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Mayor Seiler called the City Commission Conference Meeting of September 7, 2016 to order at 1:36 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Present: 5 - Commissioner Bruce G. Roberts, Vice Mayor Dean J. Trantalis,
Commissioner Robert L. McKinzie, Commissioner Romney Rogers
and Mayor John P. "Jack" Seiler

Also Present: City Manager Lee R. Feldman, City Auditor John Herbst,
City Clerk Jeffrey A. Modarelli, City Attorney Cynthia Everett,
City Auditor John Herbst, and Sergeant At Arms Heather Lee

CITY COMMISSION REPORTS

Events and Matters of Interest

Members of the Commission announced recent and upcoming events
and matters of interest.

Town Hall Meeting

Commissioner Roberts announced the success of his telephone Town
Hall Meeting on Tuesday, August 30, 2016 noting there were calls City
wide, across district questions, and to County wide questions.

Events

Commissioner Roberts also stated he represented the City at a Town
Hall Meeting with Senator Nelson. Items of discussion included the
Zika Virus issue and the battle for Zika Virus funding in Washington,
DC, the business climate within the City and Broward County, the
grant the City received for the Firefighter's Wellness, and the
transportation needs of the City.

Commissioner Roberts noted his attendance at the “FedUp” Rally at
Stranahan Park to address the opioid use and the opioid overdoses
stating State Senator Moraitis, County Commissioner Chip LaMarca,
Dr. Osgood from the Broward County School Board was also in
attendance as well as a representative from the States Attorney
Office. Discussions ensued on this topic and the uptick of drug
overdoses in the City. Mayor Seiler asked City Manager Feldman to
coordinate a discussion on this issue with Police Chief Adderley and
placing it on a future Conference Agenda for discussion. Further
discussions ensued on this topic and the Fire Department
administering over 200 doses of Narcan over eighteen months.
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Commissioner Roberts noted the “Galleria Live” Planning and Zoning
Board Advisory Committee Hearing had been moved back another month
to October 2016.

Employee Healthcare

Commissioner Roberts raised the issue of healthcare with City employees
and how the Commission will address this concern. Specific concerns
include the timing of these decisions and how the decisions are being
made that will affect City Employees. Commissioner Roberts noted
employees concerns include their need for more time to participate in
resolving this problem being encountering. City Manager Feldman stated
the City has five different tiers of insurance under three separate
healthcare plans for a total of fifteen different adjustments. City Manager
Feldman stated the enrollment period would begin in October 2016.
Commissioner Roberts recommended starting the enroliment period later
than October 2016. Further discussions ensued.

Surtax

Commissioner Roberts noted the MPO’s website
www.apennyatwork.com that is an informational/educational piece vetted
by the MPQ’s attorney, addressing the surtax referendum item on the
November 2016 ballot. He noted the website shows the ballot language
and talks about the time frames, and is clarifying for the voters.
Commissioner Roberts also stated this website illustrates all the projects
the money is allocated for within the County should the voters pass this
item in November. Further discussions ensued.

Bill Keith Preserve

Commissioner Rogers raised the issue of Bill Keith Preserve Park noting
the Park is eroding and is located next door to failed marina development.
Commission Rogers noted that at a meeting with nearby residents and
Phil Thornburg of the City’s Parks and Recreation Department, they asked
this remedied. Additionally, the failed marina is being redeveloped and
the developer is asking for a setback waiver for dredging next to the
preserve of 25 feet to develop dock-condominiums. Further discussions
ensued on the waiver request’s impact on the park noting there were
many moving parts and homeowners are concerned. Further discussions
ensued.

Riverland Road Project

Commissioner Rogers passed out a spread sheet and pictures prepared
by Parks and Recreation of the Black Property Design Plan for the
Riverland Road project to the Commission. A copy of these is attached to
these minutes. Questions, comments, and discussions ensued.
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Shippey House

Commissioner Rogers noted receipt of a good report on Shippey
House. Commissioner Rogers also noted on October 10, 2016, there
will be the grand opening of the Police Substation at Harbor Shops
noting this is due to the uptick in car break-ins in the area. Comments
and discussions ensued.

17th Street Mobility Plan

Commissioner Rogers stated the meeting between the Port, the
County, and City stakeholders and property owners on the 17th
Causeway Transportation Mobility Plan will reconvene on Monday,
September 12, 2016.

Flagler Village Art
Vice Mayor Trantalis noted the continued turnout for the Flagler

Village Artwalk and the increased turnout and quality of art. He
encouraged the entire Commission to take the Trolley Ride between
the Mass Art District on the north end and the FAT District on
Northwest 1st Avenue.

South Middle River Improvements

Vice Mayor Trantalis briefly summarized his attendance at the Florida
League of Cities noting many cities around the state desire the level
of real estate development we have in our City. Vice Mayor Trantalis
thanked the Commission and the City Manager for their efforts with
the success of the NW 15th Street Complete Streets Project noting it
has completely transformed the appearance of the neighborhood and
the feeling of hope that has been instilled in the South Middle River
area as illustrated by improved landscaping and remodeling in the
area.

Vice Mayor Trantalis noted the success of the drug related sting
operation in the South Middle River neighborhood, a coordinated
operation by the City’s Police Department, federal law enforcement,
and the community who communicated and participated in the effort
which resulted in the arrest of 22 drug dealers. Vice Mayor Trantalis
thanked everyone involved and noted this is “just the tip of the
iceberg”.

Vice Mayor Trantalis noted the groundbreaking ceremony for the 13th
Street Complete Streets Project on Wednesday, September 14, 2016,
stating he was hopeful it would transform this neighborhood. Vice
Mayor Trantalis also noted developers have spoken with him about
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reinvesting in this neighborhood due to the City targeting this area to
create development. Further discussions and comments ensued
regarding this making traffic on Sunrise Boulevard and ways to
possibly open up streets that are currently closed off the north side of
Sunrise Boulevard. Mayor Seiler recommended putting this subject on
a future Conference Agenda for discussion after Vice Mayor Trantalis
has an opportunity to discuss it with his constituents in this
neighborhood along with input from the Police Department.

Events

Vice Mayor Trantalis noted on September 13, 2016, at 6:00 p.m. at
Fort Lauderdale High School there will be Town Hall Forum regarding
the reconfiguration of Northeast 4th Avenue from Sunrise Boulevard
up to the Wilton Manors boundary. He encouraged anyone in this
area who is affected by this attend. Vice Mayor Trantalis confirmed
that Wilton Manors has voted to narrow Wilton Drive. Further
discussions ensued on this topic.

Vice Mayor Trantalis thanked FDOT for reconfiguring the landscape
plan for A1A in the beach area as a result of the Zika Virus concerns.

Sebastian Street Land Swap

Vice Mayor Trantalis asked City Manager Feldman about the
Commission receiving a term sheet from the developer regarding the
proposed land swap on Sebastian Street. City Manager Feldman
stated the term sheet is being worked on and will be on the City
Commission Conference Agenda for the next meeting.

Las Olas Corridor

Regarding the Las Olas Corridor Improvement Project, Vice Mayor
Trantalis stated it came to his attention that there is property just to the
rear of the Las Olas Beach Club that once had an apartment building
and a parking garage. He stated it was suggested, as an alternative
parking garage site, should the City decide to build a parking garage,
and this could be an alternative site for a parking garage that may be
more appropriate as it is tucked away from waterfront views. Vice
Mayor Trantalis stated he would discuss this further with City Manager
Feldman following tonight's meeting. Further discussions ensued.

Lincoln Park

Commissioner McKinzie raised an issue at Lincoln Park noting there is
a growing number of people hanging out there and participating in
such activities as full scale gambling, drinking, etc. He stated he is
working with the City’s Department of Parks and Recreation on
addressing these issues during the day. However, his concern is with
these activities taking place afterhours, i.e., after 9:00 p.m.
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Further discussions ensued.

Events

Commissioner McKinzie announced the upcoming golf tournament for
the Sistrunk Festival on November 10, 2016, at the Fort Lauderdale
Country Club. He noted for further details the contact person is Tim
McGovern, Community Program Supervisor.

Budget Advisory Board and CRA Board

Commissioner McKinzie noted his previous comments regarding the
Budget Advisory Board (BAB) being a model for the entire City’s
Advisory Boards and the Commissions concurrence. Commissioner
McKinzie suggested to City Manager Feldman moving forward with the
three CRA Advisory Boards and other Boards being modeled after the
BAB along with Mayor Seiler's recommendation of the Commission
having a workshop to implement this action. Further discussions
ensued.

Department of Sustainable Development

Commissioner McKinzie commented on the memo regarding the
turnaround of the City’s Department of Sustainable Development
stating he does not want to send the wrong message to developers as
in certain situations, there may be additional issues to address in the
application for building permit. Commissioner McKinzie stated he has
asked Assistant City Manager Chris Lagerbloom and his staff to detail
the information regarding permitting it sends to the Commission
regarding building permitting timelines as it may not always be a 44
day turnaround time as each case is different. Further discussions
ensued.

Employee Healthcare
Mayor Seiler stated he wants to ensure the City is providing affordable
and accessible healthcare for its employees and their families.

Sister City, Medellin, Columbia

Mayor Seiler discussed his visit to Sister City, Medellin, Columbia, on
behalf of the City with City Staff, and staff from FAU. He noted the
outstanding success of the trip and the mutually beneficial
partnerships and other things learned and shared during the visit.
Further discussions and examples of what was learned ensued.

Events

Mayor Seiler thanked all those involved and sponsored the half way to
St. Patrick’s Day event. Mayor Seiler noted the successful
groundbreaking at The Gale and the role Vice Mayor Trantalis played,
which resulted in a win-win for the City. Mayor Seiler noted the very
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productive League of Cities Meeting where he received many
accolades on City Manager Feldman and his new role as head of the
International City/County Management Association. Mayor Seiler
thanked the positive neighborhood efforts in the 15th Street and 4th
Avenue area for the activism of their community leaders in fighting the
crime and blight battles. Mayor Seiler noted his attendance at the Big
Ideas Conference held at the Riverside Hotel stating it resulted in very
good and interesting ideas which he will discuss further in the future.
Mayor Seiler noted the 15th Anniversary of 9/11 and there are
ceremonies being held at the Fort Lauderdale Fire Museum in
conjunction with the City’s Police and Fire Departments as well as the
airlines pilots and flight attendants in the aviation industry who were
also impacted by the events of 9/11. Mayor Seiler encouraged the
Commission to support this event.

Christopher Sheehan

Mayor Seiler noted the very sad loss of Detective Christopher
Sheehan to a tragic accident and acknowledged the dignified,
respectful ceremony held in his honor at the Broward Center for
Performing Arts and thanking both the City’s Police Department and
Fire Department. He also thanked City Staff for all their efforts and
participation in the ceremony for Detective Sheehan noting his family’s
history of public service in our City.

Budget Advisory Board and CRA Board

Mayor Seiler stated he agreed with Commissioner McKinzie regarding
the CRA Board and other Boards being modeled after the BAB and
having a workshop to implement this action. Mayor Seiler thanked the
BAB stating they could not be more thorough and concise. Further
discussions ensued on doing workshops with all three CRA Advisory
Boards.

CONFERENCE REPORTS

CF-1  16-0939 Quarterly Investment Report for Period Ending June 30, 2016

City Manager Feldman stated City Staff is currently finishing up the
RFP for Passive Investment for the OPEB Trust and will be meeting
with Cemetery Advisory Board at their September 2016 Meeting to
discuss the Commission’s desire that they switch to passive
investment as well. Further discussions ensued on the performance
of the GERS among the Commission and City Auditor Herbst.

Kirk Buffington, Finance Director, addressed the Commission on this
item stating the $12,000,000 in the OPEB Trust is cash Treasuries in
a separate account awaiting the investment strategy to be put in place
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through the RFP noting it does help offset the cost that the City incurs
on its banking. Further comments and discussions ensued on the
Quarterly Investment Report for Period Ending June 30, 2016,
including active and passive management of City funds.

Mayor Seiler recognized Mr. Paul Chettle, 200 S. Birch Road, who
addressed the Commission with his comments, thoughts, concerns,
and questions regarding this item.

Vice Mayor Trantalis asked City Manager Feldman about contributions
for the City's Pension Funds obligations. City Manager Feldman
stated there are two components involved with the contributions to the
City's Pension Funds, the normal retirement contribution and the
contribution related to the unfunded liability. The normal retirement
contribution is based upon actuarial tables, payroll, and it pays for the
benefits. The unfunded liability is like a mortgage on a house, having
a principal and interest payment because the benefit that was granted
was funded over a 30 year period and each year you pay principal and
interest. The interest the City has to pay on the plan is based upon
the actuarial rate of return which is 7.5 percent. Had those dollars
been in the plan and not unfunded, the plan would theoretically be
earning 7.5 percent. Additionally, the normal retirement piece is also
looking at the assumed rate of return and to the extent it
underperforms, “smoothing” (averaged over a five-year spread). The
actuaries determine what the City’s contribution must be based upon
these components. Further discussions ensued on this topic.

Mayor Seiler recommended to Mr. Chettle that he may want to
consider participating as a member of the BAB as it currently has a
vacancy.

Mayor Seiler recognized Mr. Charles King, 105 N. Victoria Park Road,
who addressed the Commission with his comments, thoughts,
concerns, and questions regarding this item.

Mayor Seiler recognized Count Rosenthal, 1237 NW 7th Avenue, who
addressed the Commission with his comments, thoughts, concerns,
questions regarding this item.

Mayor Seiler confirmed for Commissioner Roberts that the City
Commission will have a workshop on the issue of investment
strategies. Mayor Seiler invited Mr. Paul Chettle to participate in this
workshop.

OLD/NEW BUSINESS
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BUS-1 16-1024 Transit Master Plan Presentation

Diana Alarcon, Director of Transportation and Mobility, addressed the
Commission on the Transit Master Plan Presentation and introduced
Mr. Joel Rey of Tindale Oliver & Associates who continued the
presentation of the City’s Transit Master Plan Presentation to the
Commission from the City Commission Conference Meeting of August
16, 2016. Discussions and questions ensued during the presentation.

A copy of this presentation is attached to these minutes.

BUS-2 16-1079 Update on Request for Proposals (RFP) for 911 Public Safety
Communications Center

City Manager Feldman updated the Commission on the Request for
Proposals (RFP) for 911 Public Safety Communications Center noting
the need for the Commission to confirm that they wish to move
forward with its own 911 Public Safety Communications Center.

Vice Mayor Trantalis confirmed the agreement of all members of the
Commission for the need to ensure the best 911 system is in place
that will respond to the calls from the City’s citizens in an effective,
timely manner and noting the number of complaints regarding the
current County 911 system. Further discussions ensued on staffing a
new City run 911 system with qualified personnel. Vice Mayor
Trantalis noted that when the City previously had its own 911 system it
was staffed appropriately. City Manager Feldman stated at that time,
it was a bifurcated system and all the Police call takers were BSO
employees who were previously City employees, and the Fire
dispatchers were City employees. Additionally, as a result of attrition,
former City employees no longer staff the County system.

Commissioner Roberts noted he would like the City to return to its own
911 System and the need for a Closest Unit Response. Further
discussions ensued on the City having its own 911 Public Safety
Communications Center and the recent report issued on this topic by
the County.

Fire Rescue Chief Ahearn addressed Vice Mayor Trantalis’s question
about the City’s ability to successfully reestablish and staff its own 911
Call Center with the caliber of trained professionals to provide the City
with a superior level of 911 service above what is currently being
provided by the County.

Fire Rescue Chief Ahearn stated that if the City provides a turnkey
system from an expert through the RFP process, providing an
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adequate pay schedule and pay package for staffing a City run 911
Call Center, it would attract the qualified people noting the training
process would be lengthy. Further discussions ensued. Chief Ahearn
emphasized the need for qualified people. The City should be looking
for the best in the marketplace and if the City pays the appropriate
level of compensation, the City should be able to hire the necessary
personnel. Further discussions ensued regarding the cost and staffing
for the City to run its own 911 Public Safety Communications Center.

Chief Ahearn stated much of this data and information currently
resides with the County and there is a problem getting this information
from the County to evaluate this option. Further discussions ensued
on the County system and the aspects and challenges of a merged
system, the need for a cost benefit analysis, and finding a way to
make the current system work without having complete control over
the current system. Vice Mayor Trantalis stated the City
Commission’s number one responsibility to take care of its residents
and the current system is not up to par. Further discussions ensued
on working with the County to improve the current system through
addressing issues such as low morale, training, better management,
and other issues.

Mayor Seiler asked Police Assistant Chief Major Michael Gregory the
feelings of the Police Chiefs in Broward County on this topic. Major
Gregory, part of the Communications Task Force, addressed the City
Commission stating there is a great deal of concern among the Police
Chiefs throughout Broward County regarding the 911 Public Safety
Communications Center noting that the Office of Communications and
Technology at the County stands between the municipalities and the
Broward County Sheriff’'s Department when the need for
improvements within the system arise. Further discussions ensued on
the report, concerns previously voiced that went unaddressed, the
baseline metrics used, and the need for improvements within the 911
Public Safety Communications Center. Police Assistant Chief Major
Michael Gregory stated the County will have a new Motorola CAD
System in place and running in early 2017. Further discussions
ensued on other aspects such as staffing at the County for the 911
Public Safety Communications Center and other items noted in the
report.

City Manager Feldman stated there are three parts to the County’s
Report on the 911 Public Safety Communications Centers. The first of
which is the Assessment which will remain a draft until the County
Commission acknowledges it and accepts it. City Manager Feldman
stated Part Two will be the Recommendations of specific ways to
improve the system. Police Assistant Chief Major Michael Gregory
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stated Part Three will be the Implementation of the Recommendations
in Part Two after vetting by Fire and Law Enforcement Chiefs.

Commissioner Rogers recommended giving the County three years to
improve the system, noting that it is currently year two. Commissioner
Roberts disagreed and further discussions ensued. Members of the
Commission noted that the cost of the City implementing its own 911
Public Safety Communications Center is a major concern with no
guarantee that the City system would be better.

Discussions ensued on moving forward with the RFP and City
Manager Feldman noted there were three to four companies around
the country who could potentially respond but none are located in
South Florida. Further discussions ensued on making a decision of
whether to take the 911 Public Safety Communications Center back in
house. Police Assistant Chief Major Michael Gregory stated going
with a contractor to shepherd the City through the process with the
necessary expertise and experience would ensure a successful in
house 911 Public Safety Communications Center and would provide
City Staff with the necessary training, experience and expertise.

City Manager Feldman stated that Paul Berg, Public Works Director,
has had previous experience setting up a 911 System when working in
lllinois. Mr. Berg addressed the Commission on this subject
emphasizing the need for the technical support as the entire system
relies on the best technology, and the best training to back it up. Mr.
Berg stated the County is capable of doing the same thing as the City.
After attending the meeting last week, Mr. Berg noted the County’s
findings were on target. However, the end result will be what will the
County do with their findings. Mr. Berg stated he thought the County
is taking steps in the right direction noting major problems with their
frequencies and there will be a significant cost to the City to address
these issues. City Manager Feldman noted although the dispatch was
tied to the radio’s, the City will need to upgrade its radio system
regardless of whether the City stays with the County’s 911 System at a
cost of approximately $7,00,000 over time.

Mayor Seiler recommended scheduling this item for a vote at an
evening meeting and in the interim, due to the enormous price tag,
find out what other cities (through the League of Cities) have created a
dispatch system in the last three or four years and now have it
successfully up and running to assist in shepherding the City through
the process with the latest technology and the best staffing for
dispatching services. Commissioner McKinzie recommended tasking
a member of City Staff to do the necessary research to find out what
currently works well in another area of the country so the Commission
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could make a more informed decision. Mayor Seiler recommended getting
feedback from County dispatchers who were formerly City dispatchers prior to
the systems merging. Further discussions ensued.

Mayor Seiler recognized Count Rosenthal, 1237 NW 7th Avenue, who
addressed the Commission with his comments, thoughts, concerns, questions
regarding this item, and recommending the Commission do more research
before voting on an RFP for the City’s 911 Public Safety Communications
Center independent of the County’s.

Mayor Seiler recognized Mr. Charles King, 105 N. Victoria Park Road, who
addressed the Commission with his comments, thoughts, concerns, and
questions regarding this item and recalled there was a referendum on the City
merging with the County for a 911 Public Safety Communications Center.
Innovative Development (ID) District Ordinance

BUS-3 16-0844 Not heard.

Finance Department Informational Presentation

BUS-4 16-1069 Not heard.

EXECUTIVE CLOSED DOOR SESSION

16-1092 The City Commission will meet privately pursuant to Florida Statute,
Section 286.011(8) concerning:

Horace Smith v. City of Fort Lauderdale
Case No. CACE 15-015707 (09)

Gilberto Killingbeck v. City of Fort Lauderdale
Case No. CACE 15-002247 (05)

Brian Zelinski v. City of Fort Lauderdale
Case No. CACE 14-021321 (12)

At 5:19 p.m. Mayor Seiler announced the commencement of the Executive
Closed Door Session in the following matters:

Horace Smith v. City of Fort Lauderdale, Case No. CACE 15-015707 (09)

Gilberto Killingbeck v. City of Fort Lauderdale, Case No. CACE
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15-002247 (05)

Brian Zelinski v. City of Fort Lauderdale, Case No. CACE 14-021321
(12)

Mayor Seiler announced those in attendance as:
Mayor, John P. “Jack” Seiler

Vice Mayor, Dean J. Trantalis

Commissioner, Robert L. McKinzie
Commissioner, Bruce G. Roberts
Commissioner, Romney Rogers

City Manager, Lee R. Feldman

City Attorney, Cynthia A. Everett

Re. Horace Smith v. City of Fort Lauderdale and Gilberto Killingbeck v.
City of Fort Lauderdale, Counsel will be Assistant City Attorney, Alain
E. Boileau

Re. Brian Zelinski v. City of Fort Lauderdale, Outside Counsel will be
W. Tucker Craig, Esq. of Billing, Cochran, Lyles, Mauro & Ramsey,
P.A.,and a

Certified Court Reporter with Daughters Reporting, Inc.

The estimated length of this attorney-client session is approximately
60 minutes.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES

BD-1 16-1022 Board and Committee Vacancies

Please see Regular Meeting ltem R-1.
Mayor Seiler recessed the City Commission Conference Meeting at 5:13 p.m.
Mayor Seiler reconvened the City Commission Conference Meeting at 9:53 p.m.

BD-2 16-1023 Communications to the City Commission

PARKS, RECREATION, & BEACHES BOARD

A motion was made by Karen Polivka and seconded by Bruce Quailey
to advise that: “based on the fact that for the past several months the
Parks, Recreation and Beaches Board has researched literature,
attended a seminar and met with a vendor and taking into
consideration the available research to date, the Board is highly
aadvising the Fort Lauderdale City Commission not to proceed with
Crumb Rubber as a top layer due to the significant possibility of
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carcinogen risks and significant temperature increases. Based on
current technology and a recent presentation from the company
FieldTurf, the Parks, Recreation and Beaches Advisory Board
supports consideration of Engineered Extruded Infield also known as
CoolPlay due to the current data as presenting less risk of carcinogen
and up to a 35 degree decrease in temperature compared to
traditional Crumb Rubber.” In a voice vote, the motion passed 7-0.

City Manager Feldman stated the City is not using traditional Crumb
Rubber but is using a product called Cool Play. City Manager
Feldman stated he did not agree with the Parks, Recreation, &
Beaches Advisory Board's concerns on safety, the Crumb Rubber is
not what the City is using. Mayor Seiler asked what product is being
used at Carter Park. Further discussions ensued.

CITY MANAGER REPORTS

None.

ADJOURN

There being no further business before the City Commission at the
Conference Meeting, Mayor Seiler adjourned the meeting at 9:55 p.m.
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Tree removals/relocates for parking area lump
and sports field sum $ 15,000.00
Site Sod Repair 3000 sq.ft 0.32 $ 960.00
Bermuda Sod Sports Field 10000 |sq.ft 0.6 $ 6,000.00
Sports Field: sod removal, preparation for
new sod, sand base 10000 |sq.ft. 5 $ 50,000.00
Benches 8 each 1200 $ 9,600.00
Picnic Tables 16 each 1200 $ 19,200.00
Bike Racks 2 each 600 $ 1,200.00
Gazebo 1 each 22000 $ 22,000.00
Kayak Rack (Canal Side) 1 each 3000 $ 3,000.00
Exercise Stations 10 each 1500 $ 15,000.00
Monument Sign 1 each 7000 $ 7,000.00
Trash Cans 12 each 350 $ 4,200.00
Mulch Walking Path and exercise stations
surfacing 7400 sq.ft. 1.1 $ 8,140.00
Pervious Paver Parking Lot and Entry 12700 |[sq.ft. 9 $ 114,300.00
Asphalt Removal 1289 s.y 20 $ 25,780.00
New Concrete Sidewalk 550 Ift. 22 $ 12,100.00
Partial concrete slab removal wrapped
around Oak tree by Bar B-Q 1100 sq.ft. 20 $ 22,000.00
lump
Irrigation system adjustments 1 sum 15000 $ 15,000.00
Drinking fountain 3 each 7500 $ 22,500.00
Solar lights and poles 10 each 15000 $ 150,000.00
Signage lump 5,000 $ 5,000.00
Optional:
Rubber mulch walking Path and exercise
stations surfacing 7400  |sq.ft. 7 $ 51,800.00
Subtotal including all options $ 579,780.00
Permit Fees 0.03 $ 17,393.40
Engineering Fees 0.17 $ 98,562.60
Contingency 0.2 $ 57,978.00
Total $ 753,714.00

The estimate doesn't include the renovation cost for the existing structures. More detailed
evaluation is needed to determine the cost of improvements.
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SITE PLAN DATA TABLE

Current Land Use Designation: Residential

Current Zoning Designation: RS-3.52

Proposed Land Use Designation: Park

Proposed Zoning Designation: P

Gross Site Area: 232,009 Sq. Feet
Existing Building Area: 3,073 Sq. Feet

Parking Data:

1% of the Park-Open Space 4 232,009 SF "2

1 per 400 SF of Existing Building v 3,073 SF 7
Total Parking Required: 12
Total Parking Provided: 20
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Investment Performance Review
City of Fort Lauderdale
As of June 30, 2016

Investment Performance Review

Current Fiscal Year
Market Value Fiscal YTD Trailing 12 Months Projected Rate
Quarter
of Return

City Operating Funds $461,964,716 0.48% 1.00% 1.33%
CRA Fund $68,655,102 0.32% N/A N/A
Benchmark 0.59% 1.16% 1.49%
Total City of Fort Lauderdale Funds $530,619,818 0.46% 0.98% 1.30% 1.10%
Benchmark 0.52% 0.98% 1.30%
OPEB Trust Fund $12,806,467 0.00% 0.00% 0.02% 7.00%
Benchmark 0.02% 0.02% 0.04%
Cemetery Trust Funds $26,574,769 1.48% 6.02% 4.81% 5.00%
Benchmark 2.34% 5.94% 5.25%
General Employee Retirement System (GERS) $569,480,343 1.90% 5.40% -4.2% 7.50%
Benchmark 1.70% 7.40% -0.8%
Police & Fire Retirement System (PFRS) $798,301,055 1.57% 5.28% 1.18% 7.50%
Benchmark 1.89% 6.66% 2.07%
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IPS Summary

City of Fort Lauderdale
As of June 30, 2016

Investment Performance Review

Authorized Investments

Cash & Money Market Accounts

Money Market Funds

Local Govt Investment Pool

US Treasury Bond/ Note

Federal Agency Bond/Note

Federal Agency MBS/CMO/CMBS

Municipal Bond/Note

Corporate Note

Commercial Paper

Average YTM

Current Portfolio Yield

Sterling

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

11.00%

41.61%

1.06%

10.67%

35.66%

0.00%

100.0%

0.76%

1.71%

Garcia Hamilton
Enhanced Cash S/T Fixed (1-3yr)

