-Bonney <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, March 10, 2024 8:19 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

2200

mailto:carolyn.akinbami@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous surveillance 

technology 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Camille Baldwin-Bonney  

camillebaldwinbonney@gmail.com  

10741 Dayton Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98133 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

From: Diana Alvarez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 10:26 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

2201

mailto:camillebaldwinbonney@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous surveillance 

technology 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very real 

problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, do not 

decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, violate 

people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up scarce 

public money. 

Diana Alvarez  

dianalvz@gmail.com  

2524 S Jackson St  

Seattle, Washington 98144 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

From: Ashley Lindell <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 7:32 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: We need Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

2202

mailto:dianalvz@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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I am a Seattle resident, a family practice physician, and a mother. I oppose the city's attempt to 

procure acoustic gunshot technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle. It has touched all of our lives. My middle 

school daughter's volleyball coach, a high school student herself at the time, was injured in a 

shooting less than two years ago. Thankfully she survived. Gun violence deserves an urgent and 

effective response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

promise of reducing gun violence.  

There are interventions which have much better evidence for reducing gun violence and we should 

spend our money on these. As an example, violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods 

that have adopted a Cure Violence Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen 

homicides and assaults decrease 30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions 

such as the Regional Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence 

Prevention and the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which 

has already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Gun violence is an urgent and important issue and it deserves effective responses.  

Ashley Lindell  

aclinde73@gmail.com  

4842 50th Ave SW  

Seattle, Washington 98116 
 

  

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, March 3, 2024 1:17 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

2203

mailto:aclinde73@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults 

decrease 30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the 

Regional Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence 

Prevention and the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions 

project, which has already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and 

build community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 

 

  

 

 

 

From: tiffany.ha.8@gmail.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 2:13 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

2204

mailto:francinelai.1985@gmail.com
mailto:tiffany.ha.8@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle 

residents wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence 

of the police’s actions. 

tiffany.ha.8@gmail.com  

113 NE 62nd St  

Seattle, Washington 98115 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Lizzy Stone <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 12:37 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Residents against surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

2205

mailto:tiffany.ha.8@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a 10-year Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance 

technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing 

substance-abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and 

homicide. Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports 

that this is a causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm 

violence.  

Thank you for listening to the community.  

Lizzy Stone 

Lizzy Stone  

lizzylauriel@gmail.com  

8527 16th Ave SW  

Seattle, Washington 98106 

 

  

  

 

 

 

From: MEGAN BRANDON <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 10:15 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

2206

mailto:lizzylauriel@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle 

residents wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence 

of the police’s actions. 

MEGAN BRANDON  

megansimpsonster@gmail.com  

1802 North 137th Street  

Seattle, Washington 98133 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Mallory Jordan <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 9:29 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

2207

mailto:megansimpsonster@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance 

Impact Report process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, 

experts, or documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is limiting the comment period from February 5th to February 29th, giving people 

fewer than 30 days to comment on all 3 technologies. The city is trying to rush through this 

massive increase in surveillance and police-spending in just 2 weeks, after announcing 

both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over $1M will be 

reviewed. 

This is a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Mallory Jordan  

onion.scrawny-0n@icloud.com  

4511 35th Ave SW  

Seattle, Washington 98126 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: John Gilbert <jgilbert98199@gmail.com>  

Sent: Thursday, February 29, 2024 8:22 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Reject the proposed surveillance technologies 

CAUTION: External Email 

There are NO VALID JUSTIFICATIONS for adopting even the pilot projects for the proposed 
technologies.  

2208

mailto:onion.scrawny-0n@icloud.com
mailto:jgilbert98199@gmail.com
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
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CCTV 

EFFECTIVITY: By the single white paper offered the council, CCTV monitoring is not 
effective and has no effect on crime rates. 

•   
•   
• The only study SPD cites - a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the 

efficacy 
•  of CCTV - concludes “no 
•  significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of research on 
•  the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 
•   
•   
•   
• A study for the 
• British 
•  Home Office examining 14 CCTV systems across the country similarly found 
•  that the cameras did not reduce crime or make people feel safer.  
•   
•   
•   
• A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] 
•  cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of increasing clearances” 
•  due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to thefts. 
•   
•   
•   
• Research 
•  into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV cameras 
•  had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved. 
•   
•   
•   
• Having a person constantly watch video from CCTV cameras will not magically improve 

outcomes 
•  of CCTV. Justice 
•  Department experiments have found “[a]fter only 20 minutes of watching and evaluating 

monitor screens, the attention of most individuals has degenerated to well below 
acceptable levels. Monitoring video screens is both boring and mesmerizing… This is 
particularly 

•  true if a staff member is asked to watch multiple monitors.”  
•   

  

2209

https://academicworks.cuny.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1275&context=jj_pubs
https://academicworks.cuny.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1275&context=jj_pubs
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/england/leicestershire/4294693.stm
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/england/leicestershire/4294693.stm
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11292-021-09477-8
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11292-021-09477-8
https://www.crim.cam.ac.uk/system/files/documents/colin-paine.pdf
https://www.crim.cam.ac.uk/system/files/documents/colin-paine.pdf
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED436943.pdf
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED436943.pdf
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED436943.pdf
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED436943.pdf
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED436943.pdf
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED436943.pdf
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COST. Sara Nelson said on the radio today it is state money. So what?  IT COSTS TIME. SPD 
is short-handed, so why waste their time on something that doesn't work? 

  

BETTER SOLUTIONS: Talk to Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions 
project, which has already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33% 

  

Acoustic Gun Location System (AGLS) 

  

EFFECTIVITY and PEER REVIEW:  

1. AGLS is proven to be an ineffective technology, as seen in several independent, 
peer-reviewed studies.  

• In independent studies, AGLS deployments have failed to result in any evidence of a 
gun crime anywhere from 90% to 97% of the time, an abysmal rate that isn’t improved 
by the addition of CCTV.  

• A large meta-analysis examined ShotSpotter in 68 cites from 1999 to 2016 and found 
that AGLS “has no significant impact on firearm-related homicides or arrest outcomes.” 
Other research finds that acoustic gunshot technology doesn’t get victims of gun 
violence to safety faster and doesn’t reduce violent crime while greatly increasing 
demands on police resources.  

• AGLS is ineffective, expensive, and harmful which is why many cities that have tried 
AGLS have ended use of the technology. Chicago is the most recent city to do so, 
joining Atlanta, Buffalo, Charlotte, San Antonio, Fall River, MA, Dayton, OH, and others. 

• AGLS increases 911 response times by “nearly two-minutes” 
• In 2023, the largest study on the effectiveness of AGLS concluded “public safety 

benefits—in the form of the reduction and increase clearance of gun violence—did not 

result“ from AGLS. (emphasis added) 
In an independent review, Cook County found that AGLS has a minimal effect on prosecuting 
gun violence cases.  

COST. Sara Nelson said on the radio today it is state money. So what?  IT COSTS TIME. SPD 
is short-handed, so why waste their time on something that doesn't work? You don't need a 
pilot program when the evidence is overwhelming. 

Real Time Crime Center (RTCC) software 

  

• RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and 
liberties and blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in 
their neighborhoods. 

•   
•   

2210

https://cls.gmu.edu/defenses/1067
https://protect2.fireeye.com/v1/url?k=31323334-50bba2bf-31321b84-4544474f5631-195e25de8458ffae&q=1&e=c22e60cd-7ed6-42ee-9265-dd9ccc6342f9&u=https%3A%2F%2Figchicago.org%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2021%2F08%2FChicago-Police-Departments-Use-of-ShotSpotter-Technology.pdf
https://www.scribd.com/document/524249684/Atlanta-Internal-Report-about-ShotSpotter
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11292-018-9339-1
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33929640/
https://protect2.fireeye.com/v1/url?k=31323334-50bba2bf-31321b84-4544474f5631-195e25de8458ffae&q=1&e=c22e60cd-7ed6-42ee-9265-dd9ccc6342f9&u=https%3A%2F%2Figchicago.org%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2021%2F08%2FChicago-Police-Departments-Use-of-ShotSpotter-Technology.pdf
https://protect2.fireeye.com/v1/url?k=31323334-50bba2bf-31321b84-4544474f5631-195e25de8458ffae&q=1&e=c22e60cd-7ed6-42ee-9265-dd9ccc6342f9&u=https%3A%2F%2Figchicago.org%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2021%2F08%2FChicago-Police-Departments-Use-of-ShotSpotter-Technology.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8592377/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11292-019-09405-x
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11292-019-09405-x
https://chicago.suntimes.com/2024/02/13/mayor-johnson-to-end-shotspotter-deal-after-summer
https://www.11alive.com/article/news/crime/apd-shotspotter-technology/85-79f2851c-023e-45bc-b69e-8dcdedbe2814
https://protect2.fireeye.com/v1/url?k=31323334-50bba2bf-31321b84-4544474f5631-902d180eea1b82b3&q=1&e=c22e60cd-7ed6-42ee-9265-dd9ccc6342f9&u=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.wivb.com%2Fnews%2Flocal-news%2Fbuffalo%2Fcity-of-buffalo-2023-budget-approved%2F
https://spectrumlocalnews.com/nc/charlotte/news/2016/02/12/cmpd-cancels-contract-for-shotspotter-gunshot-detection-system
https://protect2.fireeye.com/v1/url?k=31323334-50bba2bf-31321b84-4544474f5631-f5761d4a5d14b722&q=1&e=c22e60cd-7ed6-42ee-9265-dd9ccc6342f9&u=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.mysanantonio.com%2Fnews%2Flocal%2Farticle%2FCity-pulls-plug-on-pricey-gunshot-detection-system-11817475.php
https://protect2.fireeye.com/v1/url?k=31323334-50bba2bf-31321b84-4544474f5631-375e729177a7c97b&q=1&e=c22e60cd-7ed6-42ee-9265-dd9ccc6342f9&u=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.govtech.com%2Fpublic-safety%2Fafter-too-many-shots-missed-fall-river-mass-ends-deal-with-shotspotter.html
https://protect2.fireeye.com/v1/url?k=31323334-50bba2bf-31321b84-4544474f5631-2b3bf22fb9186301&q=1&e=c22e60cd-7ed6-42ee-9265-dd9ccc6342f9&u=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2Fpublic_ruckus%2Fstatus%2F1577418712139051008
https://protect2.fireeye.com/v1/url?k=31323334-50bba2bf-31321b84-4544474f5631-b3059697ded19923&q=1&e=c22e60cd-7ed6-42ee-9265-dd9ccc6342f9&u=https%3A%2F%2Fmichaeltopper.netlify.app%2Fresearch%2Fjmp_michael_topper.pdf
https://nij.ojp.gov/library/publications/impact-gunshot-detection-technology-gun-violence-kansas-city-and-chicago-multi
https://nij.ojp.gov/library/publications/impact-gunshot-detection-technology-gun-violence-kansas-city-and-chicago-multi
https://nij.ojp.gov/library/publications/impact-gunshot-detection-technology-gun-violence-kansas-city-and-chicago-multi
https://chicago.suntimes.com/crime/2024/2/8/24066228/top-prosecutor-shotspotter-chicago-mayor-renew-contract-deadline-renew
https://chicago.suntimes.com/crime/2024/2/8/24066228/top-prosecutor-shotspotter-chicago-mayor-renew-contract-deadline-renew
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• RTCC 
• software is a vast network of cameras which can include doorbell 
• cameras, drones, robots, fixed surveillance cameras, helicopters, hidden cameras, 

police body cameras, and cameras in schools and churches, among other settings.  
•   
•   
•   
• RTCC software like 
• Fusus 
• recruits a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that allow the company to bypass 

laws and restrictions that normally limit police, including viewing camera footage 
• without 
• a warrant or ongoing consent from the owner. This poses serious safety concerns 
• for all community members, especially those already experiencing police violence and 

surveillance. 
•   
•   
•   
• The privatization of policing represented by relying on 
• private 
• consumers to expand the camera network undermines democratic values, effectively 
• excluding Seattle residents from being able to provide input and oversight on the 

growing Seattle surveillance apparatus. 
•   
•   
•   
• RTCC software 
• creates 
• conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little, if any, 
• oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few 

transparency mechanisms. 
•   
•   
•   
• RTCC software like Fusus 
• continually adds new image recognition algorithms and integrations 
• with third-party applications via the software’s 
• AI capabilities. This continuous introduction of new and unvetted surveillance 
• tools would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 
•    
•   
• Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 
• criminal or not, and surveillance technology has the potential to have a chilling effect on 

free speech rights. In 2021 
• LAPD 
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• requested bulk camera data targeting Black Lives Matter protesters. The data 
• was requested from Amazon 
• Ring, a company that has a history of turning over footage to Law Enforcement 
• without a warrant and blatant 
• disregard for user privacy. 
•   
•   
•   
• In New York City there is evidence that NYPD has used CCTV along with facial 

recognition 
• technology to surveille 
• Black Lives Matter protesters. 
•   

  

• Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 
•   
•   
• In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 
• concluded there were “no 
• significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of research on 
• the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 
•   
•   
•   
• In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found 
• no 
• significant impacts on arrest outcomes.  
•   
•   
•   
• Only 
• 1% 
• to 0.2% 
• of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 
•   

  

•      RTCC software is expensive  
•   
• RTCC software are subscription products meaning the city will have to pay for it every 
•  single year. 
•   
•   
•   
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• RTCC software, and other companies selling subscriptions, operate on the land-and-
expand 

•  strategy where it starts off small with a city to get its proverbial foot in the door and then 
increases the amount the city is buying from them every year. In other words, a for profit 
company will be pushing Seattle to spend even more money on its products 

•  every year.  
•   
•   
• The city has not allocated any money in the budget for RTCC software so it is unclear 
•  where the money would come from - especially in light of the fact that Seattle is 

anticipating a $250 million shortfall in 2025 
•   

  

     There are MANY effective tools the city could use to decrease community violence, as 
noted above. 

  

We need less military-trained and -oriented police, and more human-centered police. 

  

COST. Sara Nelson said on the radio today it is state money. So what?  IT COSTS 
TIME. SPD is short-handed, so why waste their time on something that doesn't work? 
You don't need a pilot program when the evidence is overwhelming.  

Thanks 

John Gilbert 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Adrienne Banks <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 29, 2024 8:44 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance 

Impact Report process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, 

experts, or documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is limiting the comment period from February 5th to February 29th, giving people 

fewer than 30 days to comment on all 3 technologies. The city is trying to rush through this 

massive increase in surveillance and police-spending in just 2 weeks, after announcing 

both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over $1M will be 

reviewed. 

This is a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Adrienne Banks  

adriennebanks21@gmail.com  

3112 E Olive St  

Seattle, Washington 98122 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Uli Johnson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 29, 2024 12:52 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

Uli Johnson  

ulijohnson@gmail.com  

900 EAST BAY DR NE APT 406  

Olympia, Washington 98506 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Eric Dee <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 9:15 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No dangerous and ineffective surveillance tech for SPD 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Highland Park resident, and I oppose the Mayor's plan to spend millions of dollars 

on technology for the SPD that has already been proven to be ineffective at best, harmful 

and dangerous to the community at worst. When we are facing a budget crisis due to lack 

of willingness to tax the enormous amount of wealth in this city, we should not be 

showering tech corporations with money to install ineffective surveillance technology.  

Let's use that money to take care of people and our communities instead.  

Sincerely, 

Eric Dee 

Eric Dee  

lza206@yahoo.com  

9035 12th Ave SW  

Seattle, Washington 98106 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Jade Weise <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 7:51 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to 

thefts and dropping quickly as the distance from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV 

cameras had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) 

are either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 

Jade Weise  

j.jadeweise@gmail.com  

17233 15th Ave NE  

Shoreline, Washington 98155 

 

  

  

 

 

From: Briar Stratas <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 4:36 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: I am writing in opposition to the use of public resources on surveilance technologies 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I live in the Central District of Seattle and experience proximity to gun violence on a regular 

basis. Even just a few weeks ago my Citizen app showed that there was an active shooter just 

2 blocks from my home. Gun violence affects me and my community directly. 

That is why I OPPOSE the city's attempt to use public resources on these 3 new surveillance 

technologies. Our city needs solutions that are actually effective against violent crime, and 

these require financial resources that will be wasted on CCTV systems, AGLS(spotshotter), 

and RTCC software.  

Research has shown that these technologies are ineffective and in fact even dangerous. Even 

recently a child was almost killed by a Chicago police officer shooting at him based on an alert 

from shotspotter.  

CCTV monitoring does not improve the outcomes of CCTV and those paid to monitor them are 

shown to have reduced attention to the point of being useless....a waste of money on both the 

systems and the salary of the person monitoring. 

These resources should be used on real solutions like preventative community centered 

approaches. Research has shown that investments in providing affordable housing, mental 

health treatment, and substance abuse treatment have a much higher impact on reducing 

violent crime. 

I urge everyone who can impact this decision to deny funds being used for these purposes. 

And instead push to have them utilized for services that will actually perform the goal of 

reducing violent crime.  

Thank you for reading,  

Briar Stratas 

Briar Stratas  

Briarstratas@gmail.com  

909 20th Ave.  

Seattle, Washington 98122 

 

  

  

From: Alan Zhang <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 4:28 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing 

substance-abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and 

homicide. Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports 

that this is a causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm 

violence.  

Alan Zhang  

a6zhang@gmail.com  

1004 NE 112th St  

Seattle, Washington 98125 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Nancyrose Houston <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 3:18 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Please oppose surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Wedgwood neighborhood and I oppose Shotspotter or any AGLS, as well as 

CCTV and the RTCC. These technologies have largely been proven not to increase public 

safety. In fact, the study that the city of Seattle cited about CCTV actually says that the 

technology had not impact on violent crimes. 

I worked on a team of researchers at the UW Center for Human Rights researching Automated 

License Plate Readers: https://jsis.washington.edu/humanrights/2022/12/07/whos-watching-

washington/. This technology is bad for reproductive rights and immigrant rights. I worry that 

the same problems that we found in our report would be present with CCTV that is being 

proposed.  

Acoustic Gunshot Location Systems (AGLS), like ShotSpotter, operate by placing microphones 

in neighborhoods. An algorithm reviews sounds these microphones pickup. If the algorithm 

thinks a loud sound is a gunshot, a recording of that loud sound goes to a person to review. If 

the person also thinks the loud sound is a gunshot, the police get an alert. 

The city cites no independent peer-reviewed research in its report. The section is blank. 

ShotSpotter is proven to be an ineffective technology, as seen in several independent, peer-

reviewed studies.  

A large meta-analysis examined ShotSpotter in 68 cites from 1999 to 2016 and found that 

ShotSpotter “has no significant impact on firearm-related homicides or arrest outcomes.” Other 

research finds that acoustic gunshot technology doesn’t get victims of gun violence to safety 

faster and doesn’t reduce violent crime while greatly increasing demands on police resources.  

Thank you, please do the right thing and DO NOT vote for these technologies. 

Nancyrose Houston  

nancyrosehouston@gmail.com  

7525 39TH AVE NE  

Seattle, Washington 98115 

 

  

  

From: carpenter.kp@gmail.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 3:16 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

2220

https://jsis.washington.edu/humanrights/2022/12/07/whos-watching-washington/
https://jsis.washington.edu/humanrights/2022/12/07/whos-watching-washington/
mailto:nancyrosehouston@gmail.com
mailto:carpenter.kp@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov


77 
 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous 

surveillance technology 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

carpenter.kp@gmail.com  

5020 California Ave SW  

Seattle , Washington 98136 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Clayton Compton <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 12:27 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: NO Surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

Please reject the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. 

A study for the British Home Office examining 14 CCTV systems across the country 

similarly found that the cameras did not reduce crime or make people feel safer.  

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to 

thefts. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV 

cameras had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved. 

Having a person constantly watch video from CCTV cameras will not magically improve 

outcomes of CCTV. Justice Department experiments have found “[a]fter only 20 minutes 

of watching and evaluating monitor screens, the attention of most individuals has 

degenerated to well below acceptable levels. Monitoring video screens is both boring and 

mesmerizing… This is particularly true if a staff member is asked to watch multiple 

monitors.”  

I urge the city to pursue real solutions, rather than fake promises.  

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing 

substance-abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Clayton Compton  

claycompton@comcast.net  

10925 NE 37TH PL, APT 1, Bellevue, WA 98004-7642, United States of Ame  

Bellevue, WA 98004, Washington 98004-7642 

 

  

  

 

From: eliana.d.horn@gmail.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 11:37 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

eliana.d.horn@gmail.com  

5108 South Farrar Street  

Seattle, Washington 98118 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Nivi Achanta <nivi@soapboxproject.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 11:18 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Writing against ShotSpotter and SPD surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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I wanted to submit public comment to write against the proposed SPD surveillance tech 
planned for Aurora Avenue. The suite of surveillance technologies you are sugggesting 
have been deployed in other US Cities and have been found to be ineffective and 
very costly; in addition to being a privacy invasion and potentially deadly risk to 
those local communities when police show up expecting gun violence to have 
recently occurred even when it has not (such as mis-categorization of vehicle backfire, 
construction sounds, helicopters, etc).   

  

Community-based violence prevention programs are where we need to invest -- not in 
costly AND ineffective technologies like ShotSpotter. 

  

You can find NUMEROUS studies and stats linked here. This is not a good use of my 
taxpayer money and I would like to push back strongly against SPD's surveillance 
technology pilot of CCTV, AGLS, and RTCC.  

  

I live in Fremont and this would directly affect me, and I am not okay with this kind of 
civil rights violation and invasion of privacy in the name of public safety. 

  

Real public safety comes from the community. Thank 

Nivi Achanta 

 

Soapbox Project 

www.soapboxproject.org 

Join us in fighting climate change from your inbox in 3 min every week. 

Let's Connect!  

 

From: Cameron Cooper <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 10:41 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to 

thefts and dropping quickly as the distance from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV 

cameras had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) 

are either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 

Cameron Cooper  

cmcooper93@gmail.com  

3010 1st Ave  

Seattle , Washington 98121 

 

  

  

 

 

From: Ashley Chilling <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 10:36 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 30-

50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. Investments 

restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build community lead 

to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

With all the talk of a budget crisis, these are expensive pieces of technology that are not 

proven to be effective. Let's not put out valuable city dollars on foolish endeavors. (Especially 

when our officers are not even responding quickly to called in reports of gun shots. What 

guarantees do we have that they will listen to the automated inaccurate machines?) 

There are much higher priority causes such as housing our unhoused neighbors, fixing transit, 

improving bike and walking paths (to name a few) to spend our limited budget on. Let us think 

critically about what is actually useful and what is being sold to us at a high high price. 

Thank you,  

A concerned Capitol Hill citizen 

Ashley Chilling  

ashley@chilling.info  

1713C 14th Ave  

Seattle , Washington 98122 

 

  

 

From: Lee Nadolski <lee.nadolski@gmail.com>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 9:08 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: SPD Surveillance Tech 
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CAUTION: External Email 

To whom it may concern,  

  

I would like SPD and those responsible for approving the use of CCTV, AGLS, and RTCC to 
reconsider using these technologies in Seattle. 

  

These technologies have been proven to be ineffective in several other US cities and have 
the potential to cause a disproportionate amount of harm in marginalized communities. 

  

Regards, 

  

Lee Edwin Nadolski 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Ana María Campoy <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 8:42 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous 

surveillance technology 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

The city owes the community true commitment to the safety, equity, and dignity of all its 

residents— especially those of historically harmed by law enforcement and systemic 

racism. This technology is not the answer. It is an irresponsible waste of money. Our 

communities want and need care and services, not surveillance.  

Ana María Campoy  

campoy.anamaria@gmail.com  

5442 Fauntleroy Way SW, Unit B  

Seattle, Washington 98136 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Flora Wright <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 7:48 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Acoustic Gunshot Technology Increases Biased policing 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the procurement of acoustic gunshot technology. 

ShotSpotter is proven to increase biased policing! 2024 data analysis of AGLS sensor 

locations revealed that nearly 70% of people who live in a neighborhood with at least one 

ShotSpotter sensor identified as Black or Latino. The MacArthur Justice Center just filed a 

lawsuit against the City of Chicago claiming the AGLS system led to unfounded charges 

against Black and Hispanic defendants. The Electronic Privacy Information Center is 

currently asking the Department of Justice to review if Shotspotter is being selectively 

deployed to justify the over-policing of mainly Black neighborhoods.  

Technology like Shotspotter with high false positives leads to false arrests and a sharp 

increase in policing in already over-policed neighborhoods, creating many unnecessary 

contacts between police and residents. AGLS technology like Shotspotter has also failed 

to result in any evidence of a gun crime from 90% (in Chicago) to 97% (in Atlanta) of the 

time. In a study of 68 cities, it was found that "[AGLS] has no significant impact on firearm-

related arrest outcomes." Mayor Harrell’s administration has argued that combining CCTV 

with AGLS will improve its effectiveness, but a partially randomized experiment on the 

effectiveness of AGLS and CCTV published in Springer Link in 2018 showed no 

significant increase in the number of confirmed shootings after combining this technology. 

The City of Chicago also rolled out AGLS and CCTV technology together, and still 

canceled their contract with ShotSpotter’s manufacturer this month.  

The City Council has already approved $1.5 million for the project, however it is important 

to note that surveillance companies are trending towards subscription-based pricing, 

causing the true long-term cost of these systems to be uncertain for taxpayers. AGLS 

alone cost the City of Chicago $50 million dollars over 6 years. Taxpayers in Seattle don't 

want our money spent on ineffective surveillance technology from companies that prey on 

communities struggling with violence. We don't want scarce city funds to be wasted 

instead of going to programs that actually are actually evidence-based and reduce 

violence.  

Once again, this technology is a threat to equitable public safety in Seattle as Black, 

Indigenous, and People of Color are already subject to disproportionate rates of violence 

by SPD, even after over a decade under a consent decree. The Mayor and SPD have 

rushed through the Surveillance Impact Report process, giving the public less than 30 

days to provide public comment and in the process sidelining the neighborhood 
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communities that would be affected by the instillation of this surveillance technology, 

which have disproportionately high numbers of people of color relative to other parts of the 

city.  

Listen to your constituents and do not move forward with a pilot project that implements 

AGLS, CCTV cameras, or Real Time Crime Center software in Seattle! 

Flora Wright  

floramaywright@gmail.com  

229 29TH AVE E  

Seattle, WA, Washington 98112 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Anna Reed <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 8:27 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous 

surveillance technology 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

Anna Reed  

annarosereed@gmail.com  

2027 23rd Ave E  

Seattle, Washington 98112 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Karen Hansen <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 2:46 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. The risk it that it would 

further target people of color who need to feel they are not being targeted and are able to 

build trust in our police protection for themselves as well as others.  

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults 

decrease 30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the 

Regional Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence 

Prevention and the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions 

project, which has already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. I 

also support promoting more gun buyback programs, let's get more education about guns 

and the dangers in owning them out to the people who need to feel safe in better ways.  

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and 

build community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes. Instead fund 

and train a police keeping force that is a guardian of public safety rather than a threat to 

some. We also need a bigger force that can implement this public safety arena for all.  

Karen Hansen  

karenhansenmsw@gmail.com  

10231 Radford Ave NW  

Seattle, Washington 98177 

 

  

  

 

From: Rebecca Deutsch <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 2:13 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance 

Impact Report process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, 

experts, or documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is limiting the comment period from February 5th to February 29th, giving people 

fewer than 30 days to comment on all 3 technologies. The city is trying to rush through this 

massive increase in surveillance and police-spending in just 2 weeks, after announcing 

both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over $1M will be 

reviewed. 

This is a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Rebecca Deutsch  

rdeutsch@gmail.com  

722 12th Ave E  

Seattle , Washington 98102 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Charlie Shih <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 12:15 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support Real Violence Reduction Solutions NOT false surveillance technology! 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults 

decrease 30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the 

Regional Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence 

Prevention and the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions 

project, which has already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and 

build community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Charlie Shih  

charliebitmyfinger102@gmail.com  

1340 44th AVE SW  

Seattle, Washington 98116 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

From: Charlie Richter <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, February 25, 2024 6:49 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose AGLT, CCTV, and RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident I am concerned that the city is trying to rush the Surveillance 

Impact Report process. 

The portion of the SIR reports that are intended for the city to site outside agencies, 

experts, or documents are almost completely blank. 

The city is limiting the comment period from February 5th to February 29th, giving people 

fewer than 30 days to comment on all 3 technologies. The city is trying to rush through this 

massive increase in surveillance and police-spending in just 2 weeks, after announcing 

both a hiring freeze for everyone other than cops, and that all RFPs over $1M will be 

reviewed. 

This is a sham process and the public is not being given ample opportunity to weigh in.  

Charlie Richter  

charlierichter97@gmail.com  

1020 NE 63rd St Unit 613  

Seattle, Washington 98115 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Lauren Tozzi <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, February 25, 2024 9:51 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to 

thefts and dropping quickly as the distance from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV 

cameras had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) 

are either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 

Lauren Tozzi  

lrntozzi2@gmail.com  

4648 Sunnyside Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98103 

 

  

  

 

 

From: Avery Swearer <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 4:19 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

Avery Swearer  

avery.swearer@gmail.com  

12304 Pinehurst Way NE  

Seattle, Washington 98125 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Tula Kurashige <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 2:52 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Stop Dangerous Surveillance Tech 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the attempt of the city to procure dangerous 

surveillance technology 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

Tula Kurashige  

tulakurashige@gmail.com  

12323 NE 97th St, Unit A  

Kirkland, Washington 98033 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Meilani Mandery <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 11:21 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident in the Chinatown-International District and I am very concerned 

that the city is trying to rush through the procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

In the Chinatown-International District, we do not need more cameras or police. Do not let 

conservative voices claim they speak for my neighborhood. 

Meilani Mandery  

meilanimandery@gmail.com  

705 S. Weller St  

Seattle, Washington 98104 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Alice Friedman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 10:01 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support Real Solutions NOT false surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to try and procure acoustic gunshot 

technology, CCTV, and RTCC.  

We must protect privacy. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults 

decrease 30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the 

Regional Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence 

Prevention and the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions 

project, which has already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and 

build community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Alice Friedman  

alicef.54@gmail.com  

3018 NW 58th St  

Seattle, Washington 98107 

 

  

 

 

 

 

From: Mary OConnor <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 9:59 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

2240

mailto:alicef.54@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov


97 
 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to 

thefts and dropping quickly as the distance from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV 

cameras had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) 

are either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 

Mary OConnor  

49.mary@gmail.com  

1440 NW 64th St  

Seattle, Washington 98107 

 

 

From: Camille Baldwin-Bonney <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 6:18 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance 

technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a 

significant and urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not 

lived up to their sales pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC 

software would vastly expand police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing 

consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative 

community-centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence 

in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing 

substance-abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and 

homicide. Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence 

supports that this is a causal link. And direct income support has been found to 

reduce firearm violence.  

Camille Baldwin-Bonney  

camillebaldwinbonney@gmail.com  

10741 Dayton Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98133 

 

  

  

 

 

  

From: Carolyn Akinbami <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 8:47 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No Surveillance Tech - it's ripe for abuse 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to rush through 3 surveillance 

technologies. This is disturbing and indicates that the city was hoping that Seattle 

residents wouldn't notice. 

Law enforcement agencies have a longer history of mis-using and abusing CCTV  

In Washington, DC a police lieutenant was caught using police surveillance technology to 

blackmail gay men.  

CCTV camera operators have been caught using the cameras to spy on people.  

Cameras have been caught panning away from police violence to avoid creating evidence 

of the police’s actions. 

Carolyn Akinbami  

carolyn.akinbami@gmail.com  

716 17th Ave E  

Seattle, Washington 98112 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Reilly Rosbotham <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 1:51 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Surveillance Technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and very concerned that the city is trying to rush through the 

procurement of multiple surveillance technologies. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

violate people’s civil rights, and lead to further disinvestment in communities by eating up 

scarce public money. 

Reilly Rosbotham  

reillyrosbotham@gmail.com  

7111 Linden Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98103 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

From: S Kessler <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 12:18 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales 

pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand 

police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing 

substance-abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and 

homicide. Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports 

that this is a causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm 

violence.  

S Kessler  

kesslers124@gmail.com  

9506 Ravenna Ave NE  

Seattle, Washington 98115 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Veronica Martinez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 5:07 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which 

gathers enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that 

Seattle seeks to protect - abortion seekers and undocumented people - at a much 

higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization.  

Veronica Martinez  

ronniemariee4@gmail.com  

1729 Boylston Ave  

Seattle, Washington 98122 

 

   

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Alley Greymond <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 12:00 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, 

works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - 

abortion seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police 

surveillance and criminalization.  

Alley Greymond  

intentionalalley@gmail.com  

7 HARRISON ST APT 4  

SEATTLE, Washington 98109 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Charlie Shih <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, February 24, 2024 7:33 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTC- invest in community resources and evidence 

based equitable solutions 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure 

RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties 

and blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in their 

neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras 

that allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. 

When an owner chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can 

access footage without a warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically 

two options a municipality can pursue: (1) private citizens register their cameras on 

the system, and (2) the cameras of private citizens can be integrated into the 

system. With option (1) people have sometimes been provided the means to 

investigate or even to manage how and when the cameras may be accessed by 

law enforcement. In either case, this poses serious safety concerns for all 

community members, especially those already experiencing police violence and 

surveillance. 

Charlie Shih  

charliebitmyfinger102@gmail.com  

1340 44th AVE SW  

Seattle, Washington 98116 

 

  

 

 

From: mm.jayetileke@yahoo.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 9:18 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

n a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated with 

any crime. 

The city has much better, cost-effective, and equitable ways to reduce violence in 

communities.  

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 
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Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

mm.jayetileke@yahoo.com  

3400 S. Main St.  

Santa Ana , California 92707 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: River Talt <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 9:36 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure 

RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties 

and blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in their 

neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras 

that allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. 

When an owner chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can 

access footage without a warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically 

two options a municipality can pursue: (1) private citizens register their cameras on 

the system, and (2) the cameras of private citizens can be integrated into the 

system. With option (1) people have sometimes been provided the means to 

investigate or even to manage how and when the cameras may be accessed by law 

enforcement. In either case, this poses serious safety concerns for all community 

members, especially those already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

River Talt  

peytonttalt@gmail.com  

2100S 260th St Apt C202  

Des Moines, Washington 98198 

 

 

 

From: baileydisher@gmail.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, February 25, 2024 10:59 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: RTCC threatens Civil Liberties 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am deeply concerned over the city's attempt to 

procure RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting 

undocumented people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities 

that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or 

gender-affirming care and undocumented people - at a much higher threat 

of police surveillance and criminalization. 

baileydisher@gmail.com  

8745 Hamlet Ave S  

Seattle, Washington 98118 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

From: Lauren Kay <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, February 24, 2024 10:07 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No RTCC - Reject massive surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC! 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and 

liberties and blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used 

in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC softwares, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that 

allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit 

police, including viewing camera footage without a warrant or ongoing 

consent from the owner.  

This poses serious safety concerns for all community members, especially 

those already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

Lauren Kay  

smarn@umich.edu  

5505 15th Ave NE  

Seattle , Washington 98105 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

From: Ryan Paul <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, February 25, 2024 4:08 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: RTCC software is a threat to free speech rights 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition 

algorithms and integrations with third-party applications via the software’s AI 

capabilities. This continuous introduction of new and unvetted surveillance 

tools would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of 

situations, whether criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential 

to have a chilling effect on free speech rights. In 2021 LAPD requested bulk 

camera data targeting Black Lives Matter protesters. The data was 

requested from Amazon Ring, a company that has a history of turning over 

footage to Law Enforcement without a warrant and blatant disregard for user 

privacy. 