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

12.68%

50.36%

21.73%

0.00%

15.23%

0.00%

100.0%

0.81%

1.00%

Sawgrass
Short (1-5yr)

2.16%

0.00%

0.00%

57.32%

4.31%

1.30%

0.00%

34.92%

0.00%

100.0%

0.94%

1.29%

FMIT

(2-3) Year

0.00%

0.00%

100.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

100.0%

0.85%

CAM 16-0939
EXHIBIT 1
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Wells Fargo

(Cash

Accounts)

100.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

100.0%

0.00%

Regions
(Bond
Accounts)

0.00%
100.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%

100.0%

0.01%

2
¢

Sterling
CRA
Account

24.51%
0.00%
0.00%

39.44%

15.50%
0.00%
2.62%

17.93%
0.00%

100.0%

0.19%

2.07%

THE
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City of Fort Lauderdale

As of

June 30, 2016

Authorized Investments

Cash & Money Market Accounts

Money Market Funds

Local Govt Investment Pool

US Treasury Bond/ Note

Federal Agency Bond/Note

Federal Agency MBS/CMO/CMBS

Municipal Bond/Note

Corporate Note

Commercial Paper

Allowable Range

0% - 100%

0% - 75%

0% - 25%

0% - 100%

0% - 100%

0% - 25%

0% - 25%

0% - 30%

0% - 25%

CAM 16-0939
EXHIBIT 1
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Allocation

$94,807,413

$12,653,514

$46,119,386

$105,988,642

$128,785,527

$37,678,655

$9,891,860

$94,694,821

$0

$530,619,818

A

\

Percent of
Portfolio

17.9%

2.4%

8.7%

20.0%

24.3%

7.1%

1.9%

17.8%

0.0%

100.00%

THE

BOGDAHN
GROUP



Asset Allocation By Manager

Total Fund

March 31, 2016 : $550,770,488

June 30, 2016 : $530,619,818

Allocation Allocation
Market Value Allocation Market Value Allocation
B Total Operating and Restricted Funds 179,765,614 32.6 B Total Operating and Restricted Funds 157,424,171 29.7
[ Garcia Short Duration Opportunistic 163,409,023 29.7 [ Garcia Short Duration Opportunistic 164,506,614 31.0
B Sawgrass 1-5 yr Short Term 86,093,492 15.6 B Sawgrass 1-5 yr Short Term 86,720,575 16.3
Sterling Enhanced Cash 75,584,328 13.7 Sterling Enhanced Cash 75,849,072 14.3
B FMIT Other Bonds & Subsidiary Account 45,918,032 8.3 B FMIT Other Bonds & Subsidiary Account 46,119,386 8.7
'\ THE
CAM 16-0939 ( ] BOGDAHN
EXHIBIT 1 GROUP.
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Asset Allocation
Total Fund
As of June 30, 2016

Asset Allocation Attributes

Domestic Fixed Income Cash Equivalent Total Fund
($) % (%) % (%) %
Surplus Funds 368,338,719 98.70 4,856,928 1.30 373,195,647 70.33
Garcia Short Duration Opportunistic 163,645,766 99.48 860,848 0.52 164,506,614 31.00
Sawgrass 1-5 yr Short Term 84,611,967 97.57 2,108,608 2.43 86,720,575 16.34
Sterling Enhanced Cash 73,961,600 97.51 1,887,472 2.49 75,849,072 14.29
FMIT Other Bonds & Subsidiary Account 46,119,386 100.00 - - 46,119,386 8.69
Total Operating and Restricted Funds 51,626,819 32.79 105,797,352 67.21 157,424,171 29.67
Wells Fargo Master Account - - 76,115,555 100.00 76,115,555 14.34
Regions All G.O. Bonds - - 12,653,514 100.00 12,653,514 2.38
Sterling - CRA 51,626,819 75.20 17,028,283 24.80 68,655,102 12.94
Total Fund Composite 419,965,538 79.15 110,654,280 20.85 530,619,818 100.00
= THE
CAM 16-0939 r BOGDAHN
EXHIBIT 1 GROUP.
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Financial Reconciliation

Total Fund

1 Quarter Ending June 30, 2016

Financial Reconciliation

Market Value Net Contributions Distributions Other Income Apprec./ Market Value
04/01/2016 Transfers Expenses Deprec. 06/30/2016
Surplus Funds 371,004,875 - 644 - - 1,453,507 736,621 373,195,647
Garcia Short Duration Opportunistic 163,409,023 - - - - 836,551 261,040 164,506,614
Sawgrass 1-5 yr Short Term 86,093,492 - - - - 285,595 341,488 86,720,575
Sterling Enhanced Cash 75,584,328 - 644 - - 331,361 -67,261 75,849,072
FMIT Other Bonds & Subsidiary Account 45,918,032 - - - - - 201,354 46,119,386
Total Operating and Restricted Funds 179,765,614 - 135,986,968 -158,589,750 - 223,172 38,167 157,424,171
Wells Fargo Master Account 82,885,103 - 135,985,802 -142,783,578 - 28,227 - 76,115,555
FMIT W&S Bonds, Series 2006 4,336,139 - - -4,339,873 - - 3,734 -
FMIT W&S Bonds, Series 2008 4,576,382 - - -4,580,323 - - 3,941 -
FMIT W&S Bonds, Series 2010 5,344,888 - - -5,349,491 - - 4,603 -
Regions All G.O. Bonds 12,727,530 - - -74,355 - 340 - 12,653,514
Sterling - CRA 69,895,572 - 1,166 -1,462,129 - 194,605 25,888 68,655,102
Total Fund Composite 550,770,488 - 135,987,612 -158,589,750 - 1,676,679 774,789 530,619,818
'\ THE
CAM 16-0939 ( BOGDAHN
EXHIBIT 1 GROUP
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Financial Reconciliation

Total Fund
October 1, 2015 To June 30, 2016

Financial Reconciliation

Market Value Net Contributions Distributions Other Income Apprec./ Market Value
10/01/2015 Transfers Expenses Deprec. 06/30/2016
Surplus Funds 391,436,840 - 644 -23,249,900 - 4,551,864 456,199 373,195,647
Garcia Short Duration Opportunistic 88,164,732 73,798,443 - -13 - 2,463,673 79,780 164,506,614
Sawgrass 1-5 yr Short Term 85,332,963 - - - - 853,716 533,896 86,720,575
Sterling Enhanced Cash 75,231,425 - 644 - - 1,015,918 -398,914 75,849,072
Wells Cap 1-3 yr Short Duration 73,685,923 -73,798,443 - - - 214,154 -101,634 -
FMIT Other Bonds & Subsidiary Account 45,776,313 - - - - - 343,072 46,119,386
Wells Short Term Account 23,245,484 - - -23,249,887 - 4,403 -1 -
Total Operating and Restricted Funds 102,020,312 - 594,775,072 -539,871,181 - 354,130 145,838 157,424,171
Wells Fargo Master Account 74,783,964 - 523,094,901 -521,854,308 - 90,998 - 76,115,555
FMIT W&S Bonds, Series 2006 4,322,756 - - -4,339,873 - - 17,117 -
FMIT W&S Bonds, Series 2008 4,562,258 - - -4,580,323 - - 18,066 -
FMIT W&S Bonds, Series 2010 5,328,392 - - -5,349,491 - - 21,099 -
Regions All G.O. Bonds 13,022,942 - 1,616,850 -1,987,266 - 988 - 12,653,514
Sterling - CRA - - 70,063,321 -1,759,919 - 262,144 89,556 68,655,102
Total Fund Composite 493,457,152 - 594,775,716 -563,121,082 - 4,905,994 602,038 530,619,818
'\ THE
CAM 16-0939 ( BOGDAHN
EXHIBIT 1 GROUP
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Comparative Performance

Total Fund
As of June 30, 2016

Comparative Performance

. Inception
QTR YTD FYTD 1YR Inception Date
Total Fund Composite 0.46 1.19 0.98 1.30 0.77 07/01/2012
Surplus Funds 0.59 1.63 1.37 1.79 1.15 04/01/2013
Barclays 1-3 Govt 0.52 1.42 0.99 1.31 0.89
Garcia Short Duration Opportunistic 0.67 (67) 2.28 (23) 1.95 (28) 2.70 (12) 1.81 (13) 04/01/2013
BofAML 1-3 Yr. Gov/Corp A Rated & Above 0.59 (83) 1.53 (78) 1.16 (86) 1.49 (85) 1.01 (88)
IM U.S. Short Duration Fixed Income (SA+CF) Median 0.77 1.82 1.65 2.00 1.35
Sawgrass 1-5 yr Short Term 0.73 (58) 1.99 (35) 1.63 (52) 2.16 (32) 1.33 (53) 04/01/2013
BofA Merrill Lynch 1-5 Yr Gov/Corp A Rated & Above 0.87 (37) 2.45 (17) 1.88 (32) 2.57 (14) 1.48 (33)
IM U.S. Short Duration Fixed Income (SA+CF) Median 0.77 1.82 1.65 2.00 1.35
Sterling Enhanced Cash 0.35 (64) 0.95 (34) 0.82 (56) 1.07 (33) 0.81 (46) 04/01/2013
1 Year U.S. Treasury Note 0.28 (69) 0.48 (70) 0.29 (95) 0.33 (95) 0.16 (100)
IM U.S. Cash Fixed Income (SA+CF) Median 0.45 0.85 0.91 0.95 0.75
FMIT Other Bonds & Subsidiary Account 0.44 1.02 0.75 0.95 0.60 07/01/2012
BofA Merrill Lynch 1-3 Year Government 0.52 1.42 0.98 1.30 0.82
Returns for period ter th lized. .
Returs are expressed as percentages. r"\ TBHI:
N t inception for perf ill be reflected as 4/1/2013. (
ew account managers inception tor perrormance will be reflected as CAM 16-0939 OGDAHN
EXHIBIT 1 GROUP.
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Comparative Performance

Total Fund
As of June 30, 2016
. Inception
QTR YTD FYTD 1YR Inception Date
Total Operating and Restricted Funds 0.16 0.31 0.26 0.29 0.15 07/01/2012
Lipper Money Mkt Fd IX 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.02
Wells Fargo Master Account 0.04 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.04 07/01/2012
Lipper Money Mkt Fd IX 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.02
Regions All G.O. Bonds 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 07/01/2012
Lipper Money Mkt Fd IX 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.02
Sterling - CRA 0.32 N/A N/A N/A 0.54 03/01/2016
BofAML 1-3 Yr. Gov/Corp A Rated & Above 0.59 1.53 1.16 1.49 0.85
Returns f iod ter th lized. .
Returns are expressed as porcentages. . f"\ TBHh
N t inception for perf ill be reflected as 4/1/2013. (
ew account managers inception tor perrormance will be reflected as CAM 16-0939 OGDAHN
EXHIBIT 1 GROUP.
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Historical Hybrid Composition
Total Fund Policy (TFP1)
As of June 30, 2016

Total Fund Policy (TFP1)

Allocation Mandate Weight (%)
Jun-2012
BofA Merrill Lynch 1-3 Year Government 100.00
= THE
CAM 16-0939 f BOGDAHN
EXHIBIT 1 GROUP.
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The Bogdahn Group

Your Service Team
Contact Information

Department:
Title:
Direct Phone:

Email:

Department:
Title:
Direct Phone:

Email:

Donna Sullivan

Performance Measurement
Senior Performance Analyst
863-904-0856

DonnaS@bogdahngroup.com

Consultant Team
Internal Consultant
407-520-5352

JohnR@bogdahngroup.com

Jon Breth

Department: Consultant Team

Title: Senior Consultant

Direct: 407-520-5350

Email: JonB@bogdahngroup.com

Service Team Contact Information

Address: 4901 Vineland Road, Suite 600
Orlando, Florida 32811

Phone: 866-240-7932

Service Team Group Email: ServiceTeam014@bogdahngroup.com

THE
rc\ BOGDAHN
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Report Statistics
Definitions and Descriptions

Active Return

Alpha

Beta

Consistency

Distributed to Paid In (DPI)

Down Market Capture

Downside Risk

Excess Return
Excess Risk

Information Ratio

R-Squared

Return

Sharpe Ratio

Standard Deviation

Total Value to Paid In (TVPI)

Tracking Error

Treynor Ratio

Up Market Capture

- Arithmetic difference between the manager’s performance and the designated benchmark return over a specified time period.

- A measure of the difference between a portfolio's actual performance and its expected return based on its level of risk as determined by beta. It determines the portfolio's
non-systemic return, or its historical performance not explained by movements of the market.

- A measure of the sensitivity of a portfolio to the movements in the market. It is a measure of the portfolio's systematic risk.

- The percentage of quarters that a product achieved a rate of return higher than that of its benchmark. Higher consistency indicates the manager has contributed more to the
product’s performance.

- The ratio of money distributed to Limited Partners by the fund, relative to contributions. It is calculated by dividing cumulative distributions by paid in capital. This multiple
shows the investor how much money they got back. It is a good measure for evaluating a fund later in its life because there are more distributions to measure against.

- The ratio of average portfolio performance over the designated benchmark during periods of negative returns. A lower value indicates better product performance

- A measure similar to standard deviation that utilizes only the negative movements of the return series. It is calculated by taking the standard deviation of the negative
quarterly set of returns. A higher factor is indicative of a riskier product.

- Arithmetic difference between the manager’s performance and the risk-free return over a specified time period.
- A measure of the standard deviation of a portfolio's performance relative to the risk free return.

- This calculates the value-added contribution of the manager and is derived by dividing the active rate of return of the portfolio by the tracking error. The higher the
Information Ratio, the more the manager has added value to the portfolio.

- The percentage of a portfolio's performance that can be explained by the behavior of the appropriate benchmark. A high R-Squared means the portfolio's performance has
historically moved in the same direction as the appropriate benchmark.

- Compounded rate of return for the period.

- Represents the excess rate of return over the risk free return divided by the standard deviation of the excess return. The result is an absolute rate of return per unit of risk. A
higher value demonstrates better historical risk-adjusted performance.

- A statistical measure of the range of a portfolio's performance. It represents the variability of returns around the average return over a specified time period.

- The ratio of the current value of remaining investments within a fund, plus the total value of all distributions to date, relative to the total amount of capital paid into the fund
to date. Itis a good measure of performance before the end of a fund’s life

- This is a measure of the standard deviation of a portfolio's returns in relation to the performance of its designated market benchmark.

- Similar to Sharpe ratio but utilizes beta rather than excess risk as determined by standard deviation. It is calculated by taking the excess rate of return above the risk free
rate divided by beta to derive the absolute rate of return per unit of risk. A higher value indicates a product has achieved better historical risk-adjusted performance.

- The ratio of average portfolio performance over the designated benchmark during periods of positive returns. A higher value indicates better product performance.

CAM 16-0939
EXHIBIT 1
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Disclosures

The Bogdahn Group compiled this report for the sole use of the client for which it was prepared. The Bogdahn Group is responsible for evaluating the performance results of the Total Fund along with the
investment advisors by comparing their performance with indices and other related peer universe data that is deemed appropriate. The Bogdahn group uses the results from this evaluation to make observations
and recommendations to the client.

The Bogdahn Group uses time-weighted calculations which are founded on standards recommended by the CFA Institute. The calculations and values shown are based on information that is received from
custodians. The Bogdahn Group analyzes transactions as indicated on the custodian statements and reviews the custodial market values of the portfolio. As a result, this provides The Bogdahn Group with a
reasonable basis that the investment information presented is free from material misstatement. This methodology of evaluating and measuring performance provides The Bogdahn Group with a practical foundation
for our observations and recommendations. Nothing came to our attention that would cause The Bogdahn Group to believe that the information presented is significantly misstated.

This performance report is based on data obtained by the client’s custodian(s), investment fund administrator, or other sources believed to be reliable. While these sources are believed to be reliable, the data
providers are responsible for the accuracy and completeness of their statements. Clients are encouraged to compare the records of their custodian(s) to ensure this report fairly and accurately reflects their various
asset positions.

The strategies listed may not be suitable for all investors. We believe the information provided here is reliable, but do not warrant its accuracy or completeness. Past performance is not an indication of future
performance. Any information contained in this report is for informational purposes only and should not be construed to be an offer to buy or sell any securities, investment consulting, or investment management
services.

Additional information included in this document may contain data provided by from index databases, public economic sources and the managers themselves.

This document may contain data provided by Barclays. Barclays Index data provided by way of Barclays Live.

This document may contain data provided by Standard and Poor’s. Nothing contained within any document, advertisement or presentation from S&P Indices constitutes an offer of services in jurisdictions where
S&P Indices does not have the necessary licenses. All information provided by S&P Indices is impersonal and is not tailored to the needs of any person, entity or group of persons. Any returns or performance
provided within any document is provided for illustrative purposes only and does not demonstrate actual performance. Past performance is not a guarantee of future investment results.

This document may contain data provided by MSCI, Inc. Copyright MSCI, 2012. Unpublished. All Rights Reserved. This information may only be used for your internal use, may not be reproduced or
redisseminated in any form and may not be used to create any financial instruments or products or any indices. This information is provided on an “as is” basis and the user of this information assumes the entire
risk of any use it may make or permit to be made of this information. Neither MSCI, any of its affiliates or any other person involved in or related to compiling, computing or creating this information makes any
express or implied warranties or representations with respect to such information or the results to be obtained by the use thereof, and MSCI, its affiliates and each such other person hereby expressly disclaim all
warranties (including, without limitation, all warranties of originality, accuracy, completeness, timeliness, non-infringement, merchantability and fitness for a particular purpose) with respect to this information.
Without limiting any of the foregoing, in no event shall MSCI, any of its affiliates or any other person involved in or related to compiling, computing or creating this information have any liability for any direct, indirect,
special, incidental, punitive, consequential or any other damages (including, without limitation, lost profits) even if notified of, or if it might otherwise have anticipated, the possibility of such damages.

This document may contain data provided by Russell Investment Group. Russell Investment Group is the source owner of the data contained or reflected in this material and all trademarks and copyrights related
thereto. The material may contain confidential information and unauthorized use, disclosure, copying, dissemination or redistribution is strictly prohibited. This is a user presentation of the data. Russell Investment
Group is not responsible for the formatting or configuration of this material or for any inaccuracy in presentation thereof.

This document may contain data provided by Morningstar. All rights reserved. Use of this content requires expert knowledge. It is to be used by specialist institutions only. The information contained herein: (1) is
proprietary to Morningstar and/or its content providers; (2) may not be copied, adapted or distributed; and (3) is not warranted to be accurate, complete or timely. Neither Morningstar nor its content providers are
responsible for any damages or losses arising from any use of this information, except where such damages or losses cannot be limited or excluded by law in your jurisdiction. Past financial performance is not
guarantee of future results.
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2nd Quarter 2016 Market Environment
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The Market Environment

Domestic Bond Sector & Broad/Global Bond Market Performance (Duration)
As of June 30, 2016

Despite being investors’ least favorite asset class for some time, fixed
income indices continued their strong 2016 performance through the 2
quarter of the year. Early quarter headwinds triggered by hawkish
comments from Federal Reserve Chair Janet Yellen implying a summer
interest rate hike dissipated as weaker economic data created doubts that
the economy was robust enough to warrant further monetary policy
tightening. Expectations for a near-term increase of the Fed Funds Rate
shrank further after the U.K.’s vote to leave the EU. This news caused a
swift flight to quality, pushing interest rates lower through the second half
of the quarter. While near-term rates had little room to move lower, long-
term rates fell to near historic lows. This curve flattening helped longer
duration indices such as the Barclays U.S. Corporate Investment Grade
Index and the Barclays Global Aggregate ex U.S. Index to outperform,
returning 3.6% and 3.4% respectively. Fixed income performance for the
1-year period was also positive across the country, credit, and sector
spectrums with international bond indices, such as the Barclays Global
Aggregate ex U.S. (11.2%) and the Barclays Multiverse (8.6%), generating
the highest returns

U.S. investment grade bond indices posted gains for the quarter with the
broad market Barclays Aggregate Index posting a return of 2.2%. Higher
duration index sectors within the Aggregate outperformed lower duration
sectors with investment grade corporates (3.6%) and Treasury securities
(2.1%) posting the largest gains. Hurt by its relatively low duration, the
Barclays U.S. Mortgage Index performed the worst for the second quarter
in a row, returning 1.1%. Over the 1-year period, the Aggregate has
returned an expectation defying 6.0%. Similar to the quarterly results,
investment grade corporates and Treasuries outperformed mortgages for
the period.

Lower credit quality issues outperformed higher quality securities during
the 2" quarter. Baa rated securities returned 4.3% versus a return of
1.7% for AAA issues due to higher average durations and the compression

Quarter Performance

7) 1.7%
4) 2.6%

7.6) |

AAA
AA
A

| 3.1%

4.3%

U.S. High Yield (4.3) |

5.5%

(4.
(6.

(
Baa (7. 6)
(
U.S. Treasury (6. ) | 2.1%
U.S. Mortgage (2.5)

U.S. Corporate IG (7.5) |
U.S. TIPS (5.3)

1.1%

3.6%

1.7%

Aggregate

(5.
Intermediate Agg (3.
Global Agg x US (8.

(6.

Multiverse

4.0%

2.0%

1-Year Performance

6.0%

7) 5.4%
4) 7.1%

AAA
AA
A

7.6) |

8.6%

U.S. High Yield (4. 3) 1.6%

4) | | 6.2%

)
U.S. Corporate IG (7.5) |
)

(4.
(6.
(
e 70, | -
(
(6.

U.S. Treasury

7.9%

of interest rate credit spreads throughout the quarter. Driven by this
spread compression, high yield bonds were the best performers with the Aggregate (5. 5) | 6.0%
Barclays U.S. High Yield Index returning 5.5%. Despite its strong start to  |termediate Agg (3.6)
2016, the Barclays US High Yield Index is only marginally positive over Global Agg x US (8.0) |
the last 12 months with a return of 1.6%.
Multiverse (6.7) | 8.6%
0.0% 2.0% 4.0% 6.0% 8.0% 10.0% 12.0%
Source: Barclays Capital Live
CAM 16-0939
EXHIBIT 1

Page 16 of 24




The Market Environment

Market Rate & Yield Curve Comparison
As of June 30, 2016

U.S. TIPS finished the 2™ quarter with a 1.7% return. The relatively strong

return can be attributed to the longer end of the TIPS yield curve shifting 1-Year Trailing Market Rates

lowering during the period as headline CPl (1.1%) remains largely in 3:50 Fed Funds Rate === TED Spread e 3-Month Libor

check. The TIPS return for the 1-year period is a solid 4.4%. e BAA OAS e 10y Treasury s 1 Oy TIPS
3.00 A

In USD terms, international fixed income indices posted the largest gains

for both the quarter and 1-year periods. Despite the relatively low interest 250

rates in international markets, with several government issues having '

negative yields, the Barclays Global Aggregate ex U.S. returned 3.4% for

the quarter as the index benefitted from its higher average duration and 2.00 -

mixed currency impact. The index’s 11.2% return over the 1-year period

also outpaced domestic bond returns. 150 4

Much of the index performance detailed in the bar graphs on the previous

page is visible on a time series basis by reviewing the line graphs to the 1.00 1

right. The ‘“1-Year Trailing Market Rates’ chart illustrates that the 10-year

Treasury yield (green line) fell over the quarter and is now at a 12-month 0.50 A

low. The blue line illustrates changes in the BAA OAS (Option Adjusted

Spread), which quantifies the additional yield premium that investors
require to purchase and hold non-Treasury issues. When credit spreads
widen (tighten), it is equivalent to interest rate increases (decreases) on ]
corporate bond returns. After falling below 2.0% early in 2015, this spread Treasury Yield Curve

0.00 + T T T T T T T T T T
Jun-15 Jul-15 Aug-15 Sep-15 Oct-15 Nov-15 Dec-15 Jan-16 Feb-16 Mar-16 Apr-16 May-16 Jun-

-

6

rose throughout the remainder of the calendar year. While there was 390
upside momentum in credit spreads early in 2016, they have narrowed by o—9/30/2015  ====12/31/2015  —==—3/31/2016 ——6/30/2016
close to 1% since their high on February 11%. Despite an uptick from 3.00 -
“Brexit” during June, this spread compression has benefited corporate
bond returns. The lower graph provides a snapshot of the U.S. Treasury 250 A
yield curve at each of the last four calendar quarters. Treasury issues
greater than two years ended the 2 quarter at their lowest levels in the
past 12-months while short-term rates are at the high end of their 12-month 2:00 -
range.
1.50 -
The Fed has stated future rate increases would be implemented at a
measured pace and with an ongoing assessment of current economic
data. Despite this domestic policy assertion, geopolitical events and non- 1.00 4
U.S. stimulus programs are likely to keep demand for U.S. Treasury issues
elevated and exert downward pressure on how high domestic interest 0.50 -
rates will rise in the short-term.
0.00 - " . . . : : : . .
1 mo 3 mo 6 mo 1yr 2yr 3yr 5yr 7yr 10 yr 20 yr 30 yr
Source: US Department of Treasury, FRED (Federal Reserve of St. Louis) CAM 16-0939
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The Market Environment

Major Market Index Performance
As of June 30, 2016

The 2n quarter of 2016 was very volatile as financial market returns were
influenced by central bank policy expectations, rising commodity prices,
mixed economic data, and increased global political and economic
uncertainty caused by the U.K.'s June vote to discontinue its membership
in the European Union (EU). Despite this volatility, asset class results for
the period were broadly positive with the exception of international
developed market returns. Higher risk assets, such as small cap equities,
emerging market stocks, and investment grade and high yield corporate

bonds, posted the strongest returns throughout the quarter. Russell 1000 | 2.5%
Russell MidCap | 3.2%
Led by the small cap Russell 2000’s return of 3.8%, U.S. stock market Russell 2000

indices were positive for the 2" quarter. In contrast, for the 1-year period,
domestic large cap stock indices were the best performers, posting
moderate gains, while domestic small cap indices posted negative returns.
Broad international equity indices trailed domestic stock indices through
both the quarter and prior year. In U.S. Dollar (USD) terms, returns for the
MSCI Emerging Markets Index (net) were marginally positive for the
quarter returning 0.7% while developed market equities, represented by
the MSCI EAFE Index (net), returned -1.5%. Both indices have
experienced double digit losses over the 1-year period, returning -12.1%
and -10.2% respectively..

The U.S. Treasury yield curve flattened throughout the 2" quarter with
near-term rates staying relatively flat and rates at the medium to long end
of the yield curve falling near all-time lows. Despite their low yields,
investment grade bonds have outperformed broad domestic and

Quarter Performance

MSCI ACWxUS -0.6%
MSCI EAFE |-1.5%

MSCI Emerg Mkts 0.7%

S&P 500 | 2.5%
Russell 3000 2.6%

Barclays US Agg 2.2%
Barclays US Govt 2.0%

Barclays US TIPS

| 1.7%

Barclays MBS 1.1%

3.8%

Barclays Corp IG

3.6%

3-Month T-Bill I 0.1%

-2.0% 0.0%

1-Year Performance

MSCI ACWxUS -10.2%
MSCI EAFE -10.2%

2.0%

4.0%

MSCI Emerg Mkts |

-12.1%

international equity indices over the past twelve months with the Barclays S&P 500 ? 4.0%
Aggregate Index returning 2.2% for the 2" quarter and 6.0% for the trailing Russell 3000 | 2.1%
1-year period. Investment grade corporate bonds outperformed the Russell 1000 | 2.9%
remaining investment grade sectors for both the quarter and 1-year period Russell MidCap [ ] 0.6%

Russell 2000 -6.7%

with the Barclays U.S. Corporate Investment Grade Index returning 3.6%
and 7.9% respectively. Corporate issues experienced tailwinds from their
higher durations relative to other areas of the fixed income market, as well
as tightening credit spreads.

Barclays US Agg
Barclays US Govt
Barclays US TIPS

Barclays MBS

Barclays Corp IG

3-Month T-Bill

!

4.4%
4.3%

6.0%
6.0%

| 7.9%

0.1%

-14.0%-12.0%-10.0% -8.0% -6.0% -4.0% -2.0% 0.0% 2.0% 4.0% 6.0% 8.0% 10.0%

Source: Investment Metrics
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The Market Environment

Domestic Equity Style Index Performance
As of June 30, 2016

U.S. equity index returns were positive across the capitalization spectrum
during the 2" quarter. Domestic stock prices increased through April and
May, fueled by largely supportive macroeconomic data suggesting that the

economic weakness experienced at the beginning of the year had been 3000 Index
transitory. The strength in economic data led market participants to 3000 Growth 0.8%
consider an increased probability for the U.S. Federal Reserve (Fed) to
tighten monetary policy by increasing short-term interest rates as early as 1000 Value 4.6%
June. However, forecasts surrounding the timing of future Fed rate hikes 1000 Index 25%
were pushed out after the release of May’s non-farm payroll report, which 1000 Growth 0.6%
came in much weaker than expected. The possibility of a near-term rate
increase became even more remote near the end of the quarter when the
U.K. unexpectedly voted to exit the EU, creating political and economic MidCap Value 4.8%
uncertainty throughout global financial markets. Demand for equities MidCap Index 3.2%
remains high as investors struggle to find other sources of portfolio return MidCap Growth 1.6%
in the current low interest rate environment.
o 2000 Value 4.3%
Value stocks outperformed growth stocks across the capitalization 2000 Index | | 28%

spectrum for the second straight quarter. This value outperformance was
generally due to investors seeking the perceived safety of value stocks
given valuation levels and the volatility experienced throughout the period.
Value indices were also beneficiaries of rising oil and natural gas prices as
value-based benchmarks have higher allocations to the Energy sector.

3000 Value

Quarter Performance - Russell Style Series

4.6%
2.6%

0.0%

2.0%

4.0%

1-Year Performance - Russell Style Series

6.0%

Mid cap value stocks were the best performers across the value spectrum, 3000 Value
returning 4.8% during the period, followed by large cap value (4.6%) and 3000 Index
small cap value (4.3%) stocks respectively. However, across the growth 3000 Growth
spectrum, small cap growth stocks (3.2%) were the best performers
followed by mid cap growth stocks (1.6%). The Russell 1000 Growth 1000 Value
Index, representing large cap stocks, had the weakest performance 1000 Index
returning 0.6% for the quarter. Style trends are mixed over the 1-year
period. The Russell Midcap Value Index was the best performer (3.2%), 1000 Growth
and the Russell 2000 Growth Index was the worst performer (-10.8%).
MidCap Value
From a valuation perspective, equity valuations appear stretched relative to MidCap Index
historical levels based on their forward Price/Earnings ratios (P/E). The MidCap Growth 2.1%
large growth, mid growth, and small value indices have valuation levels
close to their respective historical average, while the remaining indices fall 2000 Valus 26%
between 106% and 114% of their 15-year averages.
2000 Index 6.7% | |
-120% -10.0% -8.0%  6.0%  -40%  -2.0% 0.0% 2.0% 4.0%
Source: Investment Metrics CAM 16-0939
EXHIBIT 1

Page 19 of 24



The Market Environment

GICS Sector Performance & (Sector Weight)
As of June 30, 2016

Large cap sector performance was generally positive for the 2nd quarter
with all but two sectors within the Russell 1000 Index posting gains for the
period. The Consumer Discretionary and Technology sectors were the
quarter’s only laggards returning -1.4% and -2.2% respectively. Defensive
and interest rate sensitive sectors of the market continue to perform well
as investors attempt to proxy dividend income as a substitute for paltry
investment grade bond yields due to the persistent low interest rate
environment.  Utilities, Telecom Services, and Consumer Staples all
posted strong quarterly returns. These three sectors are also the only
sectors to post double-digit returns over the past year, outperforming all
other sectors in the Russell 1000 Index by a considerable margin. The
Energy sector was a notable performer during the quarter, returning 11.1%
due to increasing oil and natural gas prices. Supply disruptions in Canada
and Nigeria, paired with a decrease in production from U.S. shale
producers, contributed to reduced global supply, which drove energy
prices higher. Despite a favorable quarter, Energy returns over the 1-year
period continue to represent the weakest sector with a return of -6.9%.
Materials (-1.3%), Health Care (-3.7%) and Financials (-2.7%) also posted
negative results over the prior year.

Similar to large cap sector results, small cap sector performance was
largely positive for the quarter. In addition, small cap sector performance
generally outpaced corresponding large cap sector results. Performance
in large and small cap sectors also had similar observable trends. Higher
yielding, defensive sectors and commodity price sensitive industries were
the best performers during the 2" quarter. In contrast, over the 1-year
period, all Russell 2000 Index sectors underperformed their corresponding
Russell 1000 Index sectors with the exception of the Financials sector.
The Energy (-38.3%), Health Care (-21.3%), and Consumer Discretionary
(-14.2%) sectors were the largest detractors over the 1-year period. Like
the large cap index, Consumer Staples (11.5%), Telecom Services
(19.0%), and Utilities (30.1%) significantly outperformed other sectors.

Using the S&P 500 as a proxy, forward P/E ratios for six GICS sectors
were below their long-term (20-year) averages at quarter-end. The
Technology and Health Care sectors were trading at the largest discount to
their long-term average P/E ratios. In contrast, the Energy and Utilities
sector valuations were the most extended relative to their historical P/E
ratios.

Russell 1000

EQuarter O1-Year

Consumer Disc (13.3%)
Consumer Staples (9.5%)
Energy (6.7%)

Financials (16.9%)

Health Care (13.9%)
Industrials (10.7%)

Info Technology (19.7%)
Materials (3.2%)

Telecom Services (2.6%)

Utilities (3.4%)

-1.4%

1.7%
4.6%

| 17.2%

11.1%

| 23.4%

_ 7.1% 31.5%
|

-10.0%

Russell 2000

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0%
BQuarter O1-Year |

Consumer Disc (13.6%)

Consumer Staples (3.6%)

-1.8%
-14.2% :

9.7%
11.5%

8.9%

Energy (2.8%) |

Financials (26.3%)
Health Care (14.0%)
Industrials (13.1%)

Info Technology (17.7%)
Materials (4.1%)
Telecom Services (0.9%)

Utilities (4.0%)

-38.3%

4.4%
2.3%

4.8%

-21.3% |

-6.4%

-3.4%

-4.6%

-40.0%

-30.0% -20.0% -10.0% 0.0% 10.0%  20.0% 30.0%

Source: Morningstar Direct
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The Market Environment

Top 10 Index Weights & Quarterly Performance for the Russell 1000 & 2000
As of June 30, 2016

Top 10 Weighted Stocks Top 10 Weighted Stocks
Russell 1000 Weight r:éﬁltr'n ;;ﬁf; Russell 2000 Weight ;éﬁtr; :{;3‘:; Sector
Apple Inc 2.58% -11.7% -22.2% |Information Technology Olin Corp 0.25% 44.3% -3.8% Materials
Exxon Mobil Corp 1.91% 13.1% 16.8% |Energy Idacorp Inc 0.25% 9.8% 49.2% | Utilities
Microsoft Corp 1.91% -6.7% 19.1% |Information Technology Portland General Electric Co 0.24% 12.6% 37.4% |Utilities
Johnson & Johnson 1.64% 12.9% 28.2% [Health Care Gramercy Property Trust 0.24% 9.1% 21.7% |Financials
General Electric Co 1.43% -0.2% 22.3% |Industrials Curtiss-Wright Corp 0.23% 11.5% 17.1% |Industrials
Amazon.com Inc 1.37% 20.5% 64.9% [Consumer Discretionary Southwest Gas Corp 0.23% 20.3% 52.1% | Utilities
Berkshire Hathaway Inc B 1.35% 2.1% 6.4% Financials Microsemi Corp 0.23% -14.7% -6.5% Information Technology
AT&T Inc 1.31% 11.7% 28.4% | Telecommunication Services Healthcare Realty Trust Inc 0.22% 14.4% 57.2% |Financials
Facebook Inc A 1.26% 0.2% 33.2% |Information Technology Medical Properties Trust Inc 0.22% 19.0% 24.8% |Financials
Verizon Communications Inc 1.12% 4.3% 25.6% |Telecommunication Services WGL Holdings Inc 0.22% -1.5% 34.5% |Utilities
Top 10 Performing Stocks (by Quarter) Top 10 Performing Stocks (by Quarter)
Russell 1000 Weight ;;ﬁ‘r:‘ S Russell 2000 Weight ;eﬁt:n fovear  Sector
LinkedIn Corp Class A 0.11% 65.5% -8.4% Information Technology Magnum Hunter Resources Corporation|  0.00% 309559.2% | 628.6% |Energy
Denbury Resources Inc 0.00% 61.7% -42.6% |Energy Ultra Petroleum Corp 0.00% 253.4% -85.9% |Energy
ONEOK Inc 0.05% 61.7% 29.8% |Energy Ryerson Holding Corp 0.01% 214.7% 92.3% |Materials
Rice Energy Inc 0.01% 59.8% 11.4% |Energy Clayton Williams Energy Inc 0.01% 207.8% -58.2% |Energy
Memorial Resource Development Corp 0.01% 56.0% -16.3% |Energy Fairmount Santrol Holdings Inc 0.03% 207.2% -5.9% Energy
Southwestern Energy Co 0.02% 55.9% -44.7% |Energy Celator Pharmaceuticals Inc 0.06% 173.6% 1247.3% |Health Care
Zillow Group Inc C 0.02% 52.9% N/A Information Technology EZCORP Inc 0.02% 154.5% 1.7% Financials
Yelp Inc Class A 0.01% 52.7% -29.4% |Information Technology North Atlantic Drilling Ltd 0.00% 146.0% -43.4% |Energy
Continental Resources Inc 0.02% 49.1% 6.8% Energy Eclipse Resources Corp 0.01% 131.9% -36.5% |Energy
Tahoe Resources Inc 0.02% 48.7% 26.1% |Materials Radio One Inc Class D 0.00% 124.6% 0.6% Consumer Discretionary
Bottom 10 Performing Stocks (by Quarter) Bottom 10 Performing Stocks (by Quarter)
Russell 1000 Weight I;;tcfl‘r'n ;;3':‘; Russell 2000 Weight F:éﬁltr; ;;3::; Sector
SunEdison Inc 0.00% -73.8% -99.5% |Information Technology Code Rebel Corp 0.00% -98.9% -99.8% |Information Technology
Cobalt International Energy Inc 0.00% -54.9% -86.2% |Energy Energy XXI Ltd 0.00% -92.8% -98.3% |Energy
Office Depot Inc 0.00% -563.4% -61.8% |Consumer Discretionary Seventy Seven Energy Inc 0.00% -84.1% -97.9% |Energy
LendingClub Corp 0.00% -48.2% -70.8% |Financials Fairway Group Holdings Corp A 0.00% -81.5% -98.2% | Consumer Staples
Endo International PLC 0.02% -44.6% -80.4% |Health Care The JG Wentworth Co Class A 0.00% -79.1% -97.2% |Financials
lonis Pharmaceuticals Inc 0.01% -42.5% -59.5% |Health Care Infinity Pharmaceuticals Inc 0.00% -74.8% -87.9% | Health Care
Square Inc A 0.00% -40.8% N/A Information Technology Mirati Therapeutics Inc 0.00% -74.5% -82.7% |Health Care
CVR Energy Inc 0.00% -39.1% -55.9% |Energy TransEnterix Inc 0.01% -71.3% -59.3% | Health Care
Fossil Group Inc 0.00% -35.8% -58.9% | Consumer Discretionary Lipocine Inc 0.00% -70.0% -64.6% |Health Care
VeriFone Systems Inc 0.01% -34.3% -45.4% |Information Technology Chiasma Inc 0.00% -68.4% N/A Health Care
Source: Morningstar Direct CAM 16-0939
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The Market Environment

International and Regional Market Index Performance (Country Count)
As of June 30, 2016

Similar to domestic equity markets, the 2" quarter was volatile for
international stocks as broad developed market indices struggled throughout
the quarter. Currency impact on returns was mixed during the quarter with
the EM Latin America Index benefiting from a weakening USD, and the
Europe and Middle East Index suffering from USD strength. For the 1-year
period, returns for developed markets were negative in both USD and local
currency. While the quarter began positively as markets pushed higher on
the back of better than expected economic data and rising commodity prices,
the second half of the quarter saw international markets swoon. Much of this
was due to uncertainty leading up to the U.K.’s June 23 referendum to
remain in or move to leave the EU. British voters surprised investors by
voting to discontinue membership in the economic bloc. While the terms and
aggregate impact of “Brexit” will remain unknown for some time, the reaction
to the vote was immediate. The pound sterling fell sharply (-12%), Standard
& Poor’'s downgraded the U.K.’s AAA credit rating, and U.K. Prime Minister
David Cameron resigned. While U.K. equity markets initially suffered sharp
losses, markets recovered quickly as investors weighted the benefits of a
weakened pound on the country’s largely foreign earnings base.

The U.K.’s decision to leave the EU cast a shadow over European equities
for the quarter despite the region’s generally positive economic data. While
the European Central Bank (ECB) has signaled its intent for continued
support, the EU faces concerns surrounding “Brexit's” effect on future
growth, as well as a political contagion that could lead other members to
leave the economic union. Japanese equities fell sharply through the quarter
as the Bank of Japan (BoJ) bucked market expectations when they did not
announce an extension to its negative interest rate policy or asset purchase
program. The subsequent “Brexit” decision led to a sharp appreciation in the
yen, raising additional concerns around future earnings growth potential for
Japanese equities.

Broad emerging market indices were modestly positive throughout the
quarter, outperforming developed markets. Latin America was the best
performing region on both a USD and local currency basis as the region
benefitted from political tailwinds in Brazil and rising commodity prices.
Russia, India, and the Philippines were also notable positive performers.
Emerging European countries were laggards relative to emerging peers in
Asia and Latin America. Performance for the MSCI Emerging Markets Index
(net) remains negative in both local (-7.7%) and USD (-12.1%) terms over
the trailing 1-year period.

Quarter Performance mUSD OLocal Currency

-0.6%
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The Market Environment

U.S. Dollar International Index Attribution & Country Detail

As of June 30, 2016

MSCI - EAFE Sector Weight Quarter Return 1-Year Return MSCI-EAFE MSCI-ACWIxUS Quarter 1- Year
C t Weight Weight Ret Ret
Consumer Discretionary 12.1% -8.4% -17.7% Jp = 20/ 10/ 10 n
. 0 B (' B (] -0. 0
Consumer Staples 13.3% 2.9% 10.1% United Kingdom 19.6% 13.8% -0.7% -12.1%
Energy 5.2% 11.3% -2.4% France 9.6% 6.8% -4.3% -8.9%
Switzerland 9.3% 6.6% 2.0% -8.5%
Financials 22.3% -6.6% -23.2% Germany 8.7% 6.1% 5.6% 11.6%
Health Care 12.4% 4.7% -2.2% Australia 7.3% 5.1% 0.5% -4.5%
- Hong Kong 3.3% 2.3% 0.9% -10.8%
InElTBHIEL 185535 A3 G4 Netherlands 3.2% 2.2% 51% 78%
Information Technology 5.4% -2.7% -8.0% Spain 2.9% 2.1% -71.7% -23.3%
Materials 6.9% 1.2% -15.7% SWaden el ) SI6 Bl
— - " ” " Denmark 2.0% 1.4% -0.6% 2.5%
Telecommunication Services 5.2% -0.3% -3.7% Italy 2.0% 1.4% 10.5% 26.1%
Utilities 3.9% 1.6% -0.2% Belgium 1.5% 1.1% 2.3% 4.5%
Total 100.0% 1.5% 10.2% S!ngapore 1.4% 1.0% 0.4% -11.5%
Finland 1.0% 0.7% -2.1% -3.9%
0, 0 -3.89 - 9
MSCI - ACWIxUS Sector Weight Quarter Return 1-Year Return :\T:::/Iay 82;’ gg;’ S;/A’ 1;;;’
. 0 . 0 . 0 - . 0
Consumer Discretionary 11.3% -6.9% -15.9% Ireland 0.5% 0.3% -9.9% -10.5%
Consumer Staples 11.6% 2.8% 7.5% New Zealand 0.2% 0.1% 5.9% 29.7%
E 6.9% 8.1% 5.7% Austria 0.2% 0.1% -10.0% -12.9%
nergy =7 A7 - Portugal 0.2% 0.1% 2.8% 7.5%
Financials 24.4% -4.3% -19.9% Total EAFE Countries
Health Care 9.4% 4.3% 5.5%
Total Developed Countries
Industrials 11.3% -1.8% -7.2% China 5.8% 0.1% -23.4%
Information Technology 9.0% 0.1% -5.3% Korea 3.3% -1.2% -3.5%
- Taiwan 2.7% 0.7% -8.8%
0, [} - 0,
Materials 71% 3.1% 12.1% India 19% 37% 5%
Telecommunication Services 5.3% -0.2% -6.9% South Africa 1.7% 1.6% -15.9%
Utilities 3.6% 1.5% 2.0% Brazil 1.6% 13.9% -6.0%
E— PR 0.6% 10.2% Mexico 0.9% -7.0% -12.2%
G i L Al Russia 0.9% 41% 6%
Malaysia 0.7% -5.9% -6.0%
MSCI - Emerging Mkt Sector Weight Quarter Return 1-Year Return Indonesia 0.6% 41% 6.0%
Consumer Discretionary 10.5% -1.4% -10.5% Thailand 0.5% 2.8% -71%
ili i 0 0, 0,
Consumer Staples 8.5% 4.2% -3.6% ?S:g;mes gg;’ 5725; 11(')01/:/
. 0 =, (] - . (]
Energy 7.5% 1.9% -12.7% Chile 0.3% 1.9% -1.7%
Financials 26.1% 0.3% -17.8% Poland 0.3% -17.5% -27.0%
Qatar 0.2% -4.9% -17.2%
Health Care 27% 0.4% -7.5% United Arab Emirates 0.2% 0.1% 14.9%
Industrials 6.2% -3.3% -19.0% Colombia 0.1% 2.9% -12.4%
Information Technology 22.5% 2.5% -4.0% Peru 0.1% 18.2% 8.3%
- - o S Greece 0.1% -14.0% -60.8%
Materials 6.3% -0.8% -9.5% Hungary 0.1% -4.7% 20.5%
Telecommunication Services 6.6% -0.1% -15.6% Czech Republic 0.0% -6.1% -18.3%
0, 0, _ 0,
Utilities 3.2% 0.5% -10.0% Egypt . . 0.0% 0.9% 25.8%
Total Emerging Countries
Total 100.0% 0.7% -12.1% Total ACWIXUS Countries

Source: MSCI Global Index Monitor (Returns are Net in USD)
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e Key Findings
— Demand Analysis

— Public & Stakeholder Engagement
— Operational/Route Analysis

e Overarching Themes & Emphasis
Areas
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t ) Transit Master Plan

e Goal - Enhance Mobility Options in the City

— Increase accessibility and connectivity of City’s transit services and to
regional services

— Identify and prioritize near- and long-term service/capital
improvements that will support the strategic improvement and growth
goals for the City

— Develop phased implementation plan
e Near-Term Route & Network Improvements (1-5 years)

e Long-Range System Enhancement/Expansions (6-10 years)
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" Transit Master Plan - Progress

.’?

e

L)

£
m-!‘r“'ﬁ: a

AT
y L
&
N
"CE oF

e Completed

— Demand/Needs Analysis

e Near Completion

— Operational & Route Analysis
— Five-Year Financial Plan

e Upcoming
— Short- and Long-Term Service/Implementation Plans

— Fleet Replacement Plan
— Staffing Plan
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e Existing System
— 8 Bus routes
— Water Trolley
— Mon-Fri (7 Routes)
— Mon-Sat (Airport Link)

e Connecting

— 560,225 riders (2015)
— 120,000 Jobs (2013)
— 88,000 People (2013)
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e Analyzed

e Findings
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e Density Analysis using Industry-
based Investment Thresholds
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e Findings
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— Future growth is expected to support more
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e Public Outreach Process

— Stakeholder interviews/presentations
— Web-based transit needs survey

e Rider and non-rider branching

— Paper-based surveys
e Localized input - YMCA and Galt

— Bus operator interviews
— Web and email based outreach
— Social media

e Facebook
e Nextdoor
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e Key Input

— Areas Needing Increased

Services

e Port to Airport, Beach, Las
Olas, NW Community, SE

17t St
Frequency Needed
e Should vary by route

— Service

e 5-7days a week,
evenings, rush hour

— Other Needs

e Shelters, clean vehicles,
benches. bike racks. wi-fi
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) Stakeholder Input- Survey

e Key Input Areas Needing Increased Services

Fort Lauderdale B h
— Frequency Needed ort hauderdaie Beac

e 15to 30 min Airport to Port Everglades

— Service span/days
SE 17th Street Causeway

e Everyday, 12 to 18 hours a
day; rush hour, peak Las Olas

— Other Needs

e Clean vehicles, fixed
shelters/stops NW Community/Downtown

Galleria Mall

Flagler Village

Wilton Manors

Victoria Park
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Sun TroIIey Riders General Public

Most Needed Improvements Most Needed Improvements

More frequent trolley service More frequent trolley service

More weekend service More connections to key locations
Later service More weekend service

More connections to key locations Later service

What is the Primary Trip Purpose? Why do you not use the Sun Trolley?

I do not want to use public
transportation, 11%

Commuting to work, 6%
A Other (please Other (pleas
specify), 12% specify), 17%
Shopping for
necessities,

14%

1 0,
School, 0% P Medical/doctor, 5% | do not know

— much/anything
about it, 41%

Recreationa

. .. Driving is more
leisure activities,

It doesn’t go where :
convenient/ faster,

need to travel, 30%

89% 35%
e Typical Rider Characteristics e Typical Rider Characteristics
— Majority White, ages 45-64, — Majority White, ages 45-64,
income of $75,000 or more income of $75,000 or more
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Most Needed Improvements

More frequent trolley service 66%
Bus stop improvements 51%

More weekend 34%

Later service [IPEEZ

What is the Primary Trip Purpose?

School, 7.7%

Commuting to

/ work, 10%

Other (please
—  specify), 12%

Medical/ doctor,
15%

Recreational/ leisure
activities, 25%

Shopping for
necessities, 56%

e Typical Rider Characteristics

— Majority Black, ages 45—64,
income of $10,000 or less

General Public

Most Needed Improvements

More frequent trolley service 70%

More weekend service 44%

More connections to key

0
locations 33%

Later service 29%

Why do You Not Use the Sun Trolley?

Driving is more
convenient/
faster, 30%

I do not want to use public
transportation, 11%

It doesn’t go where |
need to travel, 15%

| do not know
much/anything

about it, 27%\
e Typical Rider Characteristics

Other (please
T~ specify), 18%

— Majority Black, ages 45—-65+,
income of $19,999 or less
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7.0

| Galt Survey

.I. & o
2,

Most Needed Improvements
> How Would You Travel If Not By Trolley?

Other (please specify), 7%
More frequent service 42.9% ) |
Drive my own

car, 43%

~__Walk, 7%

More weekend service 35.7% Take a taxi/ rideshare,

7%

| have no other
option but to take

the bus, 7%

Later service 28.6%

Bus stop improvements 28.6%

Ride with someone, 29%

What is the Primary Trip Purpose?

Other (please specify), 9%

Shopping
for
necessities,
82%

Recreational/ leisure
activities, 36%

e Typical Rider Characteristics

— White, over 65, income from
$20,000 to $39,999

Medical/doctor, 36%
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e System & Route Review

— Population
— Employment
Land Use

e Segment Efficiency
Stop Activity by Segment
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Employment Land Use Population
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4~ Overarching
= Emphasis Areas

Fixed bus stops and
amenities

Biseg: Est, HERE, Delorme, USG
1y g&a_fl} METI, Esn China (Hong k
Clphtra-e"tyﬂp contributors, and the

e Expand awareness and

Minority vs. White Population
marketing

(Potential Title VI concerns)

e Equity in Service Distribution

e Direct Connections

— Neighborhoods to airport/seaport
— Airport to A1A hotels/beach
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) Needs Summary

e Improve/Enhance Service

— NW Community

— Sistrunk Boulevard

— Downtown

— Fort Lauderdale Beach
— Las Olas

— SE 17th Street

— Galleria Mall

e Connections to Airport, Port Everglades, Flagler
Village, Victoria Park, Riverland, River Oaks, FAT
Village, Wilton Manors, west of 1-95
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INTRODUCTION

Broward County retained FITCH & Associates (FITCH) to conduct an assessment of the County’s Regional
E911 Consolidated Communications System (Regional E911 System). As an overall goal, FITCH is to
initially assess the E911 System through data collection and baseline assessments, external
benchmarking, and definition of future state options. FITCH is to evaluate the System against industry
best practices and opine on the pertinence and attainment of previously established goals.

The Regional E911 System resulted from the consolidation of eight smaller public safety answering
points (PSAPs) after extensive technical reviews and engaged public policy debates. The System’s formal
implementation date was October 2014. In the 23 months'since start-up, stakeholders have made
progress in meeting goals; yet, there have been concerns about the relevant utility of the current
performance metrics and the System’s ability to quickly achieve all the ambitious goals initially defined
by the various stakeholders. There was significant agreement/consensus in the early stages of the
consolidation based on numerous meetings and adoption by all parties of interlocal agreements.
However, it is fair to note that such consensus has now dissipated in a number of areas.

The County contracts with the Broward Sheriff’s Office (BSO) to operate the Regional E911 System and
provide dispatch services. BSO personnel receive and dispatch emergency and non-emergency calls for
police, fire, and emergency medical services (EMS) within the County, for all but two of Broward
County’s 31 municipalities. BSO also provides teletype (queries only), while the municipalities are
responsible for any services beyond that level.

This report represents findings from/Phase | of the project and includes analyses of qualitative and
quantitative data as provided by the County and other stakeholders — in essence an assessment of the
current System. Phase 2 of FITCH’s scope of work will provide a series of specific recommendations
designed to improve overall System effectiveness, efficiency and utilization of industry best practices.
Phase 2, once completed, will be added to this.report and the two parts will represent the entirety of
the scope work.

FITCH consultants have spent many hours working with Broward County and BSO personnel. We are
impressed with the dedication of these individuals and clearly see that all understand the importance of
their mission and express a desire to provide excellent services.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report derives its findings from two perspectives. First, is the input received from stakeholders,
especially Level 1 (elected, appointed and senior management officials) and Level 2 (directors, managers
and supervisory personnel). Information was also gleaned from the considerable time FITCH consultants
spent directly observing operations in all three regional 911 facilities, in the field and from direct surveys
of dispatch personnel.

The second perspective is based on extensive and sophisticated analyses of raw data provided to FITCH
consultants. The data included 911 center phone records, computer-aided dispatch (CAD) records and
radio system records. From this information, FITCH was able to assess the Regional E911 System’s
current level of performance. Additionally, FITCH modeled performance and under Phase 2 will quantify
the optimal number of call-takers and dispatchers that are needed to meet certain performance criteria
in the Regional E911 System. The quantifying of personnel is a participatory process involving
stakeholders to set new parameters. This process is key in.designing a dispatch center that is based on
national best practice and local competencies.

To determine staffing needs, BSO and the County utilize a staffing estimator and retention rate
calculator known as RETAINS, a product of the Association of Public-Safety Communications Officials
(APCO). The RETAINS title stands for Responsive Efforts to Assure Integral Needs in Staffing. The
estimator is respected as a tool for estimating staffing needs and includes some level of complexity.
However, its application for Broward’s Regional E911 System is significantly limited due to Broward’s
fluctuations in call volume on an hour-by-hour basis and the changes in staffing used to meet those
demands. An easily overlooked limitation of the RETAINS estimator is that it does not include specific
performance targets as part of the staffing level calculations.