In New York City there is evidence that NYPD has used CCTV along with 

facial recognition technology to surveille Black Lives Matter protesters. 

Ryan Paul  

canadian1der@msn.com  

6760 Division Ave NW  

SEATTLE, Washington 98117 

 

   

  

  

 

 
 

    

From: Terri Cole <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 4:19 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No to RTCC! 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am deeply concerned over the city's plans to procure RTCC. 

There is NO data to show a positive return on investment. Worse, these technologies put 

our sanctuary city status at risk! The assault on reproductive health care, for example, is 

challenging enough without unintended consequences of these technologies and 

collection of data for people seeking abortion care at risk, especially those from other 

states. 

And, I'm terribly concerned about sufficient data protections. Can you assure residents 

that no data will be captured that can then be manipulated to expose sensitive personal 

information, including where someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation? 

Lastly, beyond obvious concerns about unintended impacts on vulnerable communities, 

what about good governance over how we spend taxpayer dollars. 1.5 million proposed is 

for a pilot, with no public review before scaling. Are you looking at the data? Chicago just 

published their very expensive 50 million dollar failed experiment with SpotShotter. Why 

would Seattle go down a road tried by Chicago, and after 30 million of taxpayer money 

invested, determined to stop using the technology due to adverse effects.  

https://www.cbsnews.com/chicago/news/shotspotter-report-cook-county-states-attorney-

kim-

foxx/#:~:text=According%20to%20the%20report%2C%20which%20the%20Cook%20Cou

nty,92%25%20of%20shooting%20incidents%20are%20unrelated%20to%20ShotSpotter. 

Have you reviewed data on better investments to achieve true public safety? For example, 

from the CDC: https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/YV-Prevention-

Resource_508.pdf 

I'm suspicious because of the shortened time for public engagement, education, and 

comment. I'm concerned because there is an absence of data being used to justify the 

spend. I'm concerned because the initial 1.5 million would go to software companies vs 

alternative community based programs that have far better outcomes.  

Please get truly educated on cost vs outcomes vs unintended impacts. I know that this 

direction is a great "sound bite" for voters, but is it really a good use of funds? I have seen 

no data to support and expect my city council to make informed decisions.  

Terri Cole  

terrircole@outlook.com  

2255
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8319 Jones Avenue Northwest  

Seattle, Washington 98117 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Jackie Makdah <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, February 24, 2024 11:46 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data 

to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming 

care and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization. 

Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

n a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated 

with any crime. 

The city has much better, cost-effective, and equitable ways to reduce violence in 

communities.  

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults 

decrease 30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the 

Regional Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence 

Prevention and the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions 

project, which has already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and 

build community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing 

substance-abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

2257
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Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and 

homicide. Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports 

that this is a causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm 

violence.  

Jackie Makdah  

jackiemakdah7@gmail.com  

316 13th Ave E, Apt 403, Apt 403  

Seattle, Washington 98102 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Fiona Smith <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, February 24, 2024 2:28 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: RTCC software is a threat to free speech rights 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

My name is Fiona Smith and I am writing as a concerned citizen to implore you to reject 

the implementation of RTCC software in Seattle. 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous 

introduction of new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s 

Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights. In 2021 LAPD requested bulk camera data targeting Black Lives Matter 

protesters. The data was requested from Amazon Ring, a company that has a history of 

turning over footage to Law Enforcement without a warrant and blatant disregard for user 

privacy. 

In New York City there is evidence that NYPD has used CCTV along with facial 

recognition technology to surveille Black Lives Matter protesters. 

Fiona Smith  

fiona.e.smith18@gmail.com  

15250 NW Oak Hills Drive  

Beaverton, Oregon 97006 

 

  

  

 

  

  

  

  

  

 From: Abigail Santiago <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, February 25, 2024 8:55 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: NO Real Time Crime Center Software - Violates Civil Liberties 

   

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC. The potential for civil liberty violations are 

chilling.  

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, effectively excluding Seattle residents 

from being able to provide input and oversight on the growing Seattle surveillance 

apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little, if any, 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few 

transparency mechanisms. 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous 

introduction of new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s 

Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights 

These technologies will NOT make our communities safer. In fact, this will only create 

greater tensions among our community. If you want to make the city safer, try investing 

this money into community solutions that have proved to increase safety, not this  

poorly documented technology. 

Abigail Santiago  

abigailmsanti@gmail.com  

1105 Spring St  

Seattle, Washington 98104 

 

  

  

 

From: jporak@gmail.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 7:31 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, 

works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - 

abortion seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police 

surveillance and criminalization.  

jporak@gmail.com  

32926 19th Pl S Apt E204  

Federal Way, Washington 98003 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Susan Souders <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 9:03 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: NO Real Time Crime Center Software - Violates Civil Liberties 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC. The potential for civil liberty violations are 

chilling.  

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, effectively excluding Seattle residents 

from being able to provide input and oversight on the growing Seattle surveillance 

apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little, if any, 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few 

transparency mechanisms. 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous 

introduction of new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s 

Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights 

Susan Souders  

anaphasia@gmail.com  

332 NE 51st St  

Seattle, Washington 98105 

 

  

  

 

 

 

From: Rebekah Gardea <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 10:58 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCCCAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 
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I am a Seattle resident and representative from a statewide legal aid organization, and I am 

very worried about the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and blocks 

communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that allow 

the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. When an owner 

chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can access footage without a 

warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically two options a municipality can pursue: 

(1) private citizens register their cameras on the system, and (2) the cameras of private 

citizens can be integrated into the system. With option (1) people have sometimes been 

provided the means to investigate or even to manage how and when the cameras may be 

accessed by law enforcement. In either case, this poses serious safety concerns for all 

community members, especially those already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

In a climate where the public’s relationship to the police is essential to restoring our City’s 

sense of safety, we need to find solutions that bridge gaps between police and community. 

The at issue technology will primarily be deployed in Seattle’s poorest and most ethnically 

diverse neighborhoods. Our members worry this implementation will contribute to the over-

policing of these communities, which will only further their perceived stigmatization and 

ostracization from our officers. We already have data on which areas of the City are most at 

risk of gun violence; the next step is to work with—not against—those communities to build a 

solution that supports us all.  Additionally, funding for surveillance technologies in the proposed 

budget would be fiscally irresponsible when we could better allocate that funding to addressing 

the root cause of crime -- which is poverty.  

  

Rebekah Gardea  

rebekah@qlawfoundation.org  

400 E Pine St. Suite 225  

Seattle, Washington 98122 

 

  

  

 

From: Lydia Simpson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 11:46 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and 

blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that 

allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. When an 

owner chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can access footage 

without a warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically two options a 

municipality can pursue: (1) private citizens register their cameras on the system, and (2) 

the cameras of private citizens can be integrated into the system. With option (1) people 

have sometimes been provided the means to investigate or even to manage how and 

when the cameras may be accessed by law enforcement. In either case, this poses 

serious safety concerns for all community members, especially those already experiencing 

police violence and surveillance. 

These systems will continue to perpetuate racialized harm and harm against those 

experiencing homelessness and poverty. Our city must redirect these resources to 

supporting community-led initiatives that center the voices of those most harmed. 

Lydia Simpson  

lydiasimpson29@gmail.com  

556 Prospect St.  

Seattle, Washington 98109 

 

  

  

 

 

 

From: Matthew Laun <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 2:03 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and 

blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that 

allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. When an 

owner chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can access footage 

without a warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically two options a 

municipality can pursue: (1) private citizens register their cameras on the system, and (2) 

the cameras of private citizens can be integrated into the system. With option (1) people 

have sometimes been provided the means to investigate or even to manage how and 

when the cameras may be accessed by law enforcement. In either case, this poses 

serious safety concerns for all community members, especially those already experiencing 

police violence and surveillance. 

Matthew Laun  

mwlaun4@gmail.com  

1415 E John St Apt 1  

Seattle, Washington 98112 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  

 

 

From: Vyom Raval <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 2:10 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: IMPORTANT: RTCC threatens Civil Liberties 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am deeply concerned over the city's attempt to procure 

RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data 

to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming 

care and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization. 

Vyom Raval  

vyomr22@gmail.com  

828 NE 66TH ST, E406  

SEATTLE, Washington 98115 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Beth Quintana <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 5:58 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose increased surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and a concerned citizen. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant 

and urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to 

their sales pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software 

would vastly expand police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing 

consequences. 

Surveillance technology does NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the 

authors concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and 

“a body of research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited 

to thefts and dropping quickly as the distance from cameras increased. 

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV 

cameras had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

In a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on 

arrest outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of license plates recorded by Automated License Plate Readers 

(ALPRs) are either on a hot list or associated with any crime. 

Beth Quintana  

quintanamama@gmail.com  

10703 Interlake Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98133 

 

   

 

  

From: Abigail Santiago <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 8:18 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: NO Real Time Crime Center Software - Violates Civil Liberties 

  

CAUTION: External Email 
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Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC. The potential for civil liberty violations are 

chilling.  

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, effectively excluding Seattle residents 

from being able to provide input and oversight on the growing Seattle surveillance 

apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little, if any, 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few 

transparency mechanisms. 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous 

introduction of new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s 

Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights 

Abigail Santiago  

abigailmsanti@gmail.com  

1105 Spring Street, Apt 504  

Seattle, Washington 98104 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

From: Grace Chai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 8:43 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Surveillance is not safety - Oppose RTCC 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I write with great concern about the city's attempt to procure 

CCTV cameras, Acoustic Gun Location System (AGLS), and Real Time Crime Center 

(RTCC) software. 

CCTV technology is has no documented effect on violent crime and violates our civil 

liberties.  

The only study SPD cites - a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy 

of CCTV - concludes “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.”  

A study for the British Home Office examining 14 CCTV systems across the country 

similarly found that the cameras did not reduce crime or make people feel safer.  

A study of Dallas, TX found “[CCTV] cameras are likely not cost-effective in terms of 

increasing clearances” due to any increases in clearance rates being mostly limited to 

thefts.  

Research into burglaries in Thames Valley, UK found preserved video from CCTV 

cameras had no impact on whether or not burglaries were solved.  

No independent study has found Amazon Ring, one of the largest networks of CCTV 

cameras in the country, to have any impact on crime or clearance rates.  

CCTV poses a threat to civil liberties  

The University of Hull Department of Social Policy looking into who CCTV camera 

operators focused on found “Black people were between one-and-a-half to two-and-a-half 

times more likely to be surveilled…”  

The University of Hull study also found “The young, the male and the black were 

systematically and disproportionately targeted, not because of their involvement in crime 

or disorder, but for ‘no obvious reason’ and on the basis of categorical suspicion alone.”  

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and 

blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods. 

The companies selling these technologies prey on communities struggling with the very 

real problem of gun violence by claiming to have a solution. Their technologies, however, 

do not decrease gun violence or improve public safety. Instead they increase surveillance, 

2269



126 
 

violate people’s civil rights, and eat up scarce public money, preventing programs that 

actually reduce violence from getting funded and continuing disinvestment in communities. 

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that 

allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally encourage police 

restraint and accountability. When an owner chooses to share real time access, in many 

cases the police can access footage without a warrant or notification to the owner. There 

are typically two options a municipality can pursue: (1) private citizens register their 

cameras on the system, and (2) the cameras of private citizens can be integrated into the 

system. With option (1) people have sometimes been provided the means to investigate or 

even to manage how and when the cameras may be accessed by law enforcement. In 

either case, this poses serious safety concerns for all community members, especially 

those already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

Grace Chai  

gchai123@gmail.com  

6504 28th Avenue South  

Seattle, Washington 98108 
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From: Shelby Branam <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 10:27 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: RTCC software is a waste of money and causes harm 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and integrations 

with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous introduction of 

new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights. In 2021 LAPD requested bulk camera data targeting Black Lives Matter 

protesters. The data was requested from Amazon Ring, a company that has a history of 

turning over footage to Law Enforcement without a warrant and blatant disregard for user 

privacy. 