Of note, there were a number of data deficiencies that limit FITCH’s ability to complete specific project
scope points. For example, while CAD data for all of calendar year 2015 was available, only three months
of phone records were available due to a system upgrade. From these two data sets, there were only
two months of overlap between the phone records and the CAD data. Radio system information also
had limitations that hampered detailed system performance analysis.

Nonetheless, FITCH was able to construct detailed models and was able to draw meaningful conclusions.
A full accounting of data issues is described in detail under the report section titled Sources of Data.

Initial Findings and Observations

From the intersect of issues derived by stakeholder input and the extensive data analyses, a number of
higher level findings of the current System can be determined. More detailed findings of the system can
be found throughout other sections of this report.

Broward County Page 1 © Fitch & Associates
Assessment of Broward County’s Regional E911 August 2016

CAM #1079
Exhibit 3
Page 7 of 101



The discourse regarding system performance between the County, BSO and user agencies has been
difficult. Multiple factors including limitations of some performance metrics; operational governance
and oversight; and technology limitations, contribute to various problem areas. However, FITCH also
found areas where there have been noteworthy successes. Contrary to often cited perceptions, the
System is performing — quantitatively — better than conveyed by stakeholders. A widely discussed metric
that evaluates 911 call-answering times was found to be extremely rapid, some of the quickest FITCH
has identified in other large systems. Call transfers, that happened with some regularity prior to
consolidation and delayed effective system performance, has beenwirtually eliminated since
consolidation. The County’s efforts to ensure quality and efficiency is support by a quality assurance and
improvement program. Additionally, greater operational coordination and transparency among System
participants has provided qualitative improvements. This report strives to provide a balanced
perspective, drawing heavily from our experience working with other large; national and international,
emergency communications systems.

From a high-level policy perspective, we found three major areasthat should capture the attention of
stakeholders moving forward.

Utilization of Performance Metrics

Measures of the System’s performance, as initially drafted by law enforcement, fire and municipal
leaders, and implemented by County staff, do not provide an appropriate assessment of the System’s
performance. The measure of the P1 busy hour interval — the time from when the 911 phone rings until
answered — is a poor representation of System performance and inconsistent with current industry best
practices. Further, reports of the P2/P3 interval — the time from answering a 911 call until units are
dispatched — that appear to be precise, are in fact flawed due to data limitations. Interestingly though,
performance calculated by FITCH differed from that calculated by the County by only a few percentage
points. The Phase 2 report will provide a specific set of recommended measures for use in evaluating
System performance.

While the System is seen as struggling to meet all of its currently defined performance measures, the
focus on certain specific areas has resulted in a level of goal displacement. The use of ‘PASS/FAIL" or
‘YES/NO’ against percentage compliance targets does the County a disservice in that it fosters an
expectation that the system can somehow be made perfect. The reality of emergency service systems is
that they will be overwhelmed by significant unanticipated events at some point in time, i.e., the recent
shootings in Orlando or a tornado in South Florida. Performance measures should be selected such that
they contribute to a knowledge base to make the system better, rather than be seen as a value
judgement. Another example of goal displacement is the focus on the time necessary to answer a 911
call, known by the moniker P1. This measure has received significant scrutiny. While there are several
specific measures to evaluate P1, much of the focus has been on what is known as “busy hour”
performance. This single metric has been the source of friction between various parties and likely led to
a belief that the only solution is increased staffing. The busy hour measure is a poor representation of
performance in the Broward system. When examining the other metrics associated with P1, the
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Broward System actually exhibits some of the best performance seen in large 911 centers across the
nation. This issue will be discussed in greater detail elsewhere in the report. Attention to performance

metrics is a best practice, but must be utilized carefully to avoid emergence of perverse behaviors.

Governance and Oversight

As approved by the County, BSO and municipalities, the System’s initial, rapid implementation
timeframe required a more centralized oversight/governance process. In the consolidation process,
some communities were able to add services that were not provided individually before. For example,
the consolidated System utilizes emergency medical dispatching (EMD) services — a best practice for 911
centers. The focus during these initial months was with the County’s Office of Regional Communications
and Technology (ORCAT). This approach, while arguably needed during early implementation, does not
serve the ongoing needs of other stakeholders. Some examples of the County’s assumption of
operational issues resulted from role ambiguity. And while current perceptions indicate there is a lack of
trust among stakeholders, there is also evidence that in other regards the System has now “turned the
corner”. Future system improvements will benefit from a redefined, collaborative, and simplified
governance structure. The challenge for municipal leaders —fire and police chiefs, along with locally
elected leaders — will be defining a clear set of expectations shared by all. In Phase 2, FITCH will propose
an oversight process that will balance end-user concerns.for operational control and transparency,
against BSO'’s requirements to manage System operations and Broward County’s fiduciary and legislative
responsibilities.

FITCH noted the levels of staffing appropriated in the budget process for the Regional E911 System, and
the focus of staff’s efforts in operating the System. Qualitatively, it was felt that personnel in the 911
centers suffer from low morale and a perceived lack of leadership. Attention has been diverted from
more meaningful activities in order to address issues of less importance, and a sense that available
resources are not being used effectively. Quantitatively, application by FITCH of more definitive staffing
models demonstrates opportunities to achieve meaningful performance in the 911 centers — well within
existing allocations of personnel, and even with some level of thoughtful reductions. We believe this
can be accomplished while the Broward Sheriff’s Office remains an Accredited Center of Excellence as
awarded by the International Academies of Emergency Dispatch. In the Phase 2 report, FITCH will
propose a number of staffing realignments to address the existing inefficiencies.

Technology Limitations

The County has, and is, expending significant resources to upgrade Regional E911 System technologies.
The phone system was recently completed and major upgrades to the radio and CAD systems are
currently underway. However, a number of challenges were encountered in the harvesting of data. The
findings regarding technology limitations highlight the need to address some fundamental technology
issues as these systems are now undergoing major upgrades.
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Generally, stakeholders do not appreciate how these issues impact the ability to effectively manage the
System. A major flaw of the current system is the inability to link phone records to CAD records and
establish a seamless start-to-finish timeline for an incident. This results in the County basing overall
System performance without benefit of all the fire/medical dispatch records. In addition, the County is
unable to currently access radio and phone data directly. To ascribe performance evaluations to the
entire System based on partial and potentially statistically biased data is questionable. FITCH took
extraordinary effort to construct data tables from these two data sources in order to assess the system.
Pass/fail assessments should be cautiously weighed by decision-makers until all planned technology
improvements are in place. County staff should continue to report on the trend-data to establish
baseline performance.

Less understood from a root cause perspective is the failure by field personnel to make better use of
mobile data terminals (MDTs), and thereby place.a larger demand on the radio system and 911
personnel. This practice further decreases the effectiveness and efficiency of the System.
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DISPATCH CENTER BEST PRACTICES

Accreditation by the International Academies of Emergency Dispatch (IAED) is the gold standard for
emergency dispatch centers and public safety agencies. Achieving and maintaining status as an
Accredited Center of Excellence (ACE) requires top-notch systems, for reporting and reviewing
processes, and ultimately benefit patients and the community-at-large. The goal of accreditation is to
improve patient care and clinical outcomes. IAED provides the following separate accreditation
processes for dispatch personnel:

= Emergency Police Dispatch Certification

=  Emergency Fire Dispatch Certification

= Emergency Medical Dispatch Certification

Each certification area provides structured call processing for the respective discipline. IAED sets out 20
points as accreditation requirements. Table 1 below articulates the 20 IAED points of excellence that
must be formally documented, described and verified as part of the medical dispatch accreditation/re-

accreditation application process.
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Table 1. Requirements for IAED Medical Dispatch Center Accreditation®

| Formally describe and document the following— |

1) Communication center overview and description

2) Medical Priority Dispatch System "™ (MPDS) version and licensing confirmation

3) Current Academy EMD certification of all EMD personnel authorized to process emergency calls

4) All EMD certification courses are conducted by Academy-certified instructors, and all case review is
conducted by Academy-certified ED-Qs

5) Full activity of Quality Improvement (Ql) committee processes.

6) IAED quality assurance and improvement methodology.

7) Consistent case evaluation that meets or exceeds the Academy’s minimum expectations

8) Historical baseline QA data from initial implementation of structured Academy QA processes ( first QI
Summary Report, if available*)

9) Monthly average case evaluation compliance levels forthe communication center for the six months
preceding the accreditation application, with compliance levels at or above accreditation levels for at
least the three months immediately preceding application

ACE
High Compliance
Compliant
Partial Compliance 10%
Low Compliance 10%
Non-Compliant 7%
L. Critical Deviation | Major Deviation | Moderate Deviation | Minor Deviation
Percentage of Deviation Accepted
3% 3% 3% 3%
10) Verification of correct case evaluation and QI techniques, validated through independent Academy
review
11) Implementation and/or maintenance of MPDS orientation and case feedback methodology for all lead
personnel

12) Verification of local policies and procedures for implementation and maintenance of the MPDS. Include
all'policies relating to EMD practices

13) Copies of all documents pertaining to.your continuing dispatch education (CDE) program

14) Secondary Emergency Notification of Dispatch (SEND) orientation

15) Establishedlocal response assignments for each MPDS Determinant Code

16) Maintenance and modification processes for local response assignments to MPDS Determinant Codes

17) The communication center’s incidence (number of occurrences) of all MPDS codes and levels for the six
months immediately preceding application

18) Appointment and appropriate involvement of the Medical Director to provide oversight of the center’s
EMD activities

19) Agreement to share non-confidential EMD data with the Academy and others for the improvement of
the MPDS and the enhancement of EMD in general

20) Agreement to abide by the Academy’s Code of Ethics, Code of Conduct, and the standards set forth for
an Accredited Center of Excellence

The Broward stakeholders should appreciate that Accreditation guarantees that all the processes
needed for high quality patient care are implemented. How promptly they are carried out is a
component of performance independent of Accreditation. The IAED-ICE accreditation requirements
contain no time metrics. Requirements for ACE Accreditation are comprehensive and reflect the effort

! https://accreditation.emergencydispatch.org/resources/General/MEDICAL%20Accred-Re-Accred.pdf, June 2016
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required to achieve and maintain accreditation. Even for the best dispatch centers, accreditation is
typically a multi-year process.

The Broward Sheriff’s Office first accomplished accreditation in 2003. BSO maintained accreditation and
was re-accredited for the three-year period 2015 to 2018. Of note, BSO only uses the Medical dispatch
protocol and is only accredited for medical dispatch.

FINDING: Broward Sheriff’s Office is an Accredited Center of Excellence as awarded
by the International Academies of Emergency Dispatch.

The Broward Sheriff’s Office has also recently beenreaccredited for their communications services by
the Commission on Accreditation for Law Enforcement Agencies (CALEA).

Other attributes of high performance dispatch centers include daily meetings of dispatch staff to review
the prior day’s events, refine deployment and review any operational concerns; regular surveys by
emergency provider agencies to include questions regarding the dispatch process; continuous feedback
loops for improvement throughout the organization; and clinical oversight regarding emergency medical
dispatching by a full-time medical director, who has direct involvement with the center’s performance
and personnel.

In their final Phase 2 report, FITCH will provide a series of recommendations based on industry best

practices.
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CURRENT ORGANIZATION AND ENVIRONMENT

A meaningful analysis of the current System requires an appreciation of the recent historical and current
organizations, and their environment. The following sections highlight demographic trends impacting
demands for service, existing relationships among stakeholders and technology impacting System
performance.

County Demographics

It important to understand the utilization of emergency services from a historical perspective. Fire
rescue departments have seen a significant increase in emergency activity. While reported structure
fires are down dramatically, in the last decade alone there is been a 40% increase in overall total
emergency calls based mostly on EMS and activated fire alarms.” Therefore, the following demographic
information provides a context to understand some of the drivers of system demand.

Current and Historical

Today, Broward County is a mostly developed urban county with.only 10.5 square miles left of
developable land. According to the University of Florida’s Bureau of Economic and Business Research
(BEBR), the County’s total population is estimated at 1,827,367 as of April 1, 2015.2 Of the 31
municipalities in BrowardCounty, the three largest cities are the City of Fort Lauderdale with a resident
population of 178,590, Pembroke Pines, 166,611, and Hollywood, 149,728, (July 1, 2015, US Census
data).

Broward County’s historic growth peaked in the year 2000 with an average annual growth of 2.72%.
Between 2000 and 2005, average annual growth had slowed to 1.44%, resulting in a resident population
of 1,739,487 persons. Growth began to slow due in part to sky-rocketing housing costs, followed by the
2008 economic slump. In-migration of residents typically fueled the County’s rapid population growth.
However, “excessively high housing costs followed by diminishing job opportunities, reduced in-
migration and population growth to its smallest level in sixty years.”*

Nevertheless, the contrast of added population between 2005 and 2010 and that experienced between
2010 and 2015, is significant. Figure 1 below represents the population growth in five-year increments
for 2005 to 2015.

2 Ahrens, M. (2016). Trends and Patterns of U.S. Fire Loss. N. F. P. Association, National Fire Protection Association.

3 Projections of Florida Population by County, 2020-2045, with Estimates for 2015, Florida Population Studies, Vol. 49, Bulletin
174, January 2016. University of Florida, Bureau of Economic and Business Research.

4 Broward-by-the-Numbers, Number 57, page 1, July 2009. Broward County Planning and Redevelopment Division, accessed
June 2016.
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Figure 1. Broward County Population Growth, 2005 to 2015
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A total of 32,573 residents was added to Broward’s population between 2005 and 2010, but 104,201

residents were added to the population between 2010 and 2015, representing 5.9% growth for that
. 5

period.

Projected Growth to 2020

The University of Florida’s Bureau of Economic and Business Research (BEBR), provides annual
population forecasts for the state and forall Florida counties. BEBR’s projections of overall population
growth in Broward County population is expected.to slow in the out years to 2020. BEBR’s January 2016
population projections for Broward County are provided as “low”, “medium” and “high”. The medium
projections are thought to generally provide the most accurate forecasts of future population change.
BEBR forecasts Broward’s medium population at 1,914,500 as of April 1, 2020, which represents a 2.04%

increase over 2015.

The US Census’ American Community Survey for 2007-2011, notes that Broward County is a net
exporter of workers in the daytime during the workweek. While the cities of Fort Lauderdale and
Pompano Beach experience a significant net increase in their daytime populations, suburban areas tend
to lose population in the daytime due to many workers commuting out of the area. Downtown areas
generally see a significant increase in daytime population. The greatest daytime gains are seen in the
municipalities in the eastern part of the County, such as Fort Lauderdale and Pompano Beach.®

> Population data was derived from the Broward County source noted in the previous Footnote and was used instead of US
Census data as it is more complete. Census data and Broward County’s estimates and projections are relatively similar and do
not represent a significant disparity.

6 Broward-by-the-Numbers, Number 60, page 1, March 2013. Broward County Planning and Redevelopment Division, accessed
June 2016.
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The BEBR population forecasts include data by age groups. Of particular interest is the age cohort of 70+
years, which significantly impacts the need for health care services and, in particular, emergency
medical services. BEBR’s data regarding age cohorts of 70+ years, provides estimates for 2012 and
projections for 2015 and 2020. The information is presented in Figure 2 below. This trending
demographic will have a concurrent impact on 911 services as well.

Figure 2. Population Projections for 70+ Years Age Cohorts

Population Projections: Residents Age 70+ Years
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The projected numbers increase over each five-year period and for each age group, except for the age
cohort of 80 to. 84 years. Overall, the number of Broward residents over the age of 70 years, is expected
to increase by approximately 41,700 individuals or 15.4% as estimated between 2012 and projected for
2020. Figure 3 represents the growth for the entire age group of 70+ years.

Figure 3. Population Projections for Residents Age 70+ Years
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Intuitively there exists the sense that as the size of the older cohort increases, the number of age related
emergency events will also increase. The increased number of people in the 70+ age group, in particular,
is expected to drive demand for emergency medical services. The critical question is, by how much? Four
studies provide insight into the impact of such a demographic trend.

First, the Department of Emergency Medicine, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, Chapel Hill,
North Carolina, conducted a retrospective study of 2.7 million EMS-transports to emergency
departments across North Carolina in 2007. A major finding of this study was that individuals 65 years of
age or older accounted for 38% of all EMS transports to North Carolina emergency departments.’

A second study supported by Florida’s Pinellas County Mental Health and Substance Abuse Task Force,
with cooperation of the Pinellas County Data Collaborative, evaluated the age distribution of emergency
medical transports in Pinellas County, FL, from July 1999 through June 2000.

Statistics from the summer months in Pinellas County are equally relevant to Broward County. During
this season, the statistics reflect the effects of the stably domiciled, local population. Distortions due to
the influx of winter “snowbirds” are absent. According to the United States 2000 Census, Pinellas County
had 22% of its domiciled population in the 65+ cohort. During the summer months, when there is no
population distortion due'to snowbirds, at least 50% of all emergency medical transports involved the
65+ cohort. In Pinellas‘County, the one fifth of the domiciled population in the 65+ cohort accounted for
one half of all emergency medical transports. Similar observations regarding age and emergency medical
transports were made in smaller and earlier studies in Forsyth County, North Carolina in 1995, and in
Dallas, Texasin 1990.

FITCH believes that the demand for emergency medical services in Broward County, like its Florida west
coast neighbor, Pinellas County, will be driven disproportionately by the 65 and 70+ year old cohorts.

Stakeholder Relationships
Participants

Of the 31 municipalities in Broward County, all but two, Coral Springs and Plantation, are participants in
the Regional E911 System. The System is the result of a 2002 Charter amendment that called for
coordination between the County and municipalities to establish a countywide communications
infrastructure for fire and emergency medical services. A primary outcome of consolidation was to

"TF Platt-Mills, B Leacock, JG Cabafias, FS Shofer, SA McLean, Prehospital Emergency Care, 2010 Jul-Sep; 14(3): 329-333. doi:
10.3109/10903127.2010.481759. “Emergency medical services use by the elderly: analysis of a statewide database.”
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20507220.

gL Wofford, WP Morgan, MD Heuser, E Schwartz, R Velez, MB Mittelmark, Am J Emerg Med, 1995 May, 13(3): 297 - 300.
“Emergency medical transport of the elderly: a population-based study” and CE McConnel, RW Wilson, Soc Sci Med, 1998 Apr,
46(8): 1027 - 1031. “The demand for prehospital emergency services in an aging society”.
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enable closest unit responses to life-threatening emergencies and provide support for regional specialty

9
teams.

The current set of stakeholders can be more readily identified as follows:
= Broward County, with legislative and financial responsibilities for the System,
= BSO as the Operator of the System, supplying personnel and direct management of the three
public safety access points (PSAPs) located throughout the County, and
= Municipal fire rescue and law enforcement agencies as end‘users of the Regional E911 System’s

services, and Broward Sheriff’s Office (BSO) as an end user public safety agency.

As will be highlighted from stakeholder input, relations among the three major stakeholders are not
optimal. This was emphasized by recent findings from facilitators working with County and BSO staff.
They concluded that the design of one team reporting errors on the other team’s work does not
support a collaborative relationship between the County and BSO. They indicated that the two
teams are not positioned to be collaborative in reaching the same goal and will likely cause
more expended energy and time in defending their respective perspectives. The facilitators
recommended focusing on the redesign of the existing working model to support a collaborative
working team.

FINDING: Lowdevels of trust exist among major stakeholders. Much of this is due to
role definitions. Relationships need to be redefined in order for the System to move
forward'effectively.

It is noteworthy that since the consolidation effort began, current stakeholders have engaged in a
sustained discourse on 911 services —something that was rarely discussed before. The outcome of this
dialog is that the new system, with greatly increased scrutiny, is now identifying and addressing long-
standing issues. It.s likely these issues existed before, but individual PSAPs did not have the
transparency that exists now. FITCH noted that attempts to obtain specific historical performance data
from various communities was unsuccessful either because of an inability or unwillingness to provide
such information. From one perspective, the tension that exists now can be seen as an outcome of the
transparency and progress that is now benefiting the public and first responders.

Technology Review

The technology assessment was accomplished through discussions with technical support personnel and
direct observations on-site at the dispatch consoles. The assessment focuses on telecommunications,
computer aided dispatch and radio operations technologies. Below are the key issues observed in this

initial assessment.

® Broward Sheriff’s Office Regional Agreements accessed through Broward.org, Regional Communications and Technology,
Broward County Regional 911 and Broward County Charter, Revised November 4, 2008, Article V. Public Safety, Section 5.03(A).
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Telecommunications

The Regional E911 System currently operates on an Intrado Power911 telephone system (version 5.5),
with a redundant network. Automatic Call Distribution (ACD) and prerecorded answering is in use
independently at each facility for 911 calls, while non-emergency calls are distributed across all three
PSAPs. FITCH consultants were advised that there are plans to network all three County PSAP facilities in
the near future and to then deploy Automatic Call Distribution across.the entire network for 911 calls.
This change will significantly improve the efficiency of call handling and avoid unnecessary delays.

Part of the data required to describe the total timeline of a'single incident resides in the phone system
and the other part resides in the CAD. A major issue identified in Phase 1 is the failure of the phone and
CAD systems to effectively link records associated with a single incident.

The County recently acknowledged the lack of this linkage as an issue of concern, and has indicated they
are currently undertaking efforts to effectively address this issue. After a concerted effort with the data
provided, FITCH was able to link incidents, but for fewer than 50% of the incident records. This
technology deficit significantly limits the ability to calculate the P2/P3 call processing intervals. Most
important is that the System cannot reliably answer the fundamental question of how long it takes
between when a call is made to 911 and when help arrives.

FINDING: County’s PSAP phone system and.computer-aided dispatch (CAD) systems
are not effectively linked to,allow comprehensive evaluation of System
performance.

During data collection, there were challenges in obtaining direct access to the phone system and the
radio system data tables. County staff reported they process their reports through a standardized
reporting interface, and lack direct access to phone system data. County staff did advise funding is
available to purchase the necessary software to allow direct access to critical system data.

FINDING: County staff is unable to directly access phone and radio system data —
thereby limiting their ability to analyze system performance beyond that permitted
by pre-designed reports (a ‘canned’ reporting system) which makes some of the

required reporting tedious and error prone.
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Computer Aided Dispatch System

The current Motorola PrintTrac CAD system, originally deployed in 1994, serves each of the three PSAP
facilities. For some agencies, such as the City of Ft. Lauderdale, this CAD is believed to be a backwards
step in technology. The County has acknowledged the age of their current system, and some historical
problems with network stability. For these reasons, consultants were advised that there are plans to
upgrade to a Motorola Next Gen CAD in the near future, currently reported as early as 2017. The
County, BSO and end users are collaborating to identify improvements in the new CAD in order to
improve the overall System. At present, the County is risk averse.to routinely testing the redundant
network design because transferring system processing to the.CAD disaster recovery system requires
manual intervention, and can take up to 4 hours to complete. And as noted above, the current CAD
does not have an effective method to associate recordsfrom the phone system to the appropriate CAD

record.

FINDING: The CAD network is redundant in the event of axfailure. However,,it is not
tested on a regular basis. Thisiis a current deficiency and is in conflict with best
practices.

For 911 personnel to effectively dispatch emergency responders; two essential pieces of information are
required — where is the emergency, and what is the emergency. Direct.observations and analysis of CAD
data reflect that the current ability to obtain an accurate incident location is hampered by a number of
issues. Operators struggle to quickly obtain and validate the caller’s/incident location. This problem
was identified prior to this study and a number of mitigating strategies have already been deployed,
mostly related to call taker training. In particular, analysis by the County and BSO note that call takers
who ‘deviate’ from recommended processes, especially in medical calls, take longer to process the call
effectively. 911 personnel reported, and FITCH personnel observed, inconsistent performance of
mapping technology that decreased the capacity to quickly locate 911 callers. There are a number of
technology solutions that will help improve addressing, and therefore overall call processing times.
These will be further identified in the Phase 2 report.

Broward Regional 911 System dispatchers are certified as Emergency Medical Dispatchers (EMD) and as
such provide pre-arrival instructions to callers in need. As part of that process, BSO maintains a quality
assurance (QA) program that includes specialized QA positions and Priority Dispatch’s AQUA software
that measures, analyzes and documents call processes. The software assists in pinpointing training
needs and documents continuous improvement efforts. The QA program should meet criteria identified
in Dispatch Center Accreditation Requirements noted in Table 1 in the Dispatch Center Best Practices
report section.

Compliance with certain of these recommended standards are reported by BSO to the County for
inclusion in monthly reports. There also exist options to have this QA review done by external parties to

Page 14 © Fitch & Associates
| E911 August 2016

CAM #1079
Exhibit 3
Page 20 of 101



ensure objectivity. While the use of EMD is a best practice, the use of similar fire and law enforcement
systems are not being utilized within the Broward system.

FINDING: The System utilizes emergency medical dispatching (EMD) services — a
best practice for 911 centers. However, no similar program is utilized for either fire

or law enforcement call types:

Radio Operations

Different fire, law enforcement and EMS agencies work off separate assignment and tactical channels,
often requiring multiple dispatchers for the sameemergency incident. As noted elsewhere in this report,
there is a high level of radio usage for verbal communications between field personnel and radio
operators. This raises questions regarding the utilization of mobile data terminals (MDTs) and the
efficiency of the current operations. Staffing can be utilized more efficiently if field agencies agree to
utilize one assignment and/or tactical channel.

Regarding fire radio operations, there are multiple fire dispatch channels operating independently of
one another. While likelya remnant of pre-consolidation’s independent 911 centers, this is not the most
efficient or effective way to handle radio operations. Many larger systems limit the number of
assignment radio channels, and then quickly move units off to an operating or tactical channel based on
the type of incident.

Fire/EMS apparatus have mobile data computers (MDCs) with air cards installed in the units. It appears
that responders do not use the MDCs as.a means to update unit status changes or communicate routine
information. This information exchange is best executed via the mobile data computers. Using MDCs can
reduce errors, is a more efficient method to communicate, and can free up radio channels for more
critical communications.

FINDING: Radio traffic utilization, by both fire/EMS and law enforcement units, is
comparatively high. MDTs and MDCs are not effectively utilized to reduce radio
traffic.

Dispatch Facilities

FITCH consultants spent significant time in the three PSAPS, North, Central and South. While Central has
the largest footprint of floor space, North and South dispatch facilities must cope with the limited
available square footage at their locations. It should be noted that stakeholders undertook a significant
evaluation of potential dispatch sites prior to selecting the current PSAP locations. This included

Page 15 © Fitch & Associates
rd County’s Regional E911 August 2016

CAM #1079
Exhibit 3
Page 21 of 101



evaluating characteristics such as hurricane ratings, back-up power generators and redundant power
feeds. While it is recommended that a system such as Broward have at least two geographically
disparate sites, stakeholders were required to select existing facilities that could be modified to
minimally achieve the existing needs.

The South dispatch center is not a purpose built-facility designed for high volume dispatch operations.
The building is a shared facility combining a fire station and dispatch center operations. Current dispatch
center structural challenges include fluctuating heating, ventilation; and air conditioning, inadequate
training room size and design, limited restroom facilities and quiet rooms. South dispatch center is
designated as one of the “flee to” or backup communicationfacilities in the event a planned or
spontaneous evacuation occurs at one of the other two centers. South dispatch is not designed for
sustained long term dispatch operations as a “flee to” center. This is a recent change initiated by
Broward County. The former 911 center in the Broward Sheriff’s headquarters building on W. Broward
Blvd. was eliminated as the “flee to” site in large part because the structure has alower hurricane
protection rating. However, noting the recent incidents where evacuation of an existing site was
required, there may be a reason to reconsider that plan.

With regard to the South PSAP, consultants observed the close proximity of personnel answering calls
and dispatching resources. The dispatch room is not conducive for effective call taking and dispatch
operations. The room is designed with very little sound absorbing construction. Walls require sounding
absorbing elements. Dispatch and call taking personnel are almost in arms reach of each other. Consoles
require sound absorbing panels that shield the individual workstations from each other.

The combination of limited acoustic absorbing construction, personnel in close proximity to each other,
different individual speaking volumes and the lack of effective noise cancelling headsets for the
telephone conversations results in excessive background noise that hampers operations.

FINDING: Current PSAPs, training facility and “flee to” plans have facility
limitations, especially related to adequate space.

Financial Structure

The Operator Agreement between Broward County and BSO clearly spells out the means by which BSO,
as the contractor, is to be compensated for services rendered. Article 4. Compensation, Section 4.2, of
the Operator Agreement, states that the County “shall fund the Capital and Operational Expenses of the
System.” This same section notes that the “County shall provide for management, administration, and
oversight” of the System.

As part of the County’s annual budget process, BSO develops a detailed line item budget in concert with
the County and the budget must be approved by the Board of County Commissioners. The County
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maintains final approval authority of the final budget amount and position count. For example, for fiscal
year 15/16, BSO requested 472 positions and a $43.2 million budget, but received approval for 447
positions and $39.25 million.

The County and BSO maintain strict controls on the budgeted funds. At the beginning of each month,
the County advances to BSO an annualized monthly payment based on the approved or amended
budget. BSO’s monthly reports of actual expenditures are reconciled against the monthly budget and on
a quarterly basis any excess funds are recouped by the County in the following month’s advance. Per the
agreement, BSO maintains a separate special fund exclusively for revenue and expenses associated with
the E911 System.

Annual budget documents provide sufficient detail to'determine the intent of expenditures. For
example, the Adopted FY15/16 budget line item categorized as “Prof Svc/Admin” totals $106,605. A
review of the Broward Sheriff’s Office report titled, Expenditure by Cost Center— Memo Detail dated
May 28, 2015, indicates that the line item is for contracted services for new hires as follows:

New Hire Costs: Average new hire costs based on FY 13/14 employees processed is
$1,035.00. 445 filled positions X 18% attrition rate + ability to hire into attrition = 23%.
23% of 445 positions = 103 new hire expectation. 103 new hires x $1,035 -
$106,605.00. The‘expenses associated with this line item.include contracting for new
hire psychological testing, medical physicals, fitness and drug testing.

This type of detail is a best practice that provides for comparison of the budget plan with actual
expenditures, provides an historical record and allows for better planning year to year. This is an
especially important practice for a relatively new contracted entity such as BSO and the Regional E911
System.

The primary expenditures covered in the BSO budget are for personnel, operating supplies, software
licenses, memberships, and training. There are no major capital expenditures appearing in the BSO
Regional E911 budget. Table 2 below is a summary of the adopted BSO FY15/16 budget.

Table 2. BSO Adopted FY 15/16/ Summary Budget

Summary Line Item FY15/16 Adopted Budget

Regular Salary $25,725,340

Overtime (8.5% of Salaries) 2,186,654

Fringe Benefits 10,879,424

Prof Svs/Admin (Hiring Backfill for Attrition 106,605
Capital 3,230

Licenses, Memberships, Other Operating 347,331

Total FY15/16 Adopted Budget $39,248,584
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The budget supports a total of 447 full-time positions, an increase of four positions from the prior fiscal
year’s budget. Table 3 below, provides the detail of personnel positions and full-time equivalent (FTE)
positions.

Table 3. BSO E911 Authorized Full-Time Positions in FY15/16 Budget

Director 1
Assistant Director 1
Manager 6
Admin Specialist 1
Training Unit 9
Operations Analyst 1
Duty Officer 37
Quality Assurance 9
EMDQ 9
Accreditation 1
Audio Evidence 6
Dispatcher 252
Call taker 114
Total Full-Time Positions vy

The County’s FY15/16 budget for ORCAT includes a total of 27 positions and the transfer of funding to BSO
for dispatch services.ORCAT positions are as follows in Table 4 below.

Table 4. ORCAT Authorized Positions in FH15/16 Budget

Communications Technology Administration 3
Countywide Public Safety Applications 7
Countywide Radio Communications 11
E911 Contract Management/Qversight 6
Total ORCAT Positions 27

From the positions in Table 4 above, only the six assigned to contract management/oversight are
directly related to operation of the PSAPs. The other positions would still be required by the County to
manage the significant infrastructure necessary to provide radio and technology to public safety
agencies.

Revenue support for the Regional E911 System is derived primarily from 911 communications fees, ad
valorem taxes (property taxes), and intergovernmental revenues. Major capital expenditures for the
Regional E911 system are a County responsibility and are included in the County’s Capital Improvement

Plan.
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STAKEHOLDER INPUT
Methodology

This report section provides findings and analyses based on qualitative data from stakeholder interviews
and surveys. Along with detailed data analyses outlined later, these two data sources were analyzed,
and specific attention was paid to intersections between qualitative and quantitative data.

Stakeholder Input

The consultants conducted numerous interviews with County and Broward Sheriff’s Office officials and
other key management personnel that included:

=  Broward County Administrator and senior executives

=  Broward Sheriff’s Office officials

=  Office of Regional Communications Director

= Broward County Chiefs of Police Association

=  Fire Chiefs Association of Broward Country

=  Broward County League of Cities

= Members of Broward City County Managers Association

In addition, consultants interviewed Regional E911 management, communications operators and County
staff. Consultants observed dispatch processes and-overall operations.

At the end of March 2016, FITCH launched a survey tool specifically for Regional E911 Communications
Operators and a separate survey.for Regional E911 management personnel. Survey invitations were sent
to 377 dispatch personnel and obtained a 34.5% response. Fifty-one survey invitations were sent to
dispatch management personnel and a 47% response was obtained. Survey responses were
anonymous.

Stakeholder Perceptions - Level 1 Interviews

At the inception of this project, and throughout its initial phase, FITCH met with senior level
stakeholders from Broward County, Broward Sheriff’s Office, law enforcement agencies, fire rescue
agencies, and municipal leaders. These discussions included both elected officials and senior
management personnel. The focus of these discussions was to understand perceptions and key concerns
regarding the initial implementation and current operations of the regional communications system. The
issues raised in these discussions help to focus the analysis of quantitative data and ensure salient items
are captured. From a qualitative perspective, these discussions provided insight into the perceptions
among, and working relationships between, major stakeholders.

There was a high degree of consensus on a variety of issues - both positive and negative. While the root
cause of some items may be perceived differently by some stakeholders, the consistency of the
following items indicates that future attention is warranted to address the issues raised herein.
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Positive Issues Related to the Regional E911 System

During discussions leading to consolidation of the disparate Public Safety Access Points into an
integrated regional communications system, stakeholders identified eight goals for their new system as
noted below.

Table 5. Goals for the Broward Regional E911 System

1. Improve service

. Employ the best technology available to expedite emergency.response

. Establish consistent performance metrics

. Reduce delay in transfer of emergency calls

. Faster emergency response times

. Enhance interoperability and coordination amongst responding agencies
. Fewer errors due to standardized call handling and dispatch protocols

0O N OO U1 B W N

. Save significant amount of taxpayers' dollars

While some of the goals were not met in the first 20 months of operation, it is important to

acknowledge that others have been realized. These are summarized below.

= Stakeholders generally agreed that the new system has already established some stringent
performance measures, and that these measures are being reported in a consistent manner and
disseminated widely. These attributes were absent prior to consolidation.

= The goal to reduce delays related to transferring misdirected 911 callers from one PSAP to another
has been dramatically reduced since inception of the System. Quantitatively, there has been a
significant reduction in the number of transfers for emergency callers, thereby reducing any delays
in getting assistance to persons in need. Table 6 below reflects the significant reduction that has
occurred between October 2013 to January 2016. It is generally assumed that call transfers between
PSAPs incur a 30-second impact on total call processing times.*°

Table 6. History of Call Transfers Between 911 Centers™

2013
2014 2016 Percent Change

2013 - 2016

Stand Alone PSAPs | Consolidated PSAP | Consolidated PSAP
(October 2013) (October 2014) (January 2016)

Count of 911

12,291 7,581 1,690 (86.25%)
Transfers

1% 5ee Section 7.4.4 from NFPA 1221 (2016).

" Derived from presentation to Florida E911 Coordinators found at
(http://www.dms.myflorida.com/content/download/111575/622381/broward) and January 2016 Consolidated
Communications Monthly Report.
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FINDING: The number of 911 callers required to be transferred has been essentially
eliminated under the consolidated regional system, and reduced total call
processing times by approximately 30 seconds.

= End-users acknowledge that collaboration among first responder agencies, both law
enforcement and fire rescue agencies, has increased since the regional system began. This
collaboration includes greater consistency in dispatch policy & procedures and more common
nomenclature among first responders, thereby enhancing coordination and control in the field.
Participants also acknowledge the level of transparency in the Regional E911 System is
significantly greater than agencies experienced‘under their former model.

= |t was further noted by all stakeholders that Broward County is in the process of upgrading
major technological components of the Regional E911 System. The County is making significant
investments which will address the computer-aided dispatch (CAD) system, public safety radio
system, and fire station alerting system. These upgrades represent significant capital
expenditures from Broward County’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) Budget. While the County
has sought to ensure stakeholder input is widespread, some external stakeholders believe that
outreach efforts to the end-users need to be further strengthened.

Issues of Concern Related to Regional Communications

It is clear that the majority of stakeholders believe the System has improved its overall performance
since Regional E911’s formal launch in October 2014. Nonetheless, there remain concerns that existing
processes and governance structures keep the system from achieving significant additional
improvements.

One of the major concerns shared by all stakeholders is the state of relations among the various parties,
specifically the County; BSO in their role as contractor in operating the regional communication system;
and end-users, namely, law enforcement and fire rescue personnel who provide direct services to
residents and visitors. All parties rely on the Regional E911 System’s technology and operations to
support their respective missions. While these stakeholder groups are clearly engaged and motivated to
achieve the same goals, there is a consensus among the parties that “something is broken”. Every group
indicated that “there is a lack of trust” between system participants.

Stakeholders other than Broward County attribute much of this to the County’s role in system oversight.
From the County’s perspective, they remain responsible for the overall system.

This responsibility is paramount due to two factors. First, the Broward County Charter, Article V. — Public
Safety, Section 5.02. — Fire protection, notes that the County “shall provide funding for the
communications infrastructure . . . [that] shall facilitate closest unit response for life-threatening
emergencies. . .” The County’s responsibilities can only be realistically achieved through coordination
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among various providers to ensure a regional approach. This process must include utilization of common
technology and application of consistent policies among law enforcement and fire agencies. A regional
system is the most effective and efficient method to accomplish this mandate. With the recent
consolidation, Broward County is able to provide for closest unit response. However, fire-rescue
agencies have not yet adopted the necessary protocols, and therefore the County and BSO are unable to
implement this system.

FINDING: The consolidated system is capable of closest unit response to life-
threatening emergencies, but protocols are not'yet inplace to implement this
capability.

The second factor is that Broward County funds the regional backbone and carries the financial burden
for the technology and infrastructure to achieve regional. communications. The County also funds the
contract to staff and operate the three Regional E911 sites.

During initial discussions contemplating consolidation to a regional communications system,
participants, largely municipal and end-user representatives, drafted a series of stringent performance
measures, mostly patterned after various national recommendations including from the National
Emergency Number Association (NENA) and National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) and. By almost
all admissions, these metrics are relatively aggressive and were designed to reflect the desire of the
community that public safety, and specifically 911 services, should meet high standards of performance.

For some; adoption of these measures, as originally drafted and their subsequent adoption as
benchmarks for Regional E911’s performance, can arguably be considered “stretch goals.” These
measures are embodied in the Broward County/Broward Sheriff’s Office operator agreement titled,
“The Operation of Call-Taking, Teletype (Queries Only) and Dispatch Services for the Consolidated
Regional E911 Communications System.” Attachment A provides the detail of performance measures as
outlined in Exhibit D of the Operator Agreement and within the agreements between Broward County
and participating municipalities. Additional documents, including the interlocal agreements related to
the regional 911 system can be found online at www.broward.org, Regional Communications and

Technology, Regional Agreements.

Stakeholders clearly desire strong performance measures, and the County has the responsibility to
monitor and report on that performance. Yet, stakeholders external to Broward County government,
namely BSO and the participating cities, believe that the County’s application of these performance
measures has, in some ways, been unreasonable and punitive. County staff believes they have applied
the standards consistently and within the language of the applicable interlocal agreements, which can
be modified with stakeholder consensus. This issue of relevant and meaningful performance measures
is an area of significant friction between the parties. FITCH has identified a number of problems in the
current assessment of System performance. This issue is discussed in more detail in the Data Analysis
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section of this report, with specific recommendations regarding appropriate performance measures to
be provided in Phase 2 of this project.

Stakeholders have expressed concern with the quality of services being provided by the Broward
Sheriff’s Office as the System Operator. Some concerns revolve around dispatcher competency (largely
seen as an outcome of the current training received by Regional E911 personnel) and the application of
policies and procedures currently used by call taker and radio operator personnel. There is also a
perception that collective bargaining/labor issues within the Sheriff’s Office have impeded the Sheriff’s
ability to effectively manage the workforce. These limitations are believed to have led to poorer service
and support for field personnel.

Stakeholders outside Broward County perceive that the County’s intense process-driven oversight of the
system is characteristic of these issues outlined above. Complaints towards County staff include that the
County staff is essentially attempting to “run operations” of the law enforcement and fire rescue
agencies. These stakeholders cite examples of the County defining and managing processes for system
changes.

Upon examining this issue more closely, FITCH has identified examples of the County’s work intruding
into areas that are clearly operational in nature. While there is some validity to these concerns, it must
be further noted that end-users of the system, namely, law enforcement and fire rescue agencies, have
in many ways acquiesced control to the County by agreeing to a somewhat limited and ambiguous role
for input into the system’s operations. Most, if not all, protocol changes and guidance of the system
occurs after fire and police chief associations have approved of these changes. There also exists an
incident management system designed for end-users to identify system issues.

This issue of oversight and roles/responsibilities, in essence the rules of engagement, is one that FITCH
has identified as requiring more dialog among the parties. FITCH will make recommendations on what
rules should be adopted in the subsequent Phase 2 report.

Finally, a number of municipal elected and chief executive leaders largely voiced similar concerns to
those above. One additional.concern by many communities was that too much emphasis is placed on
performance metrics in lieu of ensuring the quality of services. However, leaders in Pembroke Pines
voiced the opinion that call-processing times (referred to as P2/P3) needed greater attention to more
closely mirror their experience prior to consolidation. While municipal leaders do not fully share a
common perspective, the prevalent concern by many local leaders of an overemphasis on metrics over
guality can be better characterized as goal displacement.

The County’s significant focus on performance metrics and managing change processes including some
of an operational nature, does not lend itself to fully allow a nimble system be developed that can adjust
and ensure quality services and meet end-user expectations. The impact of this goal displacement has
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led to the Sheriff’s Office expending extraordinary effort to address process issues rather than dealing
with more substantive issues of staffing, training, and stronger Regional E911 oversight.

FINDING: The County has inappropriately made, and public safety officials allowed,
some operational decisions to be handled by the County that should, instead, be
determined by public safety officials.

Stakeholder Perceptions - Level 2 & 3 Interviews

Interviews of mid-level and supervisory personnel were«conducted across all three major stakeholder
groups: The County, BSO, and end-users. Level 3 interviews with Communications
Operators/Dispatchers at North, Central, and South Regional E911 facilities were also conducted in the
first half of March 2016. One-on-one interviews were conducted on a voluntary basis using open ended
questions.

Positive attributes noted consistently throughout the interviews, were that Regional E911 personnel are
dedicated, want to succeed, want to do a good job, and they feel that failure is not an option.

In the interview process; concerns were repeatedly expressed about the following:
=  Teamwork
=  Personnel integration
= |nefficient procedures/processes
= Ongoing training and accountability
= _Quality improvement/assurance
= Equipment failures and emergency procedures
= Staffing and work schedules
= Work environment/respect

Below are summaries of comments regarding each of the above items.

Teamwork

One theme that emerged throughout the Level 2 and 3 interviews can easily be described as silos or the
lack of teamwork. Mid-level managers and supervisory personnel were questioned on how their role
integrates, or otherwise assists others in resolving system issues. The expression, “lI don’t look at that,”
or “someone else deals with that,” was a common response. There was little evidence that supervisory
and mid-level managers have achieved a more global perspective of the System’s fundamental goals.
There was also little evidence of a sense of teamwork between various operating units, even within the
same employer.
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Personnel Integration

Job classification titles and skills of personnel from smaller dispatch centers did not equate to required
core competencies needed to achieve success in a regional dispatch center. Initial training was
conducted months prior to the regional implementation and it appears that some personnel in the
smaller centers received limited initial training that proved inadequate. These factors made integration
of personnel difficult at best and, in some cases, continues to impact operational efficiencies.

Inefficient Procedures/Processes

Various procedures are time-consuming and ineffective. The‘training process of “read and sign” is
ineffective due primarily to the volume of documents circulated. Two to three new read and sign
documents are published per week that require dispatch personnel acknowledgement and
understanding. It was reported that many of these documents either cancel, modified pervious policies,
or are not applicable to dispatch operations.

The Training Supervisor is required to manually grade training tests and assessments. This is a time-
consuming and inefficient process that can be alleviated through the purchase of a relatively
inexpensive grading device. This would provide the training supervisor with more actual training time.

Policies affecting fire, law, and EMS agencies are not communicated to field personnel in a timely
manner causing conflicts between the field and BSO dispatchers. Duty Officers are mired down in
administrative duties and are not focused on supervising dispatch personnel or maintaining situational
awareness.

On-going Training and Accountability

Dispatchers expressed as a primary concern what they perceive as a lack of quality on-going training.
Personnel reported that the Training Officers have not formally met with the Training Section in two
years. This can create gaps in knowledge exchange and new training techniques, and does not allow for
discussion of the strengths and opportunities to improve new personnel. It was also reported that
dispatch personnel are often held accountable for training they did not receive.

Quality Improvement/Assurance

Personnel expressed that their perception of the BSO Quality Assurance unit is that it is focused more on
punitive measures than skills enhancement.

Equipment Failures and Emergency Procedures

CAD operational issues, lock-ups, slow downs, and reboots are a daily part of BSO operations. While
there remains a reporting system in place for these types of issues, end-users admit they don’t report
problems based on their experience of “no response” to prior efforts. Dispatch personnel expressed
limited knowledge or training on manual mode procedures in the event of a CAD failure for an extended
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duration. Call takers and dispatchers reported no real access to the critical supportive documentation
such as map books or run cards in the event of a CAD failure.

Likewise, when dispatcher personnel were queried about hurricane operations and preparedness they
expressed little to no knowledge. The one common procedure mentioned is that they are to report to
the E911 Center. Personnel could not identify whether on-site supplies or sleeping arrangements are
accounted for, nor did they express knowledge of scheduling or special operational expectations.

Staffing and Work Schedules

Inadequate staffing was a recurring theme voiced by dispatchpersonnel at all levels. Dispatchers report
that mandatory overtime is assigned multiple times each week. Personnel voiced that the current work
schedule compounded with the frequency of mandatory overtime is creating burnout and high stress
levels. It was noted that BSO currently utilizes only 8-hour shift schedules for personnel. This practice is
not typically seen in large dispatch centers where 8, 10 and/or 12 hour shifts in various combinations are

employed to more effectively align staffing with system demands.

As noted later, FITCH did found evidence that BSO adjusts staffing patterns very effectively to address
variance in demand. Yet, alternate shift schedules-may also provide greater satisfaction to employees
and help address current ‘burn-out’ perceived by many working in the 911 centers. FITCH will provide
specific recommendations regarding alternate scheduling practices in subsequent reports.

Work Environment/Respect

Regional E911 personnel who are co-located in facilities with other agencies and organizations note that
they have limited access to basic building facilities such as restrooms, elevators, parking, and entrance
sites. Communications operators noted that some agencies do not tolerate any type of disrespect
towards dispatch personnel while others seem to ignore the negative behavior. Personnel perceive
excessive involvement by the County in operational issues and mention that a County supervisor
occupies an office on the dispatch/floor while the North Center site manager is located on a different
floor.

Dispatcher and Management Surveys

In an effort to expand outreach to stakeholders, FITCH launched two survey tools, one for dispatch
personnel and one for dispatch center management. The purpose of the surveys was to obtain a
broader range of impressions and opinions from the personnel by means of an anonymous tool.

On March 29, 2016, survey invitations were sent directly from the FITCH offices to 377 dispatcher
personnel and 51 management personnel. The survey tool was available for two weeks and closed on
April 12. The survey addressed service levels, workloads, equipment, attitudes and management.
Participants were provided with statements and asked to indicate their agreement or disagreement with
the statement using the following choices:
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Strongly agree
Agree

Neutral
Disagree

vk wNR

Strongly disagree

Of the 377 invitations to dispatch personnel, 130 personnel substantially completed the survey resulting
in a participation rate of 34.5%. There were 15 additional incomplete surveys and those answers were
incorporated into the results. Of the 51 invitations sent to management personnel, there were 24
completed surveys resulting in a participation rate of 47%. There were also 9 incomplete surveys and
where applicable, those answers were incorporated into the survey results.

Survey Participant Demographics

Respondents are fairly well distributed across three of the four work locations as noted in Table 7 below.

Table 7. Work Locations of Dispatcher and/Management Survey Respondents

Work Location % of Dispatcher % of Management
Respondents Respondents
Public Safety Building 8% 20%
North Dispatch 31% 32%
Central Dispatch 26% 20%
South Dispatch 35% 28%

Of the dispatch survey respondents, the largest percentage (47%) worked for BSO prior to consolidation
of the Regional Communications Center, and the next largest contingent (14%) previously worked for
the City of Fort Lauderdale. Approximately 15% of dispatch survey respondents reported that they had
not previously worked for any of the participating cities or for BSO.

Of the management survey respondents, the largest percentage (46%) worked for BSO prior to
consolidation and the next largest contingent (25%) previously worked for the City of Fort Lauderdale.
Approximately 4% of management survey respondents reported that they had not previously worked
for any of the participating cities or for BSO.

Figures 4 and 5 below indicate the percentage of dispatch and management survey respondents and the
number of years of experience working in a 911 environment.
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Figure 4. Dispatcher Survey Respondents’ 911 Work Experience

9-1-1 Work Experience of Dispatch Survey
Respondents

15+ years [N 34%
11-15 years NN 13%
6-10 years [N 237
3-5 years 7%
0-2 years NN 13%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

Seventy-five percent (75%) of dispatch survey respondents.reported that they had worked in a 911
environment for at least six and up to 15 or more years. Eighteen percent (18%) indicated they had two
years or less experience working in a 911 environment.

Figure 5. Management Survey Respondents’ 911 Work Experience

9-1-1 Work Experience of Management Survey
Respondents
15+ years I 76%
11-15years 1N 12%
6-10 years N 12%
3-5years 0%
0-2years 0%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

None of the management survey respondents reported fewer than six years work experience in a 911
environment and the overwhelming majority, 75%, reported at least 15 years of experience.
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Summary of Survey Results

For ease of reading, the five ranges of agreement/disagreement with survey statements are summarized
into three groups as follows:

1. agree/strongly agree,

2. neutral, and

3. disagree/strongly disagree.

The tables below provide the summarized percentages for both the Dispatch and the Management

surveys and results are grouped into three categories as noted.above.

Service Level Statements

Table 8. | believe we provide a good level of service to citizens who call 911.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results

= 69% either agreed/strongly agreed

= 17% were neutral

= 14% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 64% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 13% were neutral
= 23% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 76% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 7% were neutral
=  17% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 69% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 14% were neutral
= 27% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Manager Results

= 5% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 17% were neutral

. . . Not asked of managers
= 78% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

=  61% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 3% were neutral
=  36% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 54% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 18% were neutral
= 28% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 46% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 25% were neutral
= 29% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 39% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 24% were neutral
= 37% either disagreed/strongly disagreed
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Table 13. The Regional Communications System is equipped and prepared to handle large scale emergencies
such as hurricanes or mass shooting incidents.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results

= 69% either agreed/strongly agreed

= 7% were neutral

= 24% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 31% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 28% were neutral
= 41% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Workload Statements

Table 14. The work methods we utilize help improve the efficiency inour work.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results

= 41% either agreed/strongly agreed

= 21% were neutral

= 38% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

=  16% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 26% were neutral
= 58% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

=  17%either agreed/strongly agreed
= 35% were neutral
= 48% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 24% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 11% were neutral
=  65% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

=  36% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 21% were neutral
= . 43% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 19% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 16% were neutral
= 65% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Equipment Statements

Table 17. | can effectively use technology to locate wireless callers who don’t know their location.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results
=  51% either agreed/strongly agreed

= 24% were neutral

= 25% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Not asked of managers

= 7% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 32% were neutral
=  61% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 27% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 20% were neutral
=  53% either disagreed/strongly disagreed
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Table 19. CAD has the tools | need to handle incidents efficiently.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results
= 34% either agreed/strongly agreed

= 20% were neutral

= 46% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Not asked of managers

Manager Results

= 32% either agreed/strongly agreed

= 14% were neutral

=  54% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 8% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 19% were neutral
= 73% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Attitude Statements

Table 21. Other occupants of the building | work at treat me with respect.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results

= 56% either agreed/strongly agreed

=  16% were neutral

= 28% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 38% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 33% were neutral
= 29% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Manager Results

= 22% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 21% were neutral

. . . Not asked of managers
= 57% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 67% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 22% were neutral
=  11% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 48% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 21% were neutral
= 31% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Manager Results

= 37% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 32% were neutral

. . . Not asked of managers
= 31% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 66% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 15% were neutral
= 19% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 27% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 23% were neutral
= 50% either disagreed/strongly disagreed
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Table 26. Please rate the following: Different work schedules will improve our current staffing challenges.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results

= 42% either agreed/strongly agreed

= 35% were neutral

= 23% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 65% either agreed/strongly agreed
=  17% were neutral
= 18% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 16% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 44% were neutral
= 40% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 22% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 33% were neutral
= 45% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Management Statements

Table 28. Management gives team members a clear picture of the direction BSO Communications is headed.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results

= 55%either agreed/strongly agreed

= 26% were neutral

= 19% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Not asked of dispatchers

= 44% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 11% were neutral
= 45% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

= 67% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 15% were neutral
= 18% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Dispatcher Results

= 59% either agreed/strongly agreed
= 22% were neutral

Not asked of dispatchers
= 19% either disagreed/strongly disagreed
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Table 32. Management effectively deals with misconduct or unsatisfactory performance.

Dispatcher Results Manager Results

= 30% either agreed/strongly agreed

= 22% were neutral

= 48% either disagreed/strongly disagreed

Not asked of dispatchers

911 Center Concerns Rankings

Table 33. Please rank the following issues in order of importance (1 is your top concern and 5 is the least
concern.

Dispatcher Rankings Manager Rankings

Adequate staffing
Adequate staffing Officer safety
Officer safety Training

Increase in workload
Loss of specific community
Improved accountability

Improved accountability
Increase in workload
Loss of specific community

v wN e
A

Communication Center Equipment Satisfaction Rankings

Table 34. Please rank the following issues in order of importance (1 is the most satisfied to you and 5 is the least
satisfied.

Dispatcher Rankings Manager Rankings

1. CAD 1. Radio sys.tem. ~
2. 911 telephone system 2. Communication center facility
3. Radio system 3. 911 telephone system

4. Records management 4. CAD

5. Communication center facility 5. Records management

In addition to the specific questions summarized above, an open-ended question permitted respondents
to voice issues they felt most important. For line personnel the issues of mandatory overtime due to
limited staffing and the need for additional training were highlighted most often. Supervisory personnel
felt most strongly that the initial.consolidation was rushed and this resulted in a multitude of problems
that remain today. Overall, the results above highlight an organization that has significant morale

problems and frustration with lingering staffing, training and management issues.

FINDING: BSO’s operation of the PSAPs are challenged with significant morale
problems embedded in issues of staffing, training and management.
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DATA ANALYSES

Sources of Data
Background

Dispatch operations in Broward County are conducted at three locations, the North, Central, and South
dispatch centers. Dispatch functions in all three centers occur at “intake” workstations and
“assignment” workstations. The analyses required to characterize the Broward dispatch operations
involves quantitating all the workloads flowing across these workstations by tallying all the processing
intervals experienced at these workstations. The primary data required for these quantitations reside in
three repositories: The Intrado VIPER telephony server, the Computer Aided Dispatch System, and the
radio logs. There also exists a log of outgoing telephone calls.