In New York City there is evidence that NYPD has used CCTV along with facial recognition 

technology to surveille Black Lives Matter protesters. 

This is a waste of resources and money, with very little evidence of benefit and much 

evidence of harm. Please do not let this go through. 

Shelby Branam  

shelby.branam@gmail.com  

903 9th Ave Apt 57  

Seattle, Washington 98104 
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From: Lisa Niemann <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 10:45 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, 

and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - abortion 

seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization.  

Lisa Niemann  

lisanmn@gmail.com  

3208 S Hanford St  

Seattle, Washington 98144 
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From: Blue Wright <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 10:53 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Are those in charge of Seattle corrupt, or merely incompetent? 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Bothell resident who works downtown and I oppose the use of any 

surveillance tech.  

Police have been caught panning cameras away from police violence to avoid 

creating evidence of the police’s actions.  

Police departments have been caught manipulating and “losing” CCTV footage. 

They repeatedly lie, refuse to release exculpatory evidence for defendants, and 

refuse to release damning evidence of their own violence.  

Police use surveillance techniques routinely to manufacture excuses to increase 

policing in marginalized communities--especially with proven useless tech like 

ShotSpotter. If you see this going any other way, you're either corrupt or 

incompetent. So which is it? Are you corrupt? or are you merely incompetent? 

May God have mercy on your souls.  

Blue 

Blue Wright  

actionnetwork@blue-industries.net  

10202 185th st  

bothell, Washington 98011 
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From: Shane Waletzko <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 11:06 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and 

blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that 

allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. When an 

owner chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can access footage 

without a warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically two options a 

municipality can pursue: (1) private citizens register their cameras on the system, and (2) 

the cameras of private citizens can be integrated into the system. With option (1) people 

have sometimes been provided the means to investigate or even to manage how and 

when the cameras may be accessed by law enforcement. In either case, this poses 

serious safety concerns for all community members, especially those already experiencing 

police violence and surveillance. 

Shane Waletzko  

shanew@stgpresents.org  

3429 Beacon Ave S, Unit A  

Seattle, Washington 98144 
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From: caleyshemc@gmail.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 11:52 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and blocks 

communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that allow 

the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. When an owner 

chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can access footage without a 

warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically two options a municipality can pursue: 

(1) private citizens register their cameras on the system, and (2) the cameras of private 

citizens can be integrated into the system. With option (1) people have sometimes been 

provided the means to investigate or even to manage how and when the cameras may be 

accessed by law enforcement. In either case, this poses serious safety concerns for all 

community members, especially those already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

caleyshemc@gmail.com  

937 NW 59th St  

Seattle, Washington 98107 
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From: jason walsh <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 12:48 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No RTCC - Reject massive surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC! 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties 

and blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in their 

neighborhoods.  

RTCC softwares, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that allow 

the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police, including 

viewing camera footage without a warrant or ongoing consent from the owner.  

This poses serious safety concerns for all community members, especially those 

already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

The data does not support this decision, and in spite of this, your office moves 

forward with the recommendation to adopt as part of a suite of surveillance 

technologies to "improve public safety". Such action, in the face of counterfactual 

evidence, smacks of pure political pandering, a waste of public funds and trust, and 

further oppression of marginalized communities in Seattle.  

No on RTCC.  

Jason 

jason walsh  

mr_brownshoes@yahoo.com  

4709 50th ave s  

seattle, Washington 98118 
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From: Kolby Rowland <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 4:59 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, 

and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - abortion 

seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization.  

Kolby Rowland  

kolby.rowland@gmail.com  

1833 13th Ave, APT 106  

Seattle, WA, Washington 98122 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2277

mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
mailto:kolby.rowland@gmail.com


134 
 

From: Lee Swedin <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2024 5:47 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance 

technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant 

and urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to 

their sales pitches of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software 

would vastly expand police surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing 

consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative 

community-centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence 

in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing 

substance-abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and 

homicide. Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence 

supports that this is a causal link. And direct income support has been found to 

reduce firearm violence.  

Lee Swedin  

swdn@protonmail.com  

4731 46th Ave NE  

Seattle, Washington 98105 
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From: Jill Alles <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2024 9:10 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

From: Mason Friedman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 9:11 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and 

blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that 

allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. When an 

owner chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can access footage 

without a warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically two options a 

municipality can pursue: (1) private citizens register their cameras on the system, and (2) 

the cameras of private citizens can be integrated into the system. With option (1) people 

have sometimes been provided the means to investigate or even to manage how and 

when the cameras may be accessed by law enforcement. In either case, this poses 

serious safety concerns for all community members, especially those already experiencing 

police violence and surveillance. 

Mason Friedman  

Mason.friedman39@gmail.com  

3655 S Spokane St  

Seattle, Washington 98144 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, March 2, 2024 3:47 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: NO Real Time Crime Center Software - Violates Civil Liberties 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC. The potential for civil liberty violations are 

chilling.  

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, effectively excluding Seattle residents 

from being able to provide input and oversight on the growing Seattle surveillance 

apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little, if any, 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few 

transparency mechanisms. 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous 

introduction of new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s 

Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 9:45 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

n a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated with 

any crime. 
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The city has much better, cost-effective, and equitable ways to reduce violence in 

communities.  

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
 

  

 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose RTCC. 
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These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

n a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated with 

any crime. 

The city has much better, cost-effective, and equitable ways to reduce violence in 

communities.  

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  
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Jill Alles  

jill_aubry@hotmail.com  

622 38th Ave  

Seattle, Washington 98122 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Jill Alles <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2024 9:10 AM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Oppose RTCC 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

n a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated with 

any crime. 

The city has much better, cost-effective, and equitable ways to reduce violence in 

communities.  

Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 
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Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Jill Alles  

jill_aubry@hotmail.com  

622 38th Ave  

Seattle, Washington 98122 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Michael Mellini <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2024 8:43 AM 
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 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: RTCC software is a threat to free speech rights 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This 

continuous introduction of new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation 

of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, 

whether criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling 

effect on free speech rights. In 2021 LAPD requested bulk camera data targeting 

Black Lives Matter protesters. The data was requested from Amazon Ring, a 

company that has a history of turning over footage to Law Enforcement without a 

warrant and blatant disregard for user privacy. 

In New York City there is evidence that NYPD has used CCTV along with facial 

recognition technology to surveille Black Lives Matter protesters. 

Michael Mellini  

michael.mellini@gmail.com  

535 16th Ave E  

Seattle, Washington 98112 

 

 

 

From: Thomas Moriarty <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 12:16 PM 
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 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: No RTCC - Reject massive surveillance 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC! 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights 

and liberties and blocks communities from determining what surveillance 

is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC softwares, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras 

that allow the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally 

limit police, including viewing camera footage without a warrant or 

ongoing consent from the owner.  

This poses serious safety concerns for all community members, 

especially those already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

Thomas Moriarty  

Orcrist11122@yahoo.com  

2124 California Ave. SW  

Seattle, Washington 98116 

 

   

 

  

 

 
 

   

 

  

From: William Bassett <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, February 29, 2024 10:53 AM 
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 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: Opposing Real Time Crime Center 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident writing to oppose RTCC systems. You all say you want to "listen to 

the community." Well, "the community" is in overwhelming opposition to this technology. 

We have seen how it is deployed in other cities, only to be canceled later. Why? Because 

it doesn't work and it costs millions of dollars!  

The fact that the city is pursuing this when we already know that it won't help is ridiculous. 

I can't stomach the thought of my taxpayer money going towards this ineffective 

technology. If you want to reduce crime, invest in our communities, not the police. Pursue 

violence reduction programs.  

As you know, a huge budget shortfall is coming up. Please stop pursuing this technology 

which is proven to not stop, reduce, or help solve crime, and save some money. 

William Bassett  

bassettwc@gmail.com  

1720 E Denny Way, Apt 210  

Seattle, Washington 98122 
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From: Adaline McCormick <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2024 2:02 PM 

 To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

 Subject: RTCC threatens Civil Liberties 

  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am deeply concerned over the city's attempt to procure 

RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data 

to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming 

care and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization. 

Adaline McCormick  

adaline2000@gmail.com  

10612 16th Ave Ct. S.  

Tacoma, Washington 98444 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 10:34 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Support real solutions NOT surveillance technology 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the city's attempt to procure surveillance technology. 

Gun violence is an issue of utmost seriousness in Seattle and deserves a significant and 

urgent response. However, these policing technologies have not lived up to their sales pitches 

of preventing and reducing gun violence, and RTCC software would vastly expand police 

surveillance in Seattle with many disturbing consequences. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community.  

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 1:49 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, 

and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - abortion 

seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization.  

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Camille Baldwin-Bonney <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, March 9, 2024 12:26 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - threatens those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care in Washington State 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC! 

We cannot ignore the threat to reproductive rights in the context of states across the country 

including neighboring Idaho adopting Texas-style abortion bounty hunter laws. We cannot 

protect those seeking healthcare in Washington state if we are unable to protect sensitive 

data.  

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

The State of Texas has sought medical records of those who have left their home state where 

gender-affirming care is illegal for minors to access gender-affirming care, to seek treatment in 

Washington, where it is legal. With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly 

from the vendor. 

Camille Baldwin-Bonney  

camillebaldwinbonney@gmail.com  

10741 Dayton Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98133 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, March 9, 2024 2:55 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, 

and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - abortion 

seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization.  

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Jordyn Caven <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2024 4:47 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - poses risks to those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology,I am a Seattle resident and I am very concerned about the city's 

attempt to procure RTCC software. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented people 

and people seeking abortion care or gender-affirming care at risk.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers (ALPRs) 

which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, 

works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect at risk. 

Anti-abortion groups have a history of using license plate data. RTCC software allows data to be 

shared across law enforcement agencies. Third party agencies in anti-abortion states could use 

this data to criminally prosecute those seeking abortion in Washington state.  

We cannot ignore the threat to reproductive rights in the context of states across the country 

including neighboring Idaho adopting Texas-style abortion bounty hunter laws. We cannot protect 

those seeking healthcare in Washington state if we are unable to protect sensitive data.  

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care and 

undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

The State of Texas has sought medical records of those who have left their home state where 

gender-affirming care is illegal for minors to access gender-affirming care, to seek treatment in 

Washington, where it is legal. With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from 

the vendor. 

Jordyn Caven  

jordyncavenhealing@hotmail.com  

21 Lasher st  

Stevenson , Washington 98648 
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From: Camille Baldwin-Bonney <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2024 12:17 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose Real Time Crime Center systems. 

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, excluding Seattle residents from being able 

to provide input and oversight over the growing Seattle surveillance apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little if any 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few transparency 

mechanisms. SPD already has a poor track record on preventing their officers from abusing 

law enforcement data. 

RTCC software like Fusus is always adding new AI object recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications. This continuous introduction of new and unvetted 

surveillance capabilities would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Camille Baldwin-Bonney  

camillebaldwinbonney@gmail.com  

10741 Dayton Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98133 
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From: Camille Baldwin-Bonney <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2024 10:06 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: NO RTCC software - It puts those coming to Seattle to seek abortion care or gender-affirming 

care at risk of criminalization 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

RTCC software is a cloud-based software platform designed for real-time crime centers to 

integrate multiple surveillance technologies such as cameras and automated license plate 

readers (ALPRs). 

Fusus (the software the city is attempting to procure) recruits a vast assortment of privately 

owned cameras that allow the company to view camera footage without a warrant or ongoing 

consent from the owner and turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs)  

Anti-abortion groups have a history of using license plate data.  

We cannot ignore the threat to reproductive rights in the context of states across the country 

including neighboring Idaho adopting Texas-style abortion bounty hunter laws.  

The State of Texas has sought medical records of those who have left their home state where 

gender-affirming care is illegal for minors to access gender-affirming care, to seek treatment in 

Washington, where it is legal.  