FITCH entered into this project with the expectation that complete downloads of raw data from these
three sources would be available. The actual availability of raw data was significantly less. The single
export of data that went smoothly was the outgoing telephonedogs. Substantial delays were introduced
into the project’s timeline due to exports of incomplete and incorrect data elements provided from
County staff. Once identified, these dataissues were corrected or appropriate analytical approaches
were developed to address any limitations.

The telephony server and radio logs presented more severe problems. In these two cases, Broward did
not have the technology to directly export any data from these sources in machine readable formats.
Instead, FITCH was presented with human readable text documents. FITCH had to apply cumbersome
workarounds to-convert data in-human format to data that was usefully machine searchable.

CAD Export

Interpreting the contents of the CAD export was not a smooth process. The primary problem was getting
County staff to provide clear definitions of which event along an incident processing timeline was being
logged into which timestamp in the CAD. The P1, P2, and P3 time intervals are all delimited by start and
stop timestamps. Initial data, when analyzed, had unusual characteristics and was subsequently
determined to contain incorrect'data fields. New data was quickly obtained once the issue was
identified to the County, and FITCH was able to verify it usefulness for data analysis. Ultimately, CAD
data for FIRE and LAW incidents was provided for January 2015 through December 2015.

Telephony Export

Broward County staff informed FITCH that they were unable to output raw data from the Intrado VIPER
telephony server. The best they could provide was to output human readable Call Detail Records (CDRs)
as text documents. They output one report per dispatch center per day of year from January through
October 2015 in the telephony system’s abbreviated “Basic Format”. They output a combined report for
all three dispatch centers per day of year for November, 2015 through January 2016 in the telephony
system’s “Extended Format”. More than one thousand individual report documents were provided to
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FITCH. The reports that were provided were intended to be human readable. As such, the text files that
were provided did not conform to the standard textile formats routinely used for data transfers
between databases. FITCH had to convert each of the Broward CDR reports to a machine readable
format suitable for input into a database. This required editing the report documents at the level of the
hexadecimal bytes comprising the files.

Upon inspection, the Basic Format CDR reports were found to contain insufficient details of telephony
operations, and were unsuitable for the analyses required for the conduct of FITCH’s studies. Broward
informed FITCH that Extended Format reports were not available for the period January 2015 through
October 2015 due to an upgrade of the telephony system. As a consequence, the analyses of telephony
data in this report are limited to the three-month period.of November 2015 through January 2016 for
which the Extended Format CDRs were available.

Getting the Extended Format Call Detail Records into machine readable format was only the first step.
Thereafter, the block of text describing each single incident had to be parsed into individual data fields.
FITCH reverse engineered the telephony primary data table from the human readable reports that were
generated by Broward from the telephony server.

The overlap between the telephony data and the CAD data.is limited to November and December 2015.
Although not complete, the consultants feel that this is a sufficient sample to come to meaningful
conclusions about thebehavior of the system over the whole year. This opinion is bolstered by the large
number of incidents captured in this time period and the limited impact of seasonality has on
performance data in the Broward system.

Radio Export

Broward County staff informed FITCH that they were unable to export raw data from the radio logs. The
only information they could provide was a 611-page PDF of a year-end summary report titled
“Talkgroups at Zone Summary 150101 — 151231". FITCH was eventually provided a cross-reference table
showing acronyms for the radio channels and the agency being dispatched. Unfortunately, the cross-
reference table, as initially. provided, was inaccurate. Acronyms appearing in the cross-reference table
did not appear in the PDF of the year end summary, and vice-versa. Multiple verbal inquiries were
required to finally achieve a consistent picture of acronyms for the radio channels and the agency being
dispatched.

Only two pieces of relevant data per dispatch channel were to be found in the document. The first was
the total annual transmit-receive time per dispatch channel (air-time), and the second was the average
duration per talk-listen cycle. The annual air-time per dispatch channel was combined with the annual
incident count per dispatched agency, as taken from the CAD, to obtain the average air-time per
incident for each specific agency. These broad averages are sufficient for the calculations of workloads
needed in the Erlang modeling for this report.
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CAD and CDR Timelines
Relationship

Access to data in the Broward system is complicated because there is no single source for all of the
factoids required to describe the overall performance of the system. The telephony server and the
Computer Aided Dispatch system contain the primary data tables for the system. The relationship of
these two data tables is diagrammed in Figure 6.

The upper timeline in Figure 6, below, shows the names and relative sequence of the timestamps that
comprise a Call Detail Record, CDR, for an incident in the telephony server. The lower timeline in Figure
6 shows the names and relative sequence of the timestamps that comprise the record of an incident in
the CAD server.

Figure 6. Relationship Between CDR and CAD Timelines

— CDR Begin
— ANI Valid
Call Connected

Agent Connected
Agent Disconnected
CDR End

YY

TRSAT) ||

\VIPER Spillover

» CDR Timeline
> CAD Timeline

T~Closed

Arrived
Enroute

Dispatched
— Transmitted
—Received

The processing of an incident begins when a call rings in to the 911 trunk line at [CDR Begin]. The
answer delay interval P1, as defined to FITCH by Broward County, extends from when the calling phone
number is validated at [ANI Valid] until a call taker is identified as available at [Call Connected]. The
intake call taker picks up the call at [AGENT CONNECTED]. The spillover of data from the telephony
server (the CDR timeline) to the CAD server occurs at this point. The beginning of the spillover process is
logged in the telephony data tables as the [AGENT CONNECTED] timestamp. The end of the spillover
process is logged into the CAD data tables as the [Received] timestamp.
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It is important to grasp that there is no change in call taker, that is, the same call taker remains on the
line in the spillover from the CDR timeline to the CAD timeline. To get a complete picture of what an
intake call taker actually does, it is necessary to look at timestamps logged into both timelines which, in
turn, requires a link between the timelines.

The intake processing interval, P2, extends from the [Received] timestamp to the [Transmit] timestamp
when the intake dispatcher releases the incident to the assignment workstations. The assignment
processing interval, P3, extends from the [Transmit] timestamp until the [Dispatch] timestamp.

The combined P2/P3 interval extends from the [Received] timestamp until the [Dispatched] timestamp.
The critical failure of information technology in the Broward system is that the [Received] timestamp is
empty for a significant number of incident records in.the CAD.

FINDING: For more than half of the incident records, thefevent in the CAD cannot be
linked to the unique CalliDetail Record (CDR) that initiated the incident.

Validation of [Received] Timestamps

Almost half of the [Received] timestamps are missing.in the CAD:.. Those that are missing are blatantly
obvious. However, there are corruptions apparent even among [Received] timestamps that are present.
There are examples where the [Received] timestamp has the wrong date compared to the other
timestamps that comprise the incident record. There are examples in which the [Received] timestamp is
chronologically after the [Transmit] timestamp, in large part because the CAD was overwriting
timestamps when a call taker rebid the ANI/ALI information. These corruptions became detectable
because they are so extreme. The consultants’ concern was that less extreme corruptions remained
undetected among the [Received] timestamps. For those records where a [Received] timestamp exists,
the County uses all those records for their calculation of performance measures. Where a record has a
timestamp with an obvious wrong date, Motorola developed a computer script to extract only the time
of day from the record to use in its calculation and ignores the erroneous date. FITCH determined a
validation of data on the received timestamp was necessary to increase the statistical validity of
reported performance. This validation process is explained in more detail below.

To validate some subset of the existing [Received] timestamps, the consultants applied the following
methodology. A [Received] timestamp in the CAD data tables was considered to be validated when two
criteria were met:

There exists an [AGENT_CONNECTED] timestamp in the telephone data tables within the
preceding 5 seconds.
AND
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The telephone number in the CAD data table matches the telephone number in the telephone
data tables.

The [Received] timestamp in the CAD data tables is taken to log the end of the VIPER spillover process
from the telephone data tables. The [AGENT_CONNECTED] timestamp in the telephone data tables is
taken to log the beginning of the VIPER spillover process. The VIPER spillover process itself requires 2 — 3
seconds to complete. A 5-second window was applied to accommodate any slight offsets in clock time
between the data tables.

Statistics for Received Timestamps

Table 35 below provides statistics for the availability of validated [Received] timestamps as well as the
numbers of incident records in the CAD that can beclearly linked to the telephone record that initiated
the incident.

Table 35. Validated [Received] Timestamps 11/1/2015 through 12/31/2015

Parameter Count Percentage
LAW Records 136,595
With [Received] timestamps 36,417 26.7%
With [Received] timestamps validated 24,131 17.7%
With [Received] timestamps Out-of-Range 890 0.7%
FIRE Records 43,722
With [Received] timestamps 29,369 67.2%
With [Received] timestamps validated 22,067 50.5%
With [Received] timestamps Out-of-Range 235 0.5%

The [Received] data field contains three categories: NULLS, validated timestamps and non-validated
timestamps. Only the validated [Received] timestamps should be used to calculate P2/P3 intervals. Even
when a validated [Received] timestamp is used, there is still no guarantee that the P2/P3 interval will be

. 12
free of reverse bias.

2 From strict application of industrial engineering and statistical standards, the County can make no assurance that the P2/P3
data provided to FITCH and to stakeholders is statistically valid. The inescapable flaw with all current P2/P3 statistics is that
they depend on the [Received] timestamp — of which there are only samples. The County is unable to fully identify why/how
[Received] timestamps are missing or ‘out of sequence’; does not know if there is a bias for how [Received] timestamps are
selected to go missing or allowed to become ‘out of sequence’; does not know if there is a “reverse” bias for the [Received]
timestamps that are left to run statistics on (described above as validated) — and therefore cannot statistically prove that
remaining [Received] timestamps have been randomly selected. Without proof of randomness, then none of the P2/P3
statistics are credible under strict statistical methods. This is not a unique problem encountered with complex data analysis —
yet a problem nonetheless. Notwithstanding this disclaimer, the results reported here are made under an assumption that the
remaining sample provided is the result of randomness.
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FINDING: Employing the procedures above, FITCH found only 25.6% of CAD records
valid for use in analysis of P2/P3.

Performance Targets
Selection of Performance Targets

The Consolidated Dispatch System was launched with high expectations and a concurrent set of
aggressive performance targets. The System was designed to.include Quality Improvement Teams and
quality assurance processes to monitor performance as judged by meeting or not meeting specific
targets — essentially a ‘PASS/FAIL’ or ‘YES/NO analysis.

While the County does report trend data for certain metrics in their supplemental sections, the focus on
percentage ‘PASS/FAIL’ or ‘YES/NQO’ against targets does the County a disservice in that it may foster an
expectation that the system can somehow be made perfect. The reality of emergency service systems is
that they are expected to be overwhelmed at some time or another. Consider the impact recent
shootings in Orlando had on their emergency services — or a recent tornado in Broward County.

The initial challenge upon consolidation was learning how to make the system work. For example, the
County has implemented fairly comprehensive quality assurance / quality improvement processes as
part of the consolidated System. The Incident Management Tracking System to identify issues from end
users and Operational Review Teams made up of end users, add value to the System. These type of
efforts allow for a more clinical perspective on how the System can improve, and has led the consultants
to feel that the system has turned a corner. The challenge is now how to make the system work even
better. Performance targets should be selected such that they contribute to making the system work
better.

The interpretation of the current performance targets is from the perspective of a PASS/FAIL cutoff.

This concept is borrowed from the industrial engineering community where it is referred to as
“Inspection by Attributes”. The most formalized, current embodiment of PASS/FAIL acceptance testing is
“Sampling Procedures and Tables for Inspection by Attributes, ANSI / ASQ Z1.4-2008. The methodology
used in Broward is classified as a “single sampling plan” wherein a lot is accepted or rejected on the
basis of pulling a single group of samples from the lot for inspection.
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W. Edward Deming was the industrial statistician who is credited with being a major contributor to the
Japanese industrial resurgence after WWII through his introduction of total quality management (TQM).
Deming held the use of PASS/FAIL targets in very low regard. He noted that the main use of PASS/FAIL
targets was to beat the supplier over the head. The corollary to this is his admonishment to “manage the

13
cause not the result.”

Donald Wheeler, another well-known quality control expert, cautions that you
cannot improve the quality in the process stream using PASS/FAIL targets because the method teaches
nothing about the process that produced the product.® FITCH sees both Deming’s and Wheeler’s
dynamics playing out in Broward County. The attraction of PASS/FAIL targets is that they are easy to
implement, and, at first glance, appear easy to interpret. The underlying reality is much more complex

and less convenient.

FINDING: The County’s use of PASS/FAIL targets provides littleiin the way of

information for continuous quality.and performance improvement.

P1 Intervals

The target that has received an inordinate amount of attention from Broward stakeholders goes by the
moniker “P1”. In Figure 6 above, (Relationship Between CDR and CAD Timelines), the P1 intervals
extends from when the caller’s telephone number has'been validated at the [ANI Valid] timestamp until
an available intake dispatcher has been identified at the [Call Connected] timestamp. The P1 interval is
also referred to as the answer delay. This time interval is the subject of recommendations from both the
National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) and the National Emergency Number Association (NENA).

Implementation of the P1 Target

As part of the County’s current implementation of the P1 target, dispatch operations of the prior day are
reviewed. The “busy hour” of the day is identified, and the answer delay in that hour is compared to the
target in order to issue the PASS/FAIL assessment for that hour. For instance, the “busy hour” last
Wednesday may have been 1900 hours, while the “busy hour” last Thursday was 0300 hours. Under
current practice, the “busy.hour”is a variable that is selected retrospectively. This implementation is
loosely modeled on the recommendation in NENA 56-005 and is well understood by all stakeholders.

This metric alone fails to represent the overall performance of the dispatch intake operation by focusing
exclusively on one-off events that randomly impact the system. The outcome of the County’s
methodology is that BSO is driven to deploy maximum staffing at all hours of the day and disregard the
increased annual cost incurred to fix a one-off problem that happened at 3 AM last Thursday morning.
the County’s implementation of the P1 target does not lead to actionable teachings about the
functioning of BSO dispatch operations.

3 The W. Edwards Deming Institute, http://www.blog.deming.org, accessed May 2016.
* Donald J. Wheeler, “Understanding Statistical Process Control”, SPC Press, 1992. ISBN 978-0-945320-69-2
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NENA 56-005

The text of NENA 56-005" Section 3.1 is reproduced in Figure 7, below.
Figure 7. NENA Recommendation

3 Call taking standards

3.1 Standard for answering 9-1-1 Calls. Ninety percent (90%) of all 9-1-1 calls arriving at the
Public Safety Answering Point (PSAP) shall be answered within ten (10) seconds during the
busy hour (the hour each day with the greatest call volume, as defined in the NENA Master
Glossary). Ninety-five (95%) of all 9-1-1 calls should be answered within twenty (20) seconds.

the County’s implementation of the ‘bust hour’ criteria in NENA 56-005, Section 3.1, focuses solely on
the “busy hour” of the day, thus ignoring the other 23 hours of the day. By default, these hours are dealt
with through an implied syllogism that may be paraphrased as follows:

IF All is well in the busy hour of the day
THEN All will be well in the remaining hours of the day.

Taken by itself, this sounds reasonable. However, for this to be valid.and for NENA 56-005 to apply to
Broward, the same number of dispatchers must be on duty.at the busy hour and at all other hours of
the day. Confounding theapplication of NENA 56-005,BSO adjusts its intake staffing on an hour-by-hour
basis. The County’s implementation of the NENA recommendation does not accommodate this reality.

The second criteria in NENA 56-005, Section 3.1 is that 95% of all calls should be answered within 20
seconds. When examining the County’s reporting of these two criteria, one must consider the
disconnect in their relative performance — “busy hour” performance has largely “FAILED” while the 95%
within 20 seconds criteria has PASSED by a statistically large degree. This should cause one to pause and
contemplate why.

Busy Hour

Any attempt to implement NENA 56-005 requires that the “busy hour” be determined and then the
answer delay in that hour be calculated. Even if NENA 56-005 was the correct metric to evaluate BSO
dispatch, the County’s determination of the busy hour assumes the County should retrospectively define
the previous day’s busy hour. By contrast, the “busy hour” is to be determined by examining the historic
record and calculating statistics on call counts in each hour of the day across some substantial span of
days. The “busy hour” is to be fixed as noted by NENA to be a practice in other PSAPs. ltis nota
variable. In the case of Broward County, FITCH determined the “Busy Hour” of the day to be 1800 hours
averaged over CY2015 as shown in Figure 8 below.

* NENA Call Answering Standard/Model Recommendation, NENA 56-005, 06/10/2006. National Emergency Number
Association (NENA) Standard Operating Procedures Committee, Call-Taking Working Group.
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Figure 8. Average Busy Hour Based on Telephone Traffic
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FINDING: Certain performance measures are,a poor representation of System
performance and inconsistent with«urrent industry best practices.

Discrepancies Regarding Workstations

Answer delays are tied to specific workstations, each with its unique identification (ID) number. Then,
activities among workstations are aggregated for a specific PSAP. For the answer delay at a PSAP to be
valid, the roster of workstations ascribed.to the PSAP must be correct.

FITCH conducted a detailed accounting of the numbers and IDs of the active workstations by hour of the
day at each PSAP from November 2015 through January 2016. As a cross check, FITCH conducted the
same accounting across BSO dispatch without regard to the identity of the PSAPs. The two accountings
could not be reconciled. The sum of active workstations at the individual PSAP often exceeded the sum
of active workstations obtained when PSAP IDs were disregarded. Manually stepping through the
records in question revealed the source of the discrepancy. In multiple instances, numbered in the
thousands, a single workstation ID appeared under two PSAPs. These instances were manually resolved
by consensus: all PSAP-workstation pairings were adjusted to the reflect the observed majority PSAP-
workstation pairing for each workstation in question. Since the consolidation of the separate telephony
networks in February 2016, this workstation ID duplication has been rectified.
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Answer Delays

The last step in the implementation of NENA 56-005 is the calculation of the answer delay in the busy
hour. The majority of 911 calls entering the system proceed in the normal manner from ring-in to pick-
up by the intake dispatcher. On these calls, the County calculates answer delays correctly. However,
there are a substantial number of calls in which the caller disconnects before the intake dispatcher has
the opportunity to connect to the incoming line. On these calls, the County calculates answer delays in a
way that could be unfavorable to BSO.

Answer delays on the majority of 911 calls are calculated as the interval from when the call is ready to
be presented to when the intake dispatcher picks up. This portion of the tally of answer delays is
correct. The problem is encountered on the second setof 911 calls in which the caller disconnects
before the intake dispatcher picks-up. In these cases, the County keeps the answer delay clock running
until the intake dispatcher connects to the dead line. FITCH takes the position that it makes no sense to
increment the answer delay clock past the point where there is no longer anyone on the incoming line.
Regardless of the two methods of calculation noted above, the requirement for hang-up 911 calls to be
properly addressed by 911 personnel is met.. It turns out that a FAILS turn into PASSES when the answer
delay clock is stopped upon caller hang-up as reflected in a Table 36 example below. Differences were
found between the County’s calculations and those done by FITCH because of the duplicate workstation
IDs identified above. The County has indicated that issue was subsequently resolved, but after the time
period for which data was provided to FITCH.

Table 36. Comparison of ORCAT and FITCH Pass/Fail Determination Based on Answer Delays

Ranked

90" %-tile
[sec]

South 01/15/16 | 2000 | 60 69 87.0 | FAIL PASS 63 69 91.3 9.42

The truth tables required to calculate answer delays with and without caller hang-ups are surprisingly
complex. For illustrative purposes, the truth table and coding required to implement the calculation of
all answer delays in FITCH's data tables are presented in Attachment B.

Utility of the P1 Target

The application of the P1 busy hour target as a measure of the overall intake performance of the BSO
dispatch system is a poor representation of System performance and lacks the statistical validity to
meaningfully serve as a guide for balancing costs against performance. A certain level of “overstaffing”
in a dispatch center is required to absorb the random surges that are expected in any system.
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FINDING: The failure of the current PASS/FAIL or YES/NO P1 busy hour target is that
it provides no guidance as to the level of surge capacity that is fiscally responsible to
build into the system.

Q
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FITCH Assessment of Historic P1

To provide perspective, it is instructive to examine the details of BSO’s historic answer delays on pickup
at the intake workstations. From the County’s Non-Compliance Reports, BSO’s Central PSAP received a
FAIL rating for 1600 hours on November 7, 2015. FITCH went to the Call Detail Records from the
telephone server and complied the historic answer delays hour-by-hour for Central PSAP on this date.

These results are presented in Figure 9 below.
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Figure 9. Answer Delays at Central PSAP on 11/07/2015

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System
Historic Answer Delays

Date | PSAP Location | ORCAT Assessment
11/07/2015 | Central PSAP FAIL 1600 Hours

Phone Traffic Observed Staffing & Performance

Ans Delay @
90 %-tile [sec]
00:00 11 17 81 3.489 15 1.31
01:00 13 19 90 3.109 17 1.38
02:00 6 15 63 2.486 15 1.37
03:00 4 11 54 2.913 12 1.31
04:00 11 8 60 2.582 10 1.58
05:00 1 8 41 1.973 10 1.66
06:00 20 11 57 2.829 12 1.60
07:00 12 35 84 3.227 19 1.37
08:00 26 34 118 3.302 20 1.28
09:00 30 41 173 5.175 17 1.33
10:00 21 38 183 5.612 19 1.59
11:00 25 50 168 6.025 20 1.43
12:00 29 54 166 7.301 21 1.40
13:00 30 55 176 6.873 19 1.49
14:00 10 36 149 4932 21 1.58
15:00 31 55 188 6.008 25 1.50
16:00 22 46 188 6.067 25 1.37
17:00 30 42 187 6.484 23 1.38
18:00 11 46 166 5.655 23 1.39
19:00 18 42 173 5.393 21 1.41
20:00 10 38 121 4.717 22 1.39
21:00 26 28 133 5.129 21 1.34
22:00 15 35 148 5.301 22 1.40
23:00 22 31 135 6.312 17 1.31

Average Obs'd Hrs| Weighted Weighted

Erlangs OnTask | %Immed Ans Ans Delay

([CIM] Call Connected) timestasmp - ([CIM] ANI: timestamp ) = Answer Delay
Except: Answer_Delay clock stops running when caller disconnects

as indicated by ([CIM] Caller Disconnected before Supervision) timestasmp
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Four points are important in the data presented in Figure 9 above:

1. BSO continuously adjusts the number of active workstations by hour-of-day. BSO does NOT use
constant intake staffing.

2. BSO adjusts its intake staffing with great finesse as demonstrated by the consistency of the
answer delays in the face of widely varying demand by hour-of-day.

3. BSO did NOT FAIL at 1600 hours when FITCH calculated answer delays so as to properly account
for caller hang-ups.

4. The answer delays in each hour-of day as well as the weighted answer delay across all 24 hours
of the day are all exemplary.

It is FITCH's experience that BSO’s answer delays in Figure 9.above are more than comparable to other
high performing dispatch systems in North America. BSQ’s answer delay at the 9o percentile is 1.4
seconds. This means that BSO intake dispatchers pickup the next incoming call before the second ring,
nine times out of ten. To put that in perspective, the acceptable answer rate is 90% at 3 rings or 10

seconds

P2/P3 Intervals

The second target that is the subject of attention from Broward stakeholders goes by the moniker
“P2/P3”. In Figure 6 above, (Relationship Between CDRand CAD Timelines), the P2/P3 intervals extends
from when the VIPER spillover from the telephony server to the CAD server is completed at the
[Received] timestamp until the incident is released by the intake dispatcher to the assignment
dispatcher at the [Transmit] timestamp. The P2/P3 interval can also be referred to as the processing
interval. This time interval is the subject of a recommendation from the National Fire Protection
Association."®

NFPA 1221 defines two different ‘buckets’ of call types, and for each ‘bucket’ has different performance
measures. The specifics can be found in Attachment A, but within this analysis we define the first group
as Emergency Medical Dispatch (EMD), intended to evaluate under one set of criteria six specific call
types including those that require EMD. The second ‘bucket’ is shown here as “n-EMD”, and generally
includes more typical fire related calls. Unfortunately, the CAD has no manner with precision by which
to identify which calls belong in which ‘bucket’. For that reason, the County indicates they make
assumptions and simply place all medically related calls into the EMD bucket, while everything else goes
into the n-EMD bucket. This practice is not completely consistent with the adopted performance
measures, but FITCH was unable to identify a better process for this additional data limitation

Treatment of [Received] Timestamps

Calculation of the P2/P3 interval depends on the [Received] timestamp. This, of course, presents a
problem because only half of the [Received] timestamps can be validated in the CAD for EMS call types.
the County’s reports appear to be extremely precise. They report percent fails in the P2/P3 intervals to +
0.01% regardless of the number of valid [Received] timestamps they actually have available.

® NFPA 1221 (2016). Standard for the Installation, Maintenance and Use of Emergency Services Communications Systems.
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When numbers of available measured data are restricted, questions regarding precision and confidence
must be faced. “Precision” is the interval that will bracket the right answer: £10%, +1%, +0.01%?

“Confidence” is the probability that random noise in the sample set has not skewed the answer.

When a limited set of data goes into an average, the precision and confidence level of the calculated
average are not a matter of opinion. Rather, they are the subjects of specific calculations, as formally
described in the document “Standard Practice for Calculating Sample Size to Estimate, With Specified
Precision, the Average for a Characteristic of a Lot or Process”, ASTM 122-09el. The County does not
show the specific precisions and confidences associated with their reported performance metrics.

Implications of the Missing [Received] Timestamps

Counter-intuitively, the missing [Received] timestamps pose more of a problem than the ones present.
The missing [Received] timestamps erode the credibility. of the P2/P3 intervals that can be calculated
from the [Received] timestamps that are. available.

The convenient assumption about the P2/P3 intervals, as calculated by the County, is that the numbers
automatically serve as a metric for the system as a whole, that the variability in the P2/P3 intervals that
they calculate, properly reflects.the variability in all the P2/P3.intervals, even the ones not able to be
calculated. Unfortunately, this assumption is not necessarily true and should not currently be relied on
as a basis for policy decisions.

Again referring to ASTM 122-09e1, for the pulled sub-lot of samples to correctly reflect the properties of
the full lot, the process must be in a state of statistical control wherein the sub-lot of samples is
influenced by a single source of variability (as imposed by the production process). This procedure
cannot treat multi-level sources of variability.

This limitation takes us back to the missing [Received] timestamps. To start with, we do not fully
understand why/how these timestamps are missing. We do not know whether there was a specific bias
operating to select which timestamps went missing. The first consequence is that a reverse bias would
then be imposed on the P2/P3-intervals calculated from the remaining timestamps. The second
consequence is that the calculated P2/P3 timestamps would be statistically biased and may not
represent the properties of the system as a whole.

Preliminary investigation of the why/how behind the missing timestamps indicates that operator
intervention by the intake dispatchers plays a major role in missing timestamps. This is a problem, as
human intervention is almost guaranteed to be variable and therefore, statistically biased. Even more
confounding, the degree of bias is then almost guaranteed to be operator specific, thereby introducing a
time dependent variability to the bias.
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Credibility of P2/P3 Statistics

FITCH also learned that the CAD [Received] timestamps become corrupted whenever a 911 call taker
rebids or asks the 911 system software to verify and update a caller’s location — essentially overwriting
the original timestamp. Fortunately, the validation process FITCH employed essentially mitigates that
bias. Arguably, the overwriting of the [Received] timestamp should benefit BSO in the County’s
reported compliance. However once rejecting these records through the validation process, FITCH’s
calculation of performance is better than that calculated by the County — indicating there is likely other
unknown factors still influencing this performance metric. The County indicated they include all records
with [Received] timestamps in an abundance of caution, while FITCH employed a validation protocol
that excludes some records. While FITCH is able to report.some P2/P3 performance — readers should
remain mindful of the statistical limitations and procedural differences discussed above.

Tables 37 and 38 summarize the analysis of fire-rescue incidents — distinguishing those that have been
characterized as EMD related, and those labeled “n-EMD”. Of the total 43,722 records available, only
21,292 are considered valid for use in this analysis.

Table 37: EMD P2/P3 Statistics & Performance

Parameter ‘ Value

EMD Count 39,214
[Rcvd] absent 11,198
[Revd] present 28,016
[Revd] not validated 7,013
[Revd] validated 21,003
[Revd] validated >165 sec’’ 718
[Revd] validated <166 sec 20,285

50" %-tile 54.72 sec

Average 61.16 sec

Std Dev 127.47 sec

90™ %-tile 100.80 sec

95" %-tile 121.33 sec

99" %-tile 157.79 sec
Compliance

Count <91 sec 17,496

% < 91 sec 86.30%

Count <121 sec 19,331

% <121 sec 95.30%

7 The P2/P3 intervals for EMD Call Types greater than 165 seconds were assumed to be “purposefully pending” and
excluded from analysis.
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Table 38: n-EMD P2/P3 Statistics & Performance

Parameter Value

n-EMD Count 4,508

[Rcvd] absent 3,155

[Revd] present 1,353

[Revd] not validated 289

[Rcvd] validated 1,064

[Rcvd] validated > 180 sec™® 57

[Revd] validated < 181 sec 1,007
50" %-tile 68.70sec
Average 76.54 sec
Std Dev +33.16 sec
80" %-tile 103.70 sec
95™ %-tile 147.00 sec

Compliance
Count <91 sec 388
% < 91 sec 38.50%
Count <121 sec 831
% <121 sec 82.50%

For EMD call types, actualperformance fell short of the stated benchmark by 4% at both the 90" and
99" percentile compliance targets. The important question for policy:makers is what does that
shortcoming represent from a practical perspective. Figure 10 highlights the answer by noting the actual
performance would require a. goal of almost 101 seconds in order to reach a 90" percentile compliance.
Therefore, at the 90" percentile the variance between actual performance compared to the target is
just under 11 seconds.

¥ The P2/P3 intervals for non-EMD Call Types greater than 180 seconds were assumed to be “purposefully pending”
and excluded from analysis
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Figure 10: P2/P3 Performance for EMD Calls — Target versus Actual
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Law Enforcement P2/P3

It should be noted that stakeholders were unable to identify any national standards or research that
supports the Broward law enforcement goals of handling 90% of Priority 1 and 2 calls within 45 seconds
and 90% Priority 3 calls within 90 seconds. These calls represent the most important time sensitive
incidents for law enforcement, generally considered ‘in-progress’ type incidents. At present, the County
is not reporting on law enforcement P2/P3 performance — and also noteworthy, no police chief
interviewed by FITCH raised the issue or complained about the lack of reporting.

At the County’s request, FITCH undertook an examination of P2/P3 call processing times within the City
of Pembroke Pines. According to the data analyzed by Broward County for November and December of
2013, while Pembroke Pines was operating their own center on Broward County’s CAD, performance
was well below the target. For Priority 1 and 2 calls, the 45 second target was met less than 1% of the
time (0.79%) while the Priority 3 calls met the 90 second target only 12.78% of the time. When
examining Priority 1 and 2 calls in Pembroke Pines for November and December 2015, the performance
increased to just 1.47% compliance for the 45 second target. As noted in Table 39, the performance for
the entire system is consistently dismal compared to the benchmark target.
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Table 39: Law P2/P3 Statistics & Performance

Parameter Value

LAW all Priorities 136,595
LAW all Priorities w Validated Rcvd Timestamp 24,131
Percent with validated Rcvd and valid P2/P3 intervals 17.7%
LAW w Priority 1&2 10,030
LAW w Priority 1&2 with valid Rcvd and valid P2/P3 intervals 5,244
Percentage with validated Rcvd and valid P2/P3 intervals 52.3%
P2/P3 Processing Interval
Ranked 50" %-tile 119.5 sec
Average 143.8 sec
Ranked 90" %-tile 254.1 sec
Ranked 95" %-tile 322.2 sec

With regard to law enforcement P2/P3 times only, there are no national recommendations on this
metric. Stakeholders utilized best judgment, but lacking data appeared to have misjudged the capacity
of the System to process the highest level of calls (Priority 1 and 2) within 45 seconds. The historical law
enforcement P2/P3 performance reported by the County, and similarly dismal performance currently
found, question the use of a 45-second target. In fact only a single study can be identified that examines
law enforcement call processing times, published in late 2014." That research, utilizing a similar ranking
schemata as in emergency medical dispatch (EMD), did not even consider a 45-second benchmark.
Accordingly, there is.no basis to assume a 45-second target is an achievable performance standard for

law enforcement calls.

Notwithstanding the challenges described above with the [Received] timestamps, the County has
indicated two efforts are already being undertaken. The first is a CAD software patch that will prevent
the [Received] timestamp from being overwritten when a call taker rebids a call. This is expected to
occur within the current CAD system. The second effort will arguably fix the overall issue by clearly
associating phone records with the proper CAD record. That fix is currently being worked on as part of
the new CAD system deployment.

P3 Interval

The data for the P3 interval is in the CAD, but it is not being considered separately by the Broward
system even though it is a valid data source. P3 which focuses on that time from when a call taker sends
an emergency request to the radio position until the radio operator dispatches the appropriate units.
The value of examining P3 separately is that it can assist system managers in focusing on where to look
for further improvements. As shown in Table 40, fire calls take 11 seconds on average and 22 seconds at

19 Warner, et al. (2014). Characterization of Call Prioritization Time in a Police Priority Dispatch. Annals of Emergency Dispatch
& Response 2(2):17-23.
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the 90" %-tile to process the P3 time interval. Therefore, with up to 90 seconds to achieve P2 and P3,
this information indicates the greater opportunity exists in more closely examining the P2 component of
call processing times.

Table 40. P3 Performance Statistics

. Previous
Assignment Interval, P3
L. NFPA
Discipline th
th . Seconds @ 90 " %- Second @
Seconds @ 50 %-tile ) tho .
tile 90 " %-tile
FIRE 11.0 sec 22.2 sec 60 sec
LAW 45.6 sec 68.4 sec not app

BSO generally appears to do well on LAW assignments when evaluating P3 alone, although as noted

above, there are no formal recommendations for this interval. As with fire rescue calls, the intervals

used to calculate the 90" percentile for LAW assignments have been filtered to modify long duration
outliers in this data set.

Most of the time, operations in the dispatch center are insulated from events in the field, but not
always. Events in the field can “back up” into the dispatch operations. This is known to be a common
occurrence in LAW assignments. For example, the next request for service hits the pending screen at the
assignment workstation: The assignment dispatcher has a lot going.on in the field and determines that
the new call is of lesser priority. The dispatcher then decides to put this next request on hold. When
field activity decreases, the dispatcher returns to the holding request and executes its assignment.
However, the P2/P3 clock keeps running throughout this process, leading to an inflated P2/P3
processing interval that does not reflect the amount of time actually consumed processing the incident.

FINDING: The P1 and.P3 intervals can be accurately evaluated based on current
datain the CAD and telephony systems. BSO performs well for these dispatch
intervals. The P2 interval must be cautiously evaluated due to technology and data

limitations.
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P4 Interval

The data for the P4 interval — that time from when the radio dispatcher alerts emergency responders,
typically in the fire station, until they are responding — was reported in the CAD data provided to FITCH.
Summary information on this metric is provided in Table 41. While not part of the Regional E911 System

performance, it does impact the citizen’s experience for public safety service. It is reported here to allow

for discussion by stakeholders.

Table 41: Comparison of P4 Averages and 90th Percentiles

Count

Raw Compliances

Validated Actual

Count

%

Average

[sec]

9 Oth

%-tile
[sec]

FIRE Response

Chute 6,620 6,620 3,051 46% 138.0sec 197.6sec
90% @ 80 sec
EMS Response

Chute 37,102 37,102 13,787 43% 111.3 sec 174.6 sec
90% @ 60 sec
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MODELING DISPATCH OPERATIONS

Rationale

The benefit of a model of dispatch operations is that it permits FITCH, as well as stakeholders, to pose
guestions that otherwise could not be addressed in the real world. Computer time is inexpensive
compared to conducting the same experiments using the real stream of incoming calls and real PSAPs.
The model becomes a cost-effective and timely tool for predicting the behavior of the real system. Of
course, the limitation to this approach is the validity of the model.

It must be emphasized that the performance of a dispatch systems has two distinct components that are
so tightly intertwined that it is easy to confuse the difference. The first component is the length of time
it takes to execute each function of the dispatch process. Within BSO dispatch, the P3 interval is an
example of this kind of component. The second component to performance is how long it takes before
a dispatcher can begin executing the next request in the queue. Within BSO dispatch, the P1 interval is
an example of this kind of component.

Models of Dispatch Operations
APCO RETAINS

APCO RETAINS is a staffing estimator and retention rate calculator produced by the Association of
Public-Safety Communications Officials (APCO). The RETAINS title stand for Responsive Efforts to Assure
Integral Needs in Staffing. The estimator is a respected tool for judging staffing needs

The outstanding benefit of APCO RETAINS is that in.can be implemented using data that is reasonably
accessible, often from hardcopy reports that already exist in the system. From this starting point, APCO
RETAINS can be used to create a low level model of dispatch operations. Inputs are supplied to the
model as broad averages and estimates. For instance, counts of events are used as surrogates for the

actual durations required to process each specific event.

The outputs provide a ballpark estimate of the staffing required to make the dispatch process work. The
limitation to the utility of these‘outputs is that they are silent on the performance to be expected from
the system. APCO RETAINS provide no guidance to decision makers facing financial and policy questions
regarding how much performance will change when the staffing being committed to the system
changes.
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Erlang Analyses

As noted in the APCO RETAINS Workbook:*
Erlang formulas are considered the standard for any process that
requires an application of queuing theory, such as the nonlinear arrival
times of incoming calls in a call center. The Erlang formulas use a
statistical solution that addresses the randomness of call arrival time.

Agner Krarup Erlang was a Danish mathematician, statistician, and engineer who invented the field of
telephone networks analysis while working for the Copenhagen Telephone Company from 1908 through
1929. The goal of Erlang’s queuing analyses is to determing' how many. service providers should be made
available to satisfy users, without over provisioning. To-meet this goal, Mr. Erlang had to quantify the
three-cornered relationship between requests for service, number of agents; and latency in Figure 11,
below.

Figure 11. Queuing Theory Triangle

The concepts and mathematics introduced by Mr. Erlang have

Requests :
stood the test of time. In the modern world, these methods are
used to analyze queuing processes in systems as diverse as
shoppers using grocery store checkout cashiers to data packet
switching through Internet routers at megahertz frequencies.
Latency<«—»-Agents

The assumptions, mathematics, and limitations of Erlang queuing theory, as applied to dispatch
operations, are treated in greater detail in' Attachment C.

Work Stations

The first step in the construction of an Erlang model of the BSO dispatch operations is to identify which
types of workstation to include in the model. This process is straightforward for BSO dispatch
operations. There are three PSAP locations. At each PSAP there is a group of intake workstations. This
is the first type of workstation. There are also a group of LAW assignment and FIRE assignment
workstations. These are the second and third types of workstations. The organization of workflows is
diagrammed in Figure 12 below.

%% APCO RETAINS staffing and Retention in Public Safety Communications Centers: Effective Practices Guide and Staffing
Workbook, page 5, August 2005. APCO International.
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Figure 12. Workflows and Workstations in the BSO Dispatch System
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A

ssignments Support

Request Intake + A&P + PreAr @
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'

1Pre-Arrival Instructions only.on EMS incidents with Echo-Delta determinants

The rounded rectangles in Figure 12 above, represent types of workstations. The text inside each
rounded rectangles representsthe functions that are executed. at that type of workstation. “Intake”
refers to the function of determining what is the emergency and where is it located. “A&P” refers to
assessment of acuity and prioritization of response. “PreAr” refers to prearrival instructions on
emergency medical incidents with Echo-Delta determinants (life threatening). “FIRE Assignment” is the
functions of identifying a suitable unit for the response and notification of that unit. “Radio Support”
refers to radio communication with units in the field on'incidents in-progress. “LAW Assignment” is the
functions of identifying a suitable unit for the response and notification of that unit. “Radio Support”
refers to radio communication with units in the field on incidents in-progress.

The consultants recognize that the LAW and FIRE Assignment workstations in each PSAP are further
subdivided by agency dispatched, at least on the architectural plot plans of the PSAPs. This level of
granularity could not be incorporated into the modeling because data available in the CAD contains no
identifiers of which assignment workstation is physically responsible for each incident record in the CAD.

Waiting Queues

The configuration of workstations that is used in the regional 911 centers is referred to as a “Triple
Queue” model. This nomenclature refers to the three waiting queues that occur in the model. A waiting
gueue exists when a client requests service from a dispatcher at a workstation. The length of the waiting
gueue is a measure of how long it takes before the dispatcher at the workstation is able to begin
servicing this next request for service.
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There are two internal and one external waiting queues in the Triple Queue Model. When an external
client (911 caller) requests service from the Intake Workstation, the waiting queue in front of the Intake
workstation is referred to as the “P1” interval or the “answer delay”. When the Intake Workstation
transmits an incident record to the Assignment Workstation for processing, this action is also a request
for service, wherein the client has now become the Intake Workstation sending the call from the call
taker to the radio dispatcher. The waiting queue in front of either Assignment Workstation is referred to

as “assignment latency”.

Definition of “Erlangs”

The next step in the construction of an Erlang model of the BSO dispatch operations is to identify the
workloads flowing across each type of workstation. Each function at a workstation requires a duration
for its execution. The sum of all the durations for all of the functions being executed at a type of
workstation is the workload flowing across that type of workstation.

In queuing theory, workloads are measured in “Erlangs”. An Erlang is simply the ratio of the summed
durations of all the activities at a type of workstation per one hour on the clock. In the modeling that
follows, both Erlangs and workloads will be expressed as decimal hours. For example, a workload
duration of 15 minutes (00:15:00 hh:mm:ss') will appear as 0.250.

Accounting for workloads may sound simple, but inpractice, it is an extensive bookkeeping exercise.
The durations of all of the activities at each type of workstations have to be summed for each hour-of-
day for each day-of-year. The enormity of all these accountings is the barrier that prevents casual users
from attempting Erlang analyses of queuing processes in complex situations such as a dispatch
operation.

Quantitation of Workloads

Primary Sources

The durations of functions being executed at the Intake Workstations were obtained from two primary
sources: the Call Detail Records for incoming calls from the Intrado VIPER telephony server and the log
of outgoing calls. Data exports from these sources were incorporated into the FITCH Telephone data
table and the Outgoing Phone Log data table. A sample record from the FITCH telephone data table and

from the Outgoing Phone Log are presented in Attachment D.

The durations of functions being executed at the Assignment Workstations were obtained from two
primary sources: the export of data fields from the Computer Aided Dispatch system and the 611-page
PDF year-end summary report titled “Talkgroups at Zone Summary 150101 — 151231”. Data from these
sources was incorporated into FITCH’s LAW Incident data table, the FIRE Incident data table, and the
Radio Traffic data table. Sample records from these data tables are presented in Attachment E.
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Summation Database by Hour-of-Year

The next step in the modeling process was to create two Summation databases, each one with 8,760

records, one record for each hour of the year. The purpose of the Summation databases was to serve as

a repository for data that had been aggregated by hour-of-year. Specialty algorithms were written that

gueried the primary data tables by hour of year, fetched and summed the activities occurring in that

hour, and wrote the results into the corresponding record for that particular hour of the year in the

Summation database.

A Summation database was prepared that aggregated durations from the telephone Call Detail Records

as well as the Outgoing Phone Log. A sample record from this Summation database is presented in

Figure 13, below. A separate Summation database was prepared that aggregated durations from the
FIRE, LAW, and Radio Traffic data tables. Sample records from the Summation databases are presented
in Figure 14 and Figure 15, below.

Figure 13. Record from Summation Database of Telephone Traffic
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| ougoing [N

1,132.05

[ Average | 1.16

11,487.24

+ Std Dev 0.33

Active Wkstat'n 13

Broward
County

911 Trunks 123

Count

Processing

Predicted 90" %-tile 1.59

ADM / AIM 173

> [sec]
11,458.19 Ranked 90" %-tile 1.33
21,369.23 Ranked 95" %-tile 1.62

Outgoing 42

3,194.46 113

Totals 338

36,021.88

+ Std Dev

Active Wkstat'n 39

Predicted 90" %-tile
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Figure 14. Record from Summation Database of CAD and Radio Traffic

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System
CAD Records by Hour of Year

Record
Number

Central Assgn Workld [ Xmit/Rcv's Radio Workld
PSAP CAD Count Count [sec]
Law 3,415 432.63 3,880.87
11 100 117.84 999.42
North Assgn Workld [ Xmit/Rcv's Radio Workld
PSAP CAP Count (s [sec]
Law 757 217.70 1,982.38
6 74 70.86 579.65
South Assgn Workld [ Xmit/Rcv's | Radio Workld
PsAP [t Count (sec
Law 1,044 223.48 2,023.87
7 68 83.52 732.99
Broward Assgn Workld [ Xmit/Rcv's | Radio Workld
Law 5,215 873.81 7,887.12
24 242 272.22 2,312.06

Averaged Databases by Hour-of-Day

The next step was to create two Averaged databases, each containing 24 records, one record for each

hour-day. The Summation databases were queried by hour-of-day. Each activity in that hour-of-day was

averaged over all the days of the'year, and the results written into the corresponding record in the

Averaged database. Samples records from the Averaged databases are presented in Figure 16 and Figure

17, below.

Broward County
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Figure 15. Record from Averaged Database of Telephone Traffic

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System

Call Details by Hour of Day

Hr of
Day

Processing

90.86 45.52 9,064.63 4,232.12
B 3540 18.93 4,293.97 2,494.09
| Outgoing |[JREEX 10.35 872.81 607.96
| Totais |[JREYRY 68.88 14,231.41 6,301.04
Intake Wrkstn [JJREER 4.29

Processing

+ std dev avg

911 Trunks 15.78 2,906.29 1,438.21
| aom/av [ERE 19.76 4,840.51 2,671.11
| Outgoing | 8.75 5.96 431.27 495.86
| Totais [JEZEZ 36.03 8,178.06 3,720.07
intake Wrkstn [JEEES 2.56

Processing

32.81 22.02 3,567.31 2,336.74
| Apm/Av [EEZER 2223 4,311.92 3,022.00
| outgoing [IEEER 8.13 501.05 440.85
[ Totals YR 46.61 8,380.28 5,125.83
intake wristn [JEREY 3.83

Processing

Broward
County

+ std dev

911 Trunks 15,5638.23 6,082.26

ADM / AIM 104.07 54.81 13,446.39 7,255.71

Outgoing 38.87 19.67 1,805.13 1,044.79

296.34 134.66 30,789.75 12,983.64

Intake WrkStn 36.00 9.01
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Broward County
Assessment of Broward County’s Regional E911

Figure 16.Record from Averaged Database of CAD and Radio Traffic

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System

CAD Records by Hour of Day

23
37.00 2,677.75 353.00 3,159.42
8.84 824.76 94.64 844.43
11.96 147.51 130.68 1,100.30
3.67 73.72 40.23 338.91
CAD Count Xn&if)/ﬁ:::l’s Rad[i:e\g]orkld
1,030.33 204.19 1,859.55
478.77 65.05 592.38
78.74 64.05 517.07
55.53 30.73 247.98
CAD Count Xmit/Rev's Radio Workld

[sec] Count [sec]
1,498.91 266.46 2,629.78
639.70 77.70 761.26
91.21 86.25 767.82
48.78 33.03 294.21
83.85 5,206.99 823.65 7,648.75
19.21 1,565.22 193.43 1,793.53
24 .47 317.45 280.99 2,385.19
5.82 116.30 66.95 567.58
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Erlang Modeling
Erlang Tables

After the two Averaged by hour-of-day databases have been prepared, it is necessary to create the final
database to record the results of the Erlang models. In the Erlang database, each record is referred to as
an Erlang Table and represents the hour-by-hour performance of a single type of workstation. A
complete model of dispatch operations requires one Erlang Table for each type of workstation that
comprises the model. From the way BSO dispatch operations are currently organized, a complete model
will require nine Erlang Tables because there are nine type of workstations present.

Each Erlang Table is an hour-by-hour compilation the event counts impinging on a workstation as well as
the sum of the durations required to process these events. Thus, an Erlang Table is comprised of 24
lines of data fields, one line per hour-of-day. The event counts and durations are retrieved from the
Averaged databases and written back to the correct hour in the Erlang Table. These same data are also
passed to an algorithm that executes the Erlang probability calculation. The statistics from this
calculation are then written to the corresponding hour.

Estimates of Current BSO Staffing

In order to conduct an Erlang model of current operations, it is necessary to know how many
dispatchers were actively on duty at their workstation in each hour of the day for the period being
modeled. FITCH was not provided duty rosters that contained this detailed level of detail for 2015. The
workaround was to rely on BSO’s call analysis reports for 2015°%, in which staffing at the workstations at
the Central, North, and South PSAPs were estimated by hour-of-day.

Model of Central Intake Workstation

Figure 18, below, presents the Erlang Table for the model of the Intake Workstation at the Central PSAP
as staffed using the hourly deployment of dispatchers as indicated in the document PSAP CALL ANALYSIS
NOVEMBER 2015.xls.

*1 PSAP CALL ANALYSIS JANUARY 2015 xls through PSAP CALL ANALYSIS DECEMBER 2015.xIs.
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Figure 17. Erlang Model of Central Intake

Year | Dispatch Model | Workstation Name | Surge
2015 Triple PSAP Central Intake + 0000
Hourly Averages | Workstation Staffing & Performance
Out |XErlangs OnTask A:S"V:::'[a;e] 9'?; ?“eel ?Ze%
. A . 13.48 978 :

01:00 50.96 18.09 10.82 | 2.498 5 83.10 13.06
02:00 40.50 14.12 850 | 2114 3 73.15 89.11
03:00 34.92 12,67 747 | 1876 | 3 76.07 63.72
04:00 31.54 11.88 6.88 1.633 3 79.72 42.28
0500 | 3140 | 11.53 682 | 1679 | 3 78.99 47.10
06:00 42.05 17.24 8.87 | 1.929 B 86.59 16.08
07:00 68.05 29.57 1566 | 3.076 | 7 93.69 3.83
08:00 84.97 37.02 19.38 | 3.749 8 93.34 3.65
09:00 92.39 43.15 22.01 4.268 9 93.93 3.05
10:.00 |101.73 50.92 2438 | 4728 10 9470 2.36
11:00 |[111.80 53.43 2527 | 49% 10 93.71 2.89
12:.00 [117.60 52.01 2484 | 5.183 1 95.38 1.86
13:00 |[124.32 52.59 26.26 | 5.166 11 95.44 1.75
14:00 |130.46 53.97 2755 | 5.292 11 95.00 1.92
15:00 |132.68 57.75 26.02 | 5559 12 96.22 1.32
16:00 |132.88 50.15 27.24 | 5316 | 12 96.99 1.00
17:00 |138.77 50.67 2507 | 5579 13 97.92 0.64
18:00 |145.08 50.77 2422 | 6.012 13 96.73 1.12
19:00 |125.20 42.35 2222 | 5.047 11 95.86 1.62
20:00 |110.58 33.78 2136 | 4535 10 95.48 1.99
21:00 |102.88 29.71 19.54 | 4.166 9 94.40 2.79
22:00 90.15 28.55 17.21 3.885 8 92.64 449
23:00 75.87 28.37 1595 | 3.613 7 90.46 7.43

3g Req'dHrs| Weighted Weighted

AD 0 ang OnTask | XImmed Ans Ans Delay

90.86 35.49 18.63 | 3.953 198 93.32 7.10

Central Intake workstations staffed to BSO specs as documented in
PSAP CALL ANALYSIS NOVEMBER 2015.xls

There are eight columns in Figure 18. The contents of these columns is as follows:
=  Columnl presents the hour of day.
= Column 2 tallies the average count of calls coming in on the 911 trunks.
= Column 3 tallies the average count of calls coming in on the ADM and AIM trunks.
= Column 4 tallies the average count of outgoing calls.
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=  Column 5 tallies the total Erlangs of workload flowing across the Central Intake Workstation.
The Erlangs are the total of the durations required to process the 911 incidents, the ADM and
AlM incidents, and the outgoing calls.

=  Column 6 presents the number of dispatchers actively on duty at their workstations (OnTask).

= Column 7 presents the probability that the next request for service will be immediately
answered by a dispatcher.

=  Column 8 presents the maximum answer delay at the 95 percentile experienced in that hour of
day.

The 7.10 seconds appearing at the bottom of the column of answer delays is the “weighted average”
answer delay for the whole 24 hours. The answer delay in each hour-of-day is weighted by the incident
count in that hour, and the weighted average for the whole day calculated.

The results of this Erlang model present a curious result. The weighted average answer delay of 7.10
seconds at the 90" percentile is extremely divergent from the answer delay of 1.42 second at the 90"
percentile that was obtained by referring to the call records in the primary CDR data table and
presented in Figure 9 (Answer Delays at Central PSAP on 11/07/2015) in prior sections of this report.

This discrepancy is so severe that the consultants conclude that BSO’s actual deployment of intake
dispatchers is substantially higher than indicated in the document PSAP CALL ANALYSIS NOVEMBER
2015.xls.

The consultants employed a reverse Erlang analysis to hone in on the actual deployment of intake
dispatchers used by BSO. The approach was to run the model again, retaining all of the workload from
the historic record, but adjusting the deployment of dispatchers OnTask until the weighted average
answer delay. came down into the range of 1.42 seconds. The result of this approach is presented in
Figure 19 below.

Broward County Page 65 © Fitch & Associates
Assessment of Broward County’s Regional E911 August 2016

CAM #1079

Exhibit 3

Page 71 of 101



Figure 18. Erlang Model Central Intake Adjusted

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System
Workstation Performance by Hour-of-Day

Year Dispatch Model | Workstation Name
2015 Triple PSAP Central Intake + 0.000

Workstation Staffing & Performance

Immediate Ans Delay @
Answer[%] |95 %-tile [sec]

Out 2 Erlangs OnTask

00:00 63.76 21.37 | 13.48 | 2978 | 94.35 4.43
01:00 50.96 18.09 10.82 2.498 6 93.66 5.93
02:00 40.50 14.12 8.50 2.114 6 96.60 3.07
03:00 34.92 12.67 7.47 1.876 6 98.00 1.73
04:00 31.54 11.88 6.88 1.633 6 98.98 0.79
05:00 31.40 11.53 6.82 1.679 5 96.06 418
06:00 42.05 17.24 8.87 1.929 6 97.73 1.65
07:00 68.05 29.57 15.66 3.076 8 97.01 1.72
08:00 84.97 37.02 19.38 3.749 9 96.38 1.91
09:00 92.39 43.15 22.01 4.268 10 96.58 1.69
10:00 101.73 50.92 24.38 4.728 11 97.01 1.33
11:00 111.80 53.43 25.27 4,996 11 96.04 1.81
12:00 117.60 52.01 24.84 5.183 12 97.41 1.06
13:00 124.32 52.59 26.26 5.166 12 97.46 0.99
14:00 130.46 53.97 27.55 5.292 12 97.07 1.14
15:00 132.68 57.75 26.02 5.559 13 97.97 0.73
16:00 132.88 50.15 27.24 5.316 13 98.54 0.50
17:00 138.77 50.67 25.07 5.579 13 97.92 0.76
18:00 145.08 50.77 24.22 6.012 14 98.27 0.62
19:00 125.20 42.35 22.22 5.047 12 97.81 0.88
20:00 110.58 33.78 21.36 4.535 11 97.66 1.04
21:00 102.88 29.71 19.54 4.166 10 96.99 1.48
22:00 90.15 28.55 17.21 3.885 10 98.01 0.97
23:00 75.87 28.37 15.95 3.613 9 97.00 1.75
Average Req'dHrs| Weighted Weighted
Erlangs OnTask | %ImmedAns | Ans Delay

90.86 35.49 18.63 | 3.953

232 97.25 1.43

Central Intake workstations staffed so as to reproduce a 1.42 second weighted average answer delay.
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The difference in staffing between Figure 18 and Figure 19 is striking. In Figure 18, BSO deployed 198
dispatcher hours OnTask. Figure 19 contains the number of dispatcher hour OnTask required to
reproduce the answer delays taken from the historic record. The number of dispatcher hours OnTask
increased from the original 198 hours to 232 hours, a 17% increase. The consultant has no
rationalization for why this occurred.