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor. 

Camille Baldwin-Bonney  

camillebaldwinbonney@gmail.com  

10741 Dayton Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98133 
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From: Vickie Woo <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2024 12:45 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose Real Time Crime Center systems. You could rebut 

my opposition with the old standby of, "well, if you're innocent you've got nothing to 

worry about." Yet how many times have innocent people been wrongly apprehended, 

wrongly accused, wrongly convicted, wrongly imprisoned?  

You think this will solve our crime problems? Why aren't we investing in solutions that 

address the actual source vs the "symptoms?" Why aren't we investing in drug treatment 

programs? More affordable housing? Mental health programs? The list is sadly endless.  

But instead, you're considering/approving a method of simply watching us. And how 

often has data been compromised? And this surveillance tool hasn't even been vetted 

yet? Isn't that in violation of Seattle's Surveillance Ordinance? Why hasn't this been 

discussed with community leaders? Where's the SRI? 

Thank you for reading my comments.  

Vickie Woo  

98121 

Vickie Woo  

vwoo3536@gmail.com  

2440 Western Avenue, Apt 803  

Seattle, Washington 98121 
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From: Doug Cole <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2024 12:22 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which 

gathers enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that 

Seattle seeks to protect - abortion seekers and undocumented people - at a much 

higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization.  

Doug Cole  

dougcole@gmail.com  

1103 NW 56th St  

Seattle, Washington 98107 
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From: Kathleen Anderson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2024 6:48 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: RTCC threatens Civil Liberties 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am deeply concerned over the city's attempt to 

procure RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting 

undocumented people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone 

lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle 

seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-

affirming care and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police 

surveillance and criminalization. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this issue.  

Kathleen Anderson  

klada@comcast.net  

9206 17th Ave. N.E.  

Seattle, Washington 98115 
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From: Lauren Achee <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 8:01 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - undermines our Seattle values as a sanctuary city 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the procurement of RTCC software 

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor.  

ICE has a history of violating local sanctuary city laws and with RTCC software Seattle cannot 

maintain oversight over the data collected. In some cases Customs and Border Control (CBC) 

and ICE can access automated license plate reader data directly.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks 

to protect at risk. 

Lauren Achee  

laurenachee2@gmail.com  

315 23RD AVE E  

Seattle, Washington 98112 
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From: Jasz Petty <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2024 11:22 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and blocks 

communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that allow 

the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. When an owner 

chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can access footage without a 

warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically two options a municipality can pursue: 

(1) private citizens register their cameras on the system, and (2) the cameras of private 

citizens can be integrated into the system. With option (1) people have sometimes been 

provided the means to investigate or even to manage how and when the cameras may be 

accessed by law enforcement. In either case, this poses serious safety concerns for all 

community members, especially those already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

Jasz Petty  

jazzyspazzo@gmail.com  

8450 25th Ave SW, Unit A  

Seattle, Washington 98106 
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From: Vickie Woo <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2024 8:32 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: RTCC threatens Civil Liberties 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am vehemently opposed to the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

Enough already. There are many other priorities that need your attention and budget $$ much 

more than surveillance technology and hardware. We have hungry residents, homeless 

residents, residents with substance use disorder, a dying downtown, and on and on and on. 

Thank you for reading my comments.  

Vickie Woo  

98121 

Vickie Woo  

vwoo3536@gmail.com  

2440 Western Avenue, Apt 803  

Seattle, Washington 98121 
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From: Kenny Phan <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2024 10:24 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: NO Real Time Crime Center Software - Violates Civil Liberties 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC. The potential for civil liberty violations are 

chilling.  

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, effectively excluding Seattle residents from 

being able to provide input and oversight on the growing Seattle surveillance apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little, if any, 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few transparency 

mechanisms. 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and integrations 

with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous introduction of 

new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights 

Kenny Phan  

ktphan0@gmail.com  

3642 33rd Ave S APT #A306  

Seattle, Washington 98144 
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From: Teresa Sweeney <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2024 11:03 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: RTCC threatens Civil Liberties 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am deeply concerned over the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Teresa Sweeney  

teresasweeney.phd@gmail.com  

2536 1st Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98109 
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From: Elizabeth Carley <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2024 11:15 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: RTCC software is a threat to free speech rights 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and integrations 

with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous introduction of 

new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights. In 2021 LAPD requested bulk camera data targeting Black Lives Matter 

protesters. The data was requested from Amazon Ring, a company that has a history of 

turning over footage to Law Enforcement without a warrant and blatant disregard for user 

privacy. 

In New York City there is evidence that NYPD has used CCTV along with facial recognition 

technology to surveille Black Lives Matter protesters. 

Please do not fund these technologies and instead focus on funding location community 

organizations doing important and effective work to increase resources in these communities 

and decrease violence. Let's invest in our communities instead of surveilling them.  

Elizabeth Carley  

elizabeth.carley@gmail.com  

8317 54th Ave. S.  

SEATTLE, Washington 98118 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2024 2:17 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - undermines our Seattle values as a sanctuary city 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the procurement of RTCC software 

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor.  

ICE has a history of violating local sanctuary city laws and with RTCC software Seattle cannot 

maintain oversight over the data collected. In some cases Customs and Border Control (CBC) 

and ICE can access automated license plate reader data directly.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks 

to protect at risk. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Rachel Seligman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 19, 2024 9:06 AM 
To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 
Subject: Oppose RTCC 
  

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

n a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes. 

Only 1% to 0.2% of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated with 

any crime. 

The city has much better, cost-effective, and equitable ways to reduce violence in 

communities. 
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Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes. 

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence. 

Rachel Seligman  
 

 

  

  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2024 10:30 AM 
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To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose Real Time Crime Center systems. 

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, excluding Seattle residents from being able 

to provide input and oversight over the growing Seattle surveillance apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little if any 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few transparency 

mechanisms. SPD already has a poor track record on preventing their officers from abusing 

law enforcement data. 

RTCC software like Fusus is always adding new AI object recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications. This continuous introduction of new and unvetted 

surveillance capabilities would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Brian Schwartz <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 9:48 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - undermines our Seattle values as a sanctuary city 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the procurement of RTCC software 

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor.  

ICE has a history of violating local sanctuary city laws and with RTCC software Seattle cannot 

maintain oversight over the data collected. In some cases Customs and Border Control (CBC) 

and ICE can access automated license plate reader data directly.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks 

to protect at risk. 

Brian Schwartz  

schwazroda@gmail.com  

500 W Mercer St  

Seattle, Washington 98119 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2311

mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov
mailto:schwazroda@gmail.com


168 
 

From: Sameen Boparai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 11:43 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

n a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated with 

any crime. 

The city has much better, cost-effective, and equitable ways to reduce violence in 

communities.  
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Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Sameen Boparai  

sameenboparai@gmail.com  

400 NE 45th St. Apt. 208  

Seattle, Washington 98105 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 12:06 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - undermines our Seattle values as a sanctuary city 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the procurement of RTCC software 

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor.  

ICE has a history of violating local sanctuary city laws and with RTCC software Seattle cannot 

maintain oversight over the data collected. In some cases Customs and Border Control (CBC) 

and ICE can access automated license plate reader data directly.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks 

to protect at risk. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Vicki McMullin <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 12:28 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - poses risks to those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very concerned about the city's attempt to procure RTCC software. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented people and people 

seeking abortion care or gender-affirming care at risk.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers (ALPRs) which 

gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect at risk. 

Anti-abortion groups have a history of using license plate data. RTCC software allows data to be shared 

across law enforcement agencies. Third party agencies in anti-abortion states could use this data to criminally 

prosecute those seeking abortion in Washington state.  

We cannot ignore the threat to reproductive rights in the context of states across the country including 

neighboring Idaho adopting Texas-style abortion bounty hunter laws. We cannot protect those seeking 

healthcare in Washington state if we are unable to protect sensitive data.  

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care and 

undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

The State of Texas has sought medical records of those who have left their home state where gender-

affirming care is illegal for minors to access gender-affirming care, to seek treatment in Washington, where it 

is legal. With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor. 

Vicki McMullin  

vkimcm@gmail.com  

112 N 49th St  

Seattle, Washington 98103 
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From: Terri Pollock <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 1:13 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I STRONGLY oppose RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Surveillance technology will NOT aid law enforcement in solving crime. 

In a 40 year systematic review with meta-analysis of the efficacy of CCTV the authors 

concluded there were “no significant effects observed for violent crime” and “a body of 

research on the investigatory benefits of CCTV has yet to develop.” 

n a large meta-analysis of ShotSpotter the authors found no significant impacts on arrest 

outcomes.  

Only 1% to 0.2% of ALPR captured license plates are either on a hot list or associated with 

any crime. 

The city has much better, cost-effective, and equitable ways to reduce violence in 

communities.  
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Violence interruption programs work. Neighborhoods that have adopted a Cure Violence 

Model or Group Violence Intervention Models have seen homicides and assaults decrease 

30-50%. The city could scale effective community-led solutions such as the Regional 

Peacekeepers Collective coordinated by the Regional Office of Gun Violence Prevention and 

the Rainier Beach Action Coalition and their Restorative Resolutions project, which has 

already reduced violence in the Rainier Beach neighborhood by 33%. 

Both violent crime and property crime can be reduced by community investments. 

Investments restoring vacant land and community non-profits that tackle violence and build 

community lead to reductions in both violent crime and property crimes.  

Many communities across the country are making investments in preventative community-

centered approaches and are seeing a reduction in crime and violence in the community. 

Violent crime can be reduced by investments in mental health treatment, providing substance-

abuse-treatment facilities, and access to affordable housing. 

Poverty and income inequality are associated with violence, especially assault and homicide. 

Inequality predicts homicides better than any other variable. Evidence supports that this is a 

causal link. And direct income support has been found to reduce firearm violence.  

Terri Pollock  

polterann@gmail.com  

125 NE 51st Street  

Seattle, Washington 98105 
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From: Maureen Brinck-Lund <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 3:24 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - undermines our Seattle values as a sanctuary city 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and a naturalized citizen of USA, and I oppose the procurement of 

RTCC software 

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor.  

ICE has a history of violating local sanctuary city laws and with RTCC software Seattle cannot 

maintain oversight over the data collected. In some cases Customs and Border Control (CBC) 

and ICE can access automated license plate reader data directly.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks 

to protect at risk.  

Thank you. Together we can build a trusting community. Build trust not surveillance. 

Maureen Brinck-Lund  

molundia@gmail.com  

7009 35th Ave. NW  

Seattle, Washington 98117 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, March 25, 2024 9:29 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: RTCC threatens Civil Liberties 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am deeply concerned over the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Terri Cole <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2024 2:40 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: I oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a long-time Seattle resident and have been following the effectiveness of "public safety" 

approaches Seattle employes and the effectiveness of tax-payer dollars employed. I am 

concerned that we are using money in effective vs ineffective ways. 

Data clearly shows that RTCC approaches are costly and ineffective and have the potential to 

violate civil rights. Crucially, this approach does not afford communities from determining what 

surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

I look for public servants to use data to determine how best to employ tax-payer dollars and 

am dismayed that when it comes to public safety, that is not done. Recruiting dollars did not 

return results, and I fear that the purchase, even for a pilot, of RTCC technology will align with 

poor results as seen elsewhere (assume you do your research, but in case not, reference 

Cook County IL results that have been published) and, worse, will further degrade police 

response time and increase harmful SPD actions in overpoliced communities. 

Please use our taxpayer dollars wisely and leverage data. 

Terri Cole  

terrircole@outlook.com  

8319 Jones Avenue Northwest  

Seattle, Washington 98117 
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From: Vickie Woo <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2024 6:24 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident at 98121 and I am deeply concerned about the city's attempt to 

procure RTCC. 

I'm sure others have told you that RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate 

civil rights and liberties and blocks communities from determining what surveillance is used in 

their neighborhoods. Let's be clear, this will not improve public safety.  

Would we not be better served to fund programs to address mental health, drug addiction, 

youth programs, homelessness, hunger/food insecurity, etc.? What kind of city do we want to 

be?  

Thank you for reading my comments. 

Vickie Woo  

vwoo3536@gmail.com  

2440 Western Avenue, Apt 803  

Seattle, Washington 98121 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2024 12:11 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose Dangerous Tech - Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very worried about the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and blocks 

communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC software, like Fusus, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that allow 

the company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police. When an owner 

chooses to share real time access, in many cases the police can access footage without a 

warrant or notification to the owner. There are typically two options a municipality can pursue: 

(1) private citizens register their cameras on the system, and (2) the cameras of private 

citizens can be integrated into the system. With option (1) people have sometimes been 

provided the means to investigate or even to manage how and when the cameras may be 

accessed by law enforcement. In either case, this poses serious safety concerns for all 

community members, especially those already experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Saturday, March 30, 2024 4:47 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - Reject massive surveillance 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC! 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and blocks 

communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC softwares, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that allow the 

company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police, including viewing camera 

footage without a warrant or ongoing consent from the owner.  

This poses serious safety concerns for all community members, especially those already 

experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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From: Barbara Fristoe <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, April 1, 2024 7:31 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - undermines our Seattle values as a sanctuary city 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the procurement of RTCC software 

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor.  

ICE has a history of violating local sanctuary city laws and with RTCC software Seattle cannot 

maintain oversight over the data collected. In some cases Customs and Border Control (CBC) 

and ICE can access automated license plate reader data directly.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks 

to protect at risk. 

Barbara Fristoe  

bfristoe@mac.com  

3418 16th Ave S  

Seattle , Washington 98144 
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From: Geneva Griswold <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, April 1, 2024 9:11 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: RTCC threatens Civil Liberties 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am deeply concerned over the city's attempt to procure RTCC. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care at risk. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an ALPRs which gather enough data to 

reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, and their 

religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect. 

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

Geneva Griswold  

geneva.griswold@gmail.com  

5232 42nd Ave SW  

Seattle, Washington 98136 
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From: Holly Prairie <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, April 3, 2024 11:20 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: RTCC software is a threat to free speech rights 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and integrations 

with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous introduction of 

new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights. In 2021 LAPD requested bulk camera data targeting Black Lives Matter 

protesters. The data was requested from Amazon Ring, a company that has a history of 

turning over footage to Law Enforcement without a warrant and blatant disregard for user 

privacy. 

In New York City there is evidence that NYPD has used CCTV along with facial recognition 

technology to surveille Black Lives Matter protesters. 

Holly Prairie  

hollydance@gmail.com  

825 B NE 67th St  

Seattle, Washington 98115 
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From: alexakunitsugu@hotmail.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, April 3, 2024 11:20 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, 

and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - abortion 

seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization.  

alexakunitsugu@hotmail.com  

7710 22 Ave NE  

Seattle , Washington 98115 
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From: LeTania Severe <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Wednesday, April 3, 2024 7:02 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - Reject massive surveillance 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC! 

RTCC software, such as Fusus, has the potential to violate civil rights and liberties and blocks 

communities from determining what surveillance is used in their neighborhoods.  

RTCC softwares, recruit a vast assortment of privately owned cameras that allow the 

company to bypass laws and restrictions which normally limit police, including viewing camera 

footage without a warrant or ongoing consent from the owner.  

This poses serious safety concerns for all community members, especially those already 

experiencing police violence and surveillance. 

LeTania Severe  

le4severe@gmail.com  

449 24th Ave E  

Seattle, Washington 98112 
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From: Linda Strout <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, April 4, 2024 2:01 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - undermines our Seattle values as a sanctuary city 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the procurement of RTCC software 

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor.  

ICE has a history of violating local sanctuary city laws and with RTCC software Seattle cannot 

maintain oversight over the data collected. In some cases Customs and Border Control (CBC) 

and ICE can access automated license plate reader data directly.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks 

to protect at risk. 

Linda Strout  

lsstrout@gmail.com  

11200 Greenwood Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98133 
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From: Kathleen Anderson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 5, 2024 4:51 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose Real Time Crime Center systems. 

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, excluding Seattle residents from being able 

to provide input and oversight over the growing Seattle surveillance apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little if any 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few transparency 

mechanisms. SPD already has a poor track record on preventing their officers from abusing 

law enforcement data. 

RTCC software like Fusus is always adding new AI object recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications. This continuous introduction of new and unvetted 

surveillance capabilities would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration in opposing RTCC.  

Kathleen Anderson  

klada@comcast.net  

9206 17th Ave. N.E.  

Seattle, Washington 98115 
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CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, 

and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - abortion 

seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization.  

alandaugherty@gmail.com  

2929 1st Ave  

Seattle, Washington 98121 
 

  

 

 

 

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2024 12:32 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which gathers 

enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone lives, works, 
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and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to protect - abortion 

seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and 

criminalization.  

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
 

  

 

 

 

 

From: Linda Strout <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2024 6:16 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - poses risks to those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very concerned about the city's attempt to procure RTCC 

software. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care or gender-affirming care at risk.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where 

2332

mailto:francinelai.1985@gmail.com
mailto:noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
mailto:Privacy@seattle.gov


189 
 

someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks 

to protect at risk. 

Anti-abortion groups have a history of using license plate data. RTCC software allows data to 

be shared across law enforcement agencies. Third party agencies in anti-abortion states could 

use this data to criminally prosecute those seeking abortion in Washington state.  

We cannot ignore the threat to reproductive rights in the context of states across the country 

including neighboring Idaho adopting Texas-style abortion bounty hunter laws. We cannot 

protect those seeking healthcare in Washington state if we are unable to protect sensitive 

data.  

This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance and criminalization. 

The State of Texas has sought medical records of those who have left their home state where 

gender-affirming care is illegal for minors to access gender-affirming care, to seek treatment in 

Washington, where it is legal. With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly 

from the vendor. 

Linda Strout  

lsstrout@gmail.com  

11200 Greenwood Ave N  

Seattle , Washington 98133 

 

 

 

 

 

2333

mailto:lsstrout@gmail.com


190 
 

From: Cassandra Sanderson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 8:50 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose Real Time Crime Center systems. Our Police Force 

is compromised with MAGA Q Anon nuts, how can you give them free reign into our 

lives? 

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, excluding Seattle residents from being 

able to provide input and oversight over the growing Seattle surveillance apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little if 

any oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few 

transparency mechanisms. SPD already has a poor track record on preventing their 

officers from abusing law enforcement data. 

RTCC software like Fusus is always adding new AI object recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications. This continuous introduction of new and 

unvetted surveillance capabilities would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance 

Ordinance. 

Cassandra Sanderson  

cassevolved@gmail.com  

15108 SE 141st Plalce  

Renton, Washington 98059 
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From: Mary Pat DiLeva <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 9:17 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which 

gathers enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone 

lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to 

protect - abortion seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police 

surveillance and criminalization.  

Mary Pat DiLeva  

mpd12000@hotmail.com  

712 15th Ave  

Seattle, Washington 98122 
 

  

 

 
 

 

  

 

 

 

 

From: Bonnie Feldberg <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Friday, April 12, 2024 11:28 AM 
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To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: Oppose RTCC 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose Real Time Crime Center systems. 

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, excluding Seattle residents from being able 

to provide input and oversight over the growing Seattle surveillance apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little if any 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few transparency 

mechanisms. SPD already has a poor track record on preventing their officers from abusing 

law enforcement data. 

RTCC software like Fusus is always adding new AI object recognition algorithms and 

integrations with third-party applications. This continuous introduction of new and unvetted 

surveillance capabilities would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Bonnie Feldberg  

bsf1217@gmail.com  

930 Martin Luther King Jr Way  

Seattle, Washington 98122 
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From: Thomas Moriarty <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, April 14, 2024 9:45 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - poses risks to those seeking abortion or gender-affirming care 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I am very concerned about the city's attempt to procure 

RTCC software. 

These technologies undercut Seattle’s values as a sanctuary city, putting undocumented 

people and people seeking abortion care or gender-affirming care at risk.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including 

where someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that 

Seattle seeks to protect at risk. 

Anti-abortion groups have a history of using license plate data. RTCC software allows 

data to be shared across law enforcement agencies. Third party agencies in anti-

abortion states could use this data to criminally prosecute those seeking abortion in 

Washington state.  

We cannot ignore the threat to reproductive rights in the context of states across the 

country including neighboring Idaho adopting Texas-style abortion bounty hunter laws. 

We cannot protect those seeking healthcare in Washington state if we are unable to 

protect sensitive data.  
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This technology puts vulnerable populations -- those seeking abortion or gender-

affirming care and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police surveillance 

and criminalization. 

The State of Texas has sought medical records of those who have left their home state 

where gender-affirming care is illegal for minors to access gender-affirming care, to seek 

treatment in Washington, where it is legal. With RTCC software - third party’s could 

access data directly from the vendor. 

Thomas Moriarty  

orcrist11122@gmail.com  

2124 California Ave. SW  

Seattle, Washington 98116 
 

  

From: Thomas Moriarty <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Sunday, April 14, 2024 9:44 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC - this puts vulnerable communities at risk 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I oppose RTCC. 

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into a license plate reader which 

gathers enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including where someone 

lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that Seattle seeks to 
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protect - abortion seekers and undocumented people - at a much higher threat of police 

surveillance and criminalization.  

Thomas Moriarty  

orcrist11122@gmail.com  

2124 California Ave. SW  

Seattle, Washington 98116 
 

  

From: mcgrathjill40@gmail.com <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Monday, April 15, 2024 4:28 PM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: No RTCC software - undermines our Seattle values as a sanctuary city 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a Seattle resident and I oppose the procurement of RTCC software 

With RTCC software - third party’s could access data directly from the vendor.  

ICE has a history of violating local sanctuary city laws and with RTCC software Seattle 

cannot maintain oversight over the data collected. In some cases Customs and Border 

Control (CBC) and ICE can access automated license plate reader data directly.  

RTCC software like Fusus can turn any camera into an automated license plate readers 

(ALPRs) which gather enough data to reveal sensitive personal information, including 

where someone lives, works, and their religious affiliation. This puts communities that 

Seattle seeks to protect at risk. 
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mcgrathjill40@gmail.com  

6743 Palatine Ave N  

Seattle, Washington 98103 
 

   

 

  

 

 

From: Francine Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>  

Sent: Tuesday, April 16, 2024 11:00 AM 

To: Privacy <Privacy@seattle.gov> 

Subject: NO Real Time Crime Center Software - Violates Civil Liberties 

 

CAUTION: External Email 

Seattle Information Technology, 

I am a resident of Seattle and I oppose RTCC. The potential for civil liberty violations are 

chilling.  

The privatization of policing represented by relying on private consumers to expand the 

camera network undermines democratic values, effectively excluding Seattle residents from 

being able to provide input and oversight on the growing Seattle surveillance apparatus. 

RTCC software creates conditions that are ripe for police abuse, as it provides little, if any, 

oversight for how police use it, little documentation or auditable logs, and few transparency 

mechanisms. 
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RTCC software like Fusus continually adds new image recognition algorithms and integrations 

with third-party applications via the software’s AI capabilities. This continuous introduction of 

new and unvetted surveillance tools would be in violation of Seattle’s Surveillance Ordinance. 

Surveillance is about the power to watch and intervene in a variety of situations, whether 

criminal or not, and surveillance technology has potential to have a chilling effect on free 

speech rights 

Francine Lai  

francinelai.1985@gmail.com  

2737 Nw Pine Cone Pl  

Issaquah, Washington 98027 
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Overview 

This Executive Overview documents information about the collection, use, sharing, security, and access 

controls for data that is gathered through Seattle Police Department's (SPD) Real-Time Crime Center (RTCC). All 

information provided here is contained in the body of the full Surveillance Impact Review (SIR) document but is 

provided in a condensed format for easier access and consideration. 

 

1.0 Technology Description 

Real-Time Crime Center (RTCC) software provides a centralized location for real-time information and analysis. 

At its core, RTCC software integrates dispatch, camera, officer location, 911 calls, records management systems, 

and other information into one “pane of glass” (a single view). The software is used to alert RTCC staff to a 

serious criminal event, see multiple streams of information overlaid on a map view, and convey information to 

officers responding in the field. 

2.0 Purpose 

The purpose of RTCC software is to provide situational awareness to increase officer and citizen safety, and 

reactively investigate incidents. Having real-time, accurate information in one place helps increase reliability 

regarding the location of victims and suspects – enabling quicker aide and safer apprehension. Having better 

visual and spatial suspect information will help reduce unnecessary stops by officers, focusing their efforts on 

verified locations and accurate descriptions. 

3.0 Data Collection and Use 

The RTCC software integrates data from other SPD systems into a centralized location for real-time information 

and analysis. Data feeding into RTCC could come from dispatch, CCTVs, officer location, 911 calls, records 

management systems (RMS), ALPR, geographic information systems (GIS), and other information systems. 

Information from some of these systems may be stored in storage related to the RTCC software to provide a 

comprehensive record of an incident. Storage of information not used for investigations or law-enforcement 

uses would be for 30 days maximum. 

SPD Policy 7.010 governs the submission of evidence and requires that all collected evidence be documented in 

a General Offense (GO) Report. Evidence is submitted to the Evidence Unit and associated with a specific GO 

Number and investigation.  

4.0 Data Minimization & Retention 

The RTCC software is used to integrate data from various sources used by SPD into one place, a single view. All 

data sources have their own pre-existing controls in place to minimize inadvertent or improper collection, as 

outlined in previous surveillance impact reports for the relevant technology. 

The RTCC software itself will store some of the data from the integrated systems to provide a comprehensive 

picture of an incident. Data that is not part of a criminal investigation will be subject to a 30-day retention 

policy, after which it will be purged from the system.  
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5.0 Access & Security 

Access 

Only authorized SPD, OPA, and OIG users can access the RTCC software platform.  Access to the 

systems/technology is limited to authorized personnel via password-protected login credentials. 

Data extracted from the system/technology and entered into investigative files is securely inputted and used on 

SPD’s password-protected network with access limited to authorized detectives and identified supervisory 

personnel. 

All SPD employees are backgrounded and access is controlled by SPD Manual Title 12 provisions governing 

Department Information Systems including SPD Policy 12.040 - Department-Owned Computers, Devices & 

Software, SPD Policy 12.050 - Criminal Justice Information Systems, SPD Policy 12.080 – Department Records 

Access, Inspection & Dissemination, SPD Policy 12.110 – Use of Department E-mail & Internet Systems, and 

SPD Policy 12.111 – Use of Cloud Storage Services. 

All use of the RTCC will be for legitimate law enforcement purposes only. Personal or inappropriate use or 

dissemination of information can result in internal discipline, termination, and penalties under federal or state 

law.  

Security 

Any incident or multimedia data extracted from the system will be stored in a method compliant with the FBI’s 

CJIS requirements. The specific details are vendor dependent, but could include either cloud storage or on-

premise storage. The storage configuration may vary from vendor to vendor, but SPD expects similar industry 

standards when it comes to cloud storage and access controls. 

Retention period for data stored in RTCC software storage will be 30 days, data will be overwritten after that 

retention period expires. Data associated with criminal investigations will get saved as evidence in SPD’s digital 

evidence locker consistent with retention guidelines for evidence. 

Audits from the OIG or other official auditors will be allowed as needed. 

6.0 Data Sharing and Accuracy 

Data obtained from the technology may be shared outside SPD with the other agencies, entities, or individuals 

within legal guidelines or as required by law. Data may be shared with outside entities in connection with 

criminal prosecutions.  

Data may be made available to requesters pursuant to the Washington Public Records Act, Chapter 42.56 RCW 

(“PRA”). SPD will apply applicable exemptions to the data before disclosing to a requester.  Individuals have the 

right to inspect criminal history record information maintained by the department (RCW 10.97.030, SPD Policy 

12.050). Individuals can access their own information by submitting a public disclosure request. 

Per SPD Policy 12.080, the Crime Records Unit is responsible for receiving, recording, and responding to 

requests “for General Offense Reports from other City departments and from other law enforcement agencies, 

as well as from insurance companies.” 
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Discrete pieces of data collected by the RTCC software may be shared with other law enforcement agencies in 

wanted bulletins, and in connection with law enforcement investigations jointly conducted with those agencies, 

or in response to requests from law enforcement agencies investigating criminal activity as governed by SPD 

Policy 12.050 and 12.110.  All requests for data from Federal Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) 

authorities are referred to the Mayor’s Office Legal Counsel in accordance with the Mayoral Directive, dated 

February 6, 2018. 

SPD shares data with authorized researchers pursuant to properly execute research and confidentiality 

agreements as provided by SPD Policy 12.055.  This sharing may include discrete pieces of data related to 

specific investigative files collected by the devices.   

7.0 Equity Concerns 

The mission of the Seattle Police Department is to prevent crime, enforce the law, and support quality public 

safety by delivering respectful, professional, and dependable police services. SPD Policy 5.140 forbids bias-

based policing and outlines processes for reporting and documenting any suspected bias-based behavior and 

other accountability measures. This pilot will be data-informed and guided. It will terminate if data suggests the 

technology is ineffective. Utilizing the abilities of the Performance Analytics and Research Unit, the Seattle 

Police Department has a plan to actively manage performance measures reflecting the “total cost of ownership 

of public safety,” Equity, Accountability, and Quality (“EAQ”), which includes measures of disparate impact and 

over policing. In addition to a robust Continuous Intervention Assessment designed to inform, in real-time, the 

active development of a safer and more effective, Evidence-Based Policing (EBP) competency, the EAQ program 

assures just right policing is achieved with undue collateral harm.  

It's worth noting that many factors can contribute to disparate impacts in policing, most of which occur early in 

a person’s life, long before there is engagement with the police. For example, systems and policies that 

perpetuate poverty, the failure to provide children with the strong and fair start they deserve in the crucial 

birth-to-five years, inadequate public education, and a lack of economic opportunity can all contribute to 

disparate outcomes. In addition, family dynamics and peer pressure can also create negative outcomes. We 

recognize these factors and strive to do our part to mitigate them, but we can’t expect our police officers by 

themselves to cure these contributory factors. However, we do expect our officers to do their jobs respectfully 

and fairly as they interact with community members.  

These technologies are location-specific, with a place-based focus, meaning they will record people who 

choose to be in a public place where the technologies are being used. This mitigating factor reduces, to an 

extent, the possible disparate impact of potential police actions. 
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE 

Department: Dept. Contact: CBO Contact: 

Seattle Police Department Nick Zajchowski, SPD Geoffrey Detweiler 

 

1. BILL SUMMARY 

 

Legislation Title: AN ORDINANCE relating to surveillance technology implementation; and 

authorizing approval of uses and accepting the 2024 surveillance impact report and 2024 

executive overview for the Seattle Police Department’s use of Real-Time Crime Center software. 

 

Summary and Background of the Legislation: Pursuant to SMC Chapter 14.18 (also known as 

the Surveillance Ordinance), any City department intending to acquire surveillance technology 

shall, prior to acquisition, must obtain Council ordinance approval of the acquisition and a 

surveillance impact report for the technology. This legislation authorizes the approval of the 

Surveillance Impact Report (SIR) for Seattle Police Department’s use of Real-Time Crime 

Center software.  

 

The City of Seattle is exploring new technologies to help deter and detect criminal activity in 

specific locations where gun violence, human trafficking, and persistent felony crime is 

concentrated. The Technology Assisted Crime Prevention Pilot Project is a new public safety 

program that will combine a Closed-Circuit Television (CCTV) System with Real-Time Crime 

Center (RTCC) software together in one view. The group of new technologies is one component 

to an overall One Seattle Safety Framework and will help the City’s public safety response to aid 

victims, hold accountable those responsible for gun violence, alert real-time crime center staff to 

a serious criminal event, see multiple streams of information overlaid on a map view, and convey 

that information to officers who are responding in the field. Based on the police department’s 

analysis of concentrated crime, we have chosen three locations for the pilot project: (1) Aurora 

Avenue North in North Seattle, (2) the Chinatown-International District, including Little Saigon, 

and (3) the Third Avenue corridor downtown. 

 

2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

Does this legislation create, fund, or amend a CIP Project?   Yes  No  

 

3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 

Does this legislation have financial impacts to the City?   Yes  No 
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3.d. Other Impacts 

 

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to The City of Seattle, including direct or 

indirect, one-time or ongoing costs, that are not included in Sections 3.a through 3.c? If so, 

please describe these financial impacts. 

 

The project is currently in preliminary phases of planning due to the SIR process. There may be 

additional costs and positions associated with this project post-SIR approval as the project 

planning effort increases. 

 

A dependency for the deployment of CCTV cameras is the acquisition of Real-Time Crime 

Center (RTCC) software, which brings cameras and other systems together in one single viewing 

platform. To save licensing costs, SPD is planning to forego the purchase of video management 

system licenses and use the RTCC software as the viewing and management platform for the 

CCTV cameras. Bringing video and other information systems together in the RTCC platform 

will allow users to quickly assess an incident scene without toggling between windows of 

different applications.    

 

If the legislation has costs, but they can be absorbed within existing operations, please 

describe how those costs can be absorbed. The description should clearly describe if the 

absorbed costs are achievable because the department had excess resources within their 

existing budget or if by absorbing these costs the department is deprioritizing other work 

that would have used these resources.  

 

Please describe any financial costs or other impacts of not implementing the legislation.  

 

There are expected to be impacts in the form of efficiencies in deploying patrol officers and 

assisting with investigations. These impacts will be explored as part of the planned evaluation of 

the pilot. 

 

4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

a. Please describe how this legislation may affect any departments besides the originating 

department. 

This legislation does not affect other departments. The technology under review is used 

exclusively by the Seattle Police Department. 

 

b. Does this legislation affect a piece of property? If yes, please attach a map and explain 

any impacts on the property. Please attach any Environmental Impact Statements, 

Determinations of Non-Significance, or other reports generated for this property.  

No. 
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c. Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social 

Justice Initiative.  

i. How does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged 

communities? How did you arrive at this conclusion? In your response please 

consider impacts within City government (employees, internal programs) as well 

as in the broader community. 

The Surveillance Ordinance in general is designed to address civil liberties and 

disparate community impacts of surveillance technologies. Each Surveillance Impact 

Review included in the attachments, as required by the Surveillance Ordinance, 

include a Racial Equity Toolkit review adapted for this purpose. 

 

ii. Please attach any Racial Equity Toolkits or other racial equity analyses in the 

development and/or assessment of the legislation. 

 

iii. What is the Language Access Plan for any communications to the public? 

The SIR documents are translated into the tier 1 recommend languages and are posted 

online. 

 

d. Climate Change Implications  

i. Emissions: How is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions 

in a material way? Please attach any studies or other materials that were used to 

inform this response. 

No. 

 

ii. Resiliency: Will the action(s) proposed by this legislation increase or decrease 

Seattle’s resiliency (or ability to adapt) to climate change in a material way? If 

so, explain. If it is likely to decrease resiliency in a material way, describe what 

will or could be done to mitigate the effects. 

No. 

 

e. If this legislation includes a new initiative or a major programmatic expansion: What 

are the specific long-term and measurable goal(s) of the program? How will this 

legislation help achieve the program’s desired goal(s)? What mechanisms will be used 

to measure progress towards meeting those goals? 

The pilot will be evaluated under a Continuous Impact Assessment framework. Outside 

academic subject matter experts will be retained to design and manage an evaluation plan 

with an assessment at the end of one year and another at the end of year two. 

 

5. CHECKLIST 

 

 Is a public hearing required? 

 

 Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle 

Times required? 
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 If this legislation changes spending and/or revenues for a fund, have you reviewed 

the relevant fund policies and determined that this legislation complies?  

 

 Does this legislation create a non-utility CIP project that involves a shared financial 

commitment with a non-City partner agency or organization?  

 

6. ATTACHMENTS 

 

Summary Attachments: None. 
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