BSQO’s deployment of dispatchers in Figure 18 and Figure 19 needs to be put into perspective, as judged
against other high performing dispatch systems. Achieving 7.10 seconds at the 90" percentile weighted
over 24 hours at an intake workstation is a very respectable level of performance. Adding additional
dispatchers to take the answer delay down to 1.42 second at the 90" percentile must be viewed as
overstaffing.

FINDING: BSO current performance indicates overstaffing in Call taker positions
based on Erlang modeling.

Model of Central FIRE Assignment Workstation

The document PSAP CALL ANALYSIS NOVEMBER 2015.xls also specified the staffing at the Central FIRE
Assignment workstation. In this case BSO specified a constant level of staffing as 5 dispatchers in each
hour of day. The Erlang model for this deployment of dispatcher at the Central FIRE Assignment
workstation is presented in Figure 20 below.

The answer delays exhibited by this deployment of dispatchers are 0.00 seconds across the board.
These answer delays are completely “off the charts”. In order to place this deployment of dispatchers
into perspective, the consultants ran a second Erlang model of the Central FIRE Assignment workstation
in which deployments of dispatchers were adjusted downward to bring answer delay into a respectable
and realistic range. The result of this model is presented in Figure 21 below.
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Figure 19. Erlang Model Central FIRE Assignment Workstation BSO

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System
Workstation Performance by Hour-of-Day

Year | Dispatch Model | Workstation Name
2015 Triple PSAP Central Assign FIRE + 0.00 0

Hourly Averages Workstation Staffing & Performance

. Immediate | Ans Delay @

. 108.57 | 0.287 5 100.00 0.00
01:00 8.84 96.56 | 0.255 5 100.00 0.00
02:00 8.05 87.74 | 0.232 5 100.00 0.00
03:00 7.44 81.15 0.214 5 100.00 0.00
04:00 6.93 75.51 0.199 5 100.00 0.00
05:00 7.32 79.99 0.211 5 100.00 0.00
06:00 8.69 94.39 0.252 5 100.00 0.00
07:00 11.85 129.07 | 0.342 5 100.00 0.00
08:00 15.00 163.64 | 0.436 5 99.99 0.00
09:00 17.14 186.62 0.497 5 99.98 0.00
10:00 18.79 204.97 | 0.547 5 99.97 0.00
11:00 18.73 204.29 0.546 5 99.97 0.00
12:00 19.01 207.54 | 0.555 5 99.97 0.00
13:00 18.68 203.84 | 0.546 5 99.97 0.00
14:00 18.55 202.36 | 0.544 5 99.97 0.00
15:00 19.14 208.99 0.568 5 99.97 0.00
16:00 18.37 200.30 0.543 5 99.97 0.00
17:00 18.72 204.37 | 0.555 5 99.97 0.00
18:00 18.57 202.47 | 0.550 5 99.97 0.00
19:00 16.96 185.08 0.502 5 99.98 0.00
20:00 16.31 178.08 0.479 5 99.98 0.00
21:00 15.45 168.45 0.454 5 99.99 0.00
22:00 13.93 152.07 | 0.408 5 99.99 0.00
23:00 11.96 130.68 0.347 5 100.00 0.00

Average Reqg'dHrs| Weighted Weighted

Erlangs OnTask | %Immed Ans Ans Delay

Central FIRE Assignment workstations staffed to BSO specs as documented in
PSAP CALL ANALYSIS NOVEMBER 2015.xls
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Figure 20. Erlang Model Central FIRE Assignments Workstation

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System
Workstation Performance by Hour-of-Day

Year | Dispatch Model | Workstation Name
2015 Triple PSAP Central Assign FIRE + 0.00 0

Hourly Averages Workstation Staffing & Performance

Immediate Ans Delay @
Answer[ %] |95 %tile [sec]

Radio |X Erlangs OnTask

00:00 9.96 - 108.57 | 0.287 | 1 71.28 10.22
01:00 8.84 96.56 0.255 1 74.55 8.63
02:00 8.05 87.74 0.232 1 76.80 7.66
03:00 7.44 81.15 0.214 1 78.60 6.88
04:00 6.93 75.51 0.199 1 80.15 6.24
05:00 7.32 79.99 0.211 1 78.86 6.79
06:00 8.69 94.39 0.252 1 74.78 8.63
07:00 11.85 129.07 0.342 2 95.23 0.73
08:00 15.00 163.64 0.436 2 92.77 1.18
09:00 17.14 186.62 0.497 2 90.99 1.53
10:00 18.79 204.97 0.547 2 89.50 1.85
11:00 18.73 204.29 0.546 2 89.52 1.85
12:00 19.01 207.54 0.555 2 89.25 1.90
13:00 18.68 203.84 0.546 2 89.51 1.85
14:00 18.55 202.36 0.544 2 89.59 1.84
15:00 19.14 208.99 0.568 2 88.85 2.03
16:00 18.37 200.30 0.543 2 89.62 1.85
17:00 18.72 204.37 0.555 2 89.25 1.94
18:00 18.57 202.47 0.550 2 89.41 1.90
19:00 16.96 185.08 0.502 2 90.85 1.59
20:00 16.31 178.08 0.479 2 91.52 1.44
21:00 15.45 168.45 0.454 2 92.26 1.29
22:00 13.93 152.07 0.408 2 93.53 1.05
23:00 11.96 130.68 0.347 1 65.34 13.48

Average Req'dHrs| Weighted Weighted

Erlangs OnTask | %Immed Ans Ans Delay

Central FIRE Assignment workstations staffed to FITCH specifications
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Achieving a 3.12 second latency at the 95% weighted over 24 hours is a respectable level of
performance for an assignment workstation. The significant take-away from this model is that a
respectable level of latency can be attained using only 40 dispatcher hours OnTask. This is one third
dispatcher hours that BSO allocates to this workstation. Again, BSO’s allocation must be viewed as
overstaffing.

FINDING: BSO current performance indicates overstaffing in FIRE Assignment
positions based on Erlang modeling
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Attachment A

Performance Measures




ATTACHMENT A: Performance Measures FROM OPERATOR AGREEMENT *

EXHIBIT "D"
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

The performance of the Consolidated Regional E-911Communications System
(System) will be based on the Lifecycle of an Emergency Call for calls received
on the emergency lines (911 lines). As illustrated in the diagram below,
operational performance indicators P1, P2, and P3 will be measured, reported
and benchmarked against industry best practice standards. Efficiency (cost)
measures will be utilized to evaluate the cost of the System.

Call o
Emergency|9-1-1 Call[Rings| Call [Caller interrogationand| Call | . . | °
Event | Initiated | at |Answer| Call Entryinto CAD |Dispatch Closed
PSAP
> < (r2) (o)1 —(ra)—(es
Prior to Scope of PSAP 10 secs
N PSAP 9-1-1 Call PSAP / Responder Dispatch Response Time
Operation _
Answer Time

P1 9-1-1 Call Answer Time

P2 Time from Call Answered to Call Entered in CAD (and forwarded to Dispatcher)
P3 Time from CAD Entry until a Unit is Dispatched

P4 Time from Unit Dispatched until Unit Arrives on Scene

P5 Time from Unit Arrives on Scene until Incident is Closed

To ensure the performance of the Consolidated Regional E-911Communications
System is evaluated in a reasonable manner, performance standards have been
separated based on a transition and post-transition period. COUNTY, OPERATOR
and Operational Planning/Implementation Workgroup -members will collaborate to
provide recommendations to County Administrator on the appropriate operational
measures to be used to evaluate the System and establish annual performance
targets to ensure incremental progress is being achieved.

Performance Standards will become effective at such time the Participating
Community is designated, in writing, by the County as having been migrated to the
Consolidated System.

Transition Period

The transition period-shall begin upon the proper execution of this Agreement and
continue through September 30, 2015, as it relates to those Participating
Communities set forth on Exhibit "B" as of September 30, 2013.

-14-

2 From Exhibit D of the Agreement between Broward County and Sheriff of Broward County for The Operation of Call-taking,
Teletype (Queries Only) and Dispatch Services for the Consolidated Regional E911 Communications System
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The following Performance Standards ("Standards") will be utilized to track the
efficiency and operational performance of the regional system on a monthly basis
during transition phase:

Efficiency Measurements:

e Operational Cost per call for System
e Operational Cost per E911 call received

Time to Answer Emergency (911) Lines Standard:

¢ Ninety percent (90%) of all 9-1-1 calls arriving at the Public Safety Answering
Point (PSAP) during the busy hour shall be answered within ten (10) seconds
(P1)

The busy hour is defined as the hour each day with the greatest call volume.

¢ Ninety-five (95%) of all' 9-1-1 calls. should be answered within twenty (20)
seconds (P1)

Alarms (audible, silent, panic, fire, smoke, medical, etc.) Received on Alarm Lines
Standard:

¢ Ninety-five percent (95%) of alarms received on alarm lines shall be answered
within 15 seconds (P1)

e Ninety-nine percent (99%) of alarms shall be answered within 40 seconds (P1)

First Call Process Time Standard:

Emergency alarm processing for the following call types shall be completed within 90
seconds 90% of the time and within 120 seconds 99% of the time (P2 and P3):

e Calls requiring ' emergency medical dispatch questioning and pre-arrival
instructions

¢ Calls requiring language translation
e Calls requiring the use of a TTY/TDD device or audio/video relay services

e Calls of criminal activity that require information vital to emergency responder
safety prior to dispatching units

-15-
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e Hazardous material incidents

e Technical rescue

o With the exception of the above six call types, 80% of emergency alarm call
processing shall be completed within 60 seconds; and 95% of alarm processing
shall be completed within 106 seconds (P2 and P3)

e Where alarms are transferred from the primary public safety answering point
(PSAP) to a primary and secondary answering point, the transfer procedure shall
not exceed 30 seconds for 95% of all alarms processed* (P2)

*Only applicable if non-participating. municipalities operate their own primary
and secondary PSAP
Law Enforcement Call Process Time Standard:

e Priority one and priority two law enforcement calls shall be processed within 45
seconds, 90% of the time ** (P2 and P3)

e Priority three law enforcement calls shall be processed within 90 seconds, 90%
of the time ** (P2 and P3)

Note: Availability. of police units shall be considered when reviewing performance.
Agencies must adopt standard signal codes to evaluate performance and the
authority having jurisdiction shall determine time frames allowed to the
completion of dispatch.

**Priority assignments based on current proposed standard
Emergency Medical Dispatch Standard:
¢ 95% case entry compliance rate

e 90% total compliance rate (case entry, chief complaint, key questions, and post-
dispatch/pre-arrival instructions)

e 1% of all cases receive quality assurance case review*

*Based on NAED compliance standard for agencies with a call volume of over
500,000

-16-
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Post-Transition Period

The post-transition period begins October 1, 2015. The performance targets of
the Consolidated Regional E-911Communications System will be based on the
Lifecycle of an Emergency Call for calls received on_the emergency lines (911
lines). COUNTY, OPERATOR and Operational Planning/Implementation
Workgroup members will collaborate to provide a.recommendation to the County
Administrator on the appropriate operational measures to be used to evaluate the
System and establish annual performance targets to ensure incremental
progress is being achieved.

The following Standards will be utilized to track the efficiency. and operational
performance of the regional system on a monthly basis during the post-transition
phase:

Estimated Efficiency Measurements(Subject to Change):
e Operational Cost per call for System (Target: $9.83)

e Operational Cost per E911 call received (Target: $14.85)
Efficiency Measurements shall be updated annually by COUNTY

Time to Answer Emergency (911) Lines Standard:

¢ Ninety percent (90%) of all 9-1-1 calls arriving at.the Public Safety Answering
Point (PSAP) during the busy hour shall be answered. within ten (10) seconds
(P1)

The busy hour is defined as the hour each day with the greatest call volume.

e Ninety-five (95%) of all 9-1-1 calls should be answered within twenty (20)
seconds (P1)

Alarms (audible, silent, panic, fire, smoke, medical, etc.) Received on Alarm Lines
Standard:

¢ Ninety-five percent (95%) of alarms received on alarm lines shall be answered
within. 15 seconds (P1)

¢ Ninety-nine percent (99%) of alarms shall be answered within 40 seconds (P1)

First Call Process Time Standard:

Emergency alarm processing for the following call types shall be completed within 90
seconds 90% of the time and within 120 seconds 99% of the time (P2 and P3):

-17-
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e Calls requiring emergency medical dispatch questioning and pre-arrival
instructions

o Calls requiring language translation

o Calls requiring the use of a TTY/TDD device or audio/video relay services
e Calls of criminal activity that require information vital to emergency responder
safety prior to dispatching units

e Hazardous material incidents

e Technical rescue

o With the exception of the above six call types, 80% of emergency alarm call
processing shall be completed within 60 seconds, and 95% of alarm processing
shall be completed within 106 .seconds (P2 and P3)

e Where alarms are transferred from the primary public safety answering point
(PSAP) to a primary and secondary answering point, the transfer procedure shall
not exceed 30:seconds for 95% of all alarms processed* (P2)

*Only applicable if non-participating municipalities operate their own primary
and secondary PSAP

Law Enforcement Call Process Time Standard:

e Priority one and priority two law enforcement calls shall be processed within 45
seconds 90% of the time ** (P2 and P3)

o Priority three law. enforcement calls shall be processed within 90 seconds 90% of
the time ** (P2 and P3)

Note: Availability of police units shall be considered when reviewing performance.
Agencies must adopt standard signal codes to evaluate performance and the
authority having jurisdiction shall determine time frames allowed to the
completion of dispatch.

**Priority assignments based on current proposed standard
Emergency Medical Dispatch Standard:

e 95% case entry compliance rate
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e 90% total compliance rate (case entry, chief complaint, key questions, and post-
dispatch/pre-arrival instructions)

o 1% of all cases receive quality assurance case review*
*Based on NAED compliance standard for agencies with a_call volume of over 500,000

For a municipality that elects to become a<PARTICIPATING COMMUNITY
subsequent to September 30, 2013, the development and implementation of the
transition plan shall contain provisionsto minimize adverse impacts on the
System by the addition of such municipality.

REVIEW AND REPORTING OF PERFORMANCE STANDARDS (TRANSITION AND
POST-TRANSITION)

Standards shall be evaluated monthly using data from the previous month. Each
Participating Community, Police Chief’'s Assaociation, and Fire Chief’'s Association
shall be provided a report on-OPERATOR’s performance utilizing this data no
later than 30 days following the end. of the previous month.

COUNTY shall provide an annual report on OPERATOR’s performance to each
Participating Community, Police Chief's Association and Fire Chief's Association. A
draft of the final version of the annual report shall be delivered to the OPERATOR
fifteen (15)calendar days before the intended release date. COUNTY and OPERATOR
shall meet within five (5) calendar days thereafter to discuss the annual report's content
and attempt to amicably resolve any differences, if any, in the statements, findings, and
conclusions, or any combination thereof. If no amicable resolution is reached,
OPERATOR shall have five (5) calendar days from the meeting to respond to the
annual report and contest the statements and findings therein by providing a written
response to COUNTY which response shall be included as an exhibit to the final annual
report.

OPERATOR will be evaluated on its ability to achieve the necessary operational
and efficiency performance standards, adherence to established actions and
overall performance of the Consolidated Regional E-911 Communications
System.

FAILURE TO MEET PERFORMANCE STANDARDS (TRANSITION AND POST-
TRANSITION):

In the event a Standard is out of compliance in any month, the following shall
occur:

(1) COUNTY shall issue a written Notice of Noncompliance to the
OPERATOR.
-19-

Broward County Attachment A - Page 6 © Fitch & Associates
Assessment of Broward County’s Regional E911 July 2016

CAM #1079
Exhibit 3
Page 83 of 101



(2) OPERATOR shall provide to the COUNTY, a written Notice of
Mitigating Circumstance(s) if any, within two (2) business days of the
issuance of the Notice of Noncompliance. The Notice of Mitigating
Circumstances shall include detailed information and documentation to
support OPERATOR's position. For the purpose of this Agreement, a
Mitigating Circumstance shall be defined as a natural or man-made
incident, accident, disaster, or other environmental or situational anomaly
that is unpredictable and, in the reasonable opinion of COUNTY, its
occurrence causes an overwhelming and unusual emergency response
that greatly exceeds the resources of the SYSTEM.

(3) COUNTY shall review_any Notice of Mitigating Circumstance(s) that
was timely submitted to determine whether the OPERATOR's failure to
meet any Standard was due to a Mitigating Circumstance(s). The
COUNTY review shall take into account all Mitigating Circumstance(s) that
were submitted and their impact on the issue of noncompliance for each
Performance Standard. COUNTY shall exercise its discretion to arrive at
a reasonable determination that shall be final.

(4) In the event COUNTY determines that the OPERATOR has
established, to COUNTY's satisfaction, Mitigating Circumstances related
to its failure to achieve a Standard, COUNTY, in. collaboration with
OPERATOR, shall develop.<a written action plan to address the
noncompliance. The Mitigating Circumstance(s) shall be a factor in the
development of the action plan. The COUNTY shall have final approval of
all action plans. The action plan may include changes to processes,
practices, and procedures and shall include time frames in which the
actions must be completed. OPERATOR shall comply with and
immediately implement the action plan within the time frames established
therein. In the event that OPERATOR shall timely implement all the
elements of the action plan to COUNTY's satisfaction, the Notice of
Noncompliance subject to Mitigating Circumstances shall be rescinded in
writing.

(5) In the event that a Notice of Mitigating Circumstances was not timely
submitted by OPERATOR, or following a determination by COUNTY that
Mitigating Circumstance(s) were not established, COUNTY, in
collaboration with the Operator, shall develop a written action plan to
address the noncompliance. The COUNTY shall have final approval of all
action plans. The action plan may include changes to processes, practices
and procedures and shall include time frames in which the actions must
be completed. OPERATOR shall comply with and immediately implement
the action plan developed by COUNTY and comply with the time frames
established therein.
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(6) Compliance with an action plan shall not excuse OPERATOR from
compliance with all Standards in a subsequent month.

(7) The written Notice of Noncompliance and the written Notice of
Mitigating Circumstances shall be delivered by e-mail to the following e-
mail addresses:

For County:

Rick Carpani [rcarpani@broward.org], Director of Office of . Communications
Technology

For Operator:

Robert Pusins [Robert Pusins@sheriff.org], Executive Director of Community
Programs,_and

Lisa Zarazinski, Lisa [Lisa Zarazinski@sheriff.orq], Director of Regional
Communications

(8) In the event that the OPERATOR receives a Notice of Noncompliance
for any three consecutive months (excluding any Notice of Noncompliance
that was rescinded pursuant to the procedures in paragraph 4 above), the
OPERATOR shall be deemed-to be in breach and the Agreement shall be
subject to termination as set forth in Article 7. In the event that COUNTY
issues a notice of breach for noncompliance of the OPERATOR for any
three consecutive months, the OPERATOR may cure the breach, if the
breach. is capable of cure, by performing any and all actions required to
meet all Standards that were subject of the Notices of Noncompliance
within thirty (30) calendar days from the date of notice of breach to
COUNTY's satisfaction.

Notwithstanding the right to cure set forth in Article 7, in the event that the
OPERATOR receives a Notice of Noncompliance for four months (excluding any
Notice of Noncompliance that was rescinded pursuant to the procedures in
paragraph 4 above), whether consecutive or not, in any twelve month period, this
Agreement may be terminated upon not less than ten (10) days written notice for
breach; without the right to cure.
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Attachment B: Calculation of Answer Delays
IN = IsEmpty IsEmpty IsEmpty

TR =911 Incoming SO E1l E2 Ans Del
0 0 - - - - blank
1 0 - - - - blank
0 1 - - - - blank
1 1 1 - - - blank
1 1 0 0 1 - E1-SO
1 1 0 1 0 - E2-SO
1 1 0 0 0 <0 E1-SO
1 1 0 0 0 >0 E2-SO

With Hang-Ups

The logic for determining answer delays involving hang-ups requires testing the contents of five fields.
These are:

TR: Trunk

IN: Incoming

SO: [ CIM] ANl interval, “Start”

E1: [CIM] Disconnected, “End1”

E2: Call Connected, “End2”

The Boolean outcomes of each test and the corresponding answer delay calculation are indicated in the
following 6X8 truth table.

The code required to implement this‘truth table is as follows:
Ans_Delay [hh:mm:ss.sss] =

Let ([ var@l = If(Trunk = "911" and InComing =1 ; 1 ; @) ;
var@2 = not IsEmpty(CIM_ANI) ;
var@3 = not IsEmpty(CIM_Disconnected ) ;
var@4 = not IsEmpty(Call_Connected) ;
var@5 = CIM_Disconnected - CIM_ANI ;
var@6 = Call_Connected - CIM_ANI ;

var@7 = CIM_Disconnected - Call_Connected ;

)
)
)

var@8 = If (C var@2 = 1 and var@3 = 1 and vard4 =0 ; 1 ; 0 )
var@9 = If C var@2 = 1 and var@3 = @ and vard4 =1 ; 1 ; 0 )
varl® = var@2 * var@3 * varo4
varll = If ( varl® = 1 and var@7 <0 ; 1 ; @ )
varl2 = If ( varl® = 1 and var@7 >0 ; 1 ; 0 )
varl3 = Case ( var@2 =0 ; "" ;
var@8 = 1 ; var@s ;
var@9 = 1 ; var@o ;
varll =1 ; var@5 ;
varl2z =1 ; var@e ; "" ) 1
If C var@l =1 ; varl3 ; "" ) D
/*
If ( test=TRUE ; thenresultOne ; elseresultTwo )
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Case ( testl ; resultl; test2; result2 ; .. ; defaultresult)
*/
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Attachment C: Erlang Mathematics and Assumptions

History

Agner Krarup Erlang was a Danish mathematician, statistician, and engineer who invented the field of
telephone networks analysis while working for the Copenhagen Telephone Company from 1908 through
1929. The goal of Erlang’s queuing analyses is to determine how many service providers should be made
available to satisfy users, without over provisioning. Mr. Erlang quantified the three-cornered
relationship between requests for service, number of agents, and latency as shown in Figure 21, below.

Figure 21:Queueing Theory Triangle

Requests The concepts and mathematics introduced by Mr. Erlang have
stood the test of time. In the modern world, these methods are
f x used to analyze queuing processes in systems as.diverse as
shoppers using grocery store checkout cashiers to data packet
Latency ( ) Agents switching through Internet routers at megahertz frequencies.

The article authored by Chromy, Misuth, and Kavacky is a concise introduction to the application of the
Erlang C formula to analyses of emergency services call centers.?

Mathematics

For Erlang’s analyses to apply to.a system, two conditions must be met:
=  Users arrive more or less at random intervals;

= < Users receive exclusive service from any one of a group of agents without prior reservations
The flow of calls through E911 centers, including Broward’s, conform to these requirements.

There are several versions of Erlang analyses depending on the exact model of the traffic flowing
through the system. The specific model applicable to the BSO’s dispatch operations has users either
being served immediately, or waiting in queue until a call taker becomes available. The specific
mathematical embodiment of the analysis applicable to the BSO system is referred to as the Erlang-C
equation.

Erlang analyses must be conducted over a selected interval of time. In the case of emergency service
communications centers experiencing the number of calls seen at BSO this interval is most appropriately
one hour. Little insight would be gained by viewing each hour of the year as a special case. The need is
for the analyst to consolidate individual hours into groups that present a valid picture of the way the

B, Chromy, T. Misuth, and M. Kavacky, 2011, Advances in Electrical and Electronic Engineering, ISSN 1804-3119.
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system functions. The consolidation process appropriate to BSO has been described above in this
Report.

The Erlang C formula calculates the probability that an arriving call will be diverted to the waiting queue
rather than being served immediately. Three common sense parameters go into the Erlang C calculation:
= The average arrival rate of calls during the hours being considered.
= The average length of time the dispatcher spends processing each call.
= The number of dispatchers on duty.

For an Erlang analysis, the workload flowing through the BSQ’s dispatch operations must be expressed in
units of erlangs, E.

E=nA Equation 1
E: Workload in units of erlangs
n: Average call arrival rate in calls per hour
A: Average call-processing time in decimal hours per call

The average call arrival rate and average call processing times that are required to calculate Erlangs in
Equation 1 are extracted from the historic Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) system, the Intrado VIPER
telephony server, and the written reports of radio usage per channel.

To avoid confusion, the reader should be advised that many of the time parameters appearing in the
tabular data presented in this report will be formatted as decimal hours rather than as
hours:minutes:seconds, hh:mm:ss..For example; 15 minutes, 00:15:00, will appear as 0.250 hr.

The probability that an arriving call will be diverted to the waiting queue, Py, rather than being

answered immediately is calculated from the expansion of the Erlang-C equation.

[ﬂL
_ N! (N-E)
Pq

e )

Erlang-C Equation 2

E: Workload in erlangs from Eqn 1
N: Dispatchers on duty at workstations

Discussions of queueing processes are often tabulated in terms of three additional parameters:

P,: Probability that an incoming call will be immediately answered.
W: Average answer delay. The time interval that a call in held in queue.
Q: Average number of calls waiting in queue for service.
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Once the probability that an arriving call will be diverted to the waiting queue, Py, has been calculated
using Equation 2, then these three additional parameters can be calculated using the algebraic
transformations in Equations 3, 4, and 5.

P,=(1-Py) Equation 3
_ _Po4 .

W = N-E) Equation 4
_ _PoE .

Q= N-E) Equation 5

Variables Pq, N, and E are defined above.

Absolutely rigorous application of an Erlang-C analysis requires that three additional conditions be met:
= That callers never hang up while being held in queue.
= That all calls begin and end within a single time.interval.
= That callers do not call back after having hung up while in queue.

When these conditions are not met, as will be the case in the real world, then the Erlang-C formula
predicts that slightly more call-takers should be used than are really needed to maintain a desired level
of service. Thus, the Erlang-C analysis is generally viewed as providing an .upper bound to the needed
number of call-takers required to service a given flow of incoming traffic.

While this limitation of Erlang C analysis exists, in practice, it results in a negligible increase to the
number of dispatchers predicted for BSO'’s dispatch operations. The flow of offered traffic through the
BSO system is modest and the number of dispatchers required is modest. Dispatchers can be added to
or subtracted from the system only in.integer increments. Under these circumstances, incrementing the
number of dispatchers by +1 will always result in such a large increase in answering probability that it
overwhelms the propensity of a simple Erlang C analysis to slightly increase the required number of
dispatchers.

Workloads, Staffing and Non-Linear Response

A concise presentation of workload patterns and non-linear response of a queueing system is presented

in the on-line PDF titled, “Call Center Basics”.>* The following is a paraphrase of portions of this article.

A naive approach to calculating the number of agents needed in a call center is to divide the number of
calls expected per hour divided by the average length of a call. For example, if 100 calls arrive per hour
and the average time to service a call is 15 minutes, then it appears that 25 agents should be able to
service the workload. The flaw in this model is that calls do not arrive in an orderly fashion, one right
after the other. Callers, seeking service, act independently of each other, and their calls arrive in a

2% www.easyerlang.com/pdfs/call-center-basics.pdf (July 15, 2015)
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random pattern surrounding the average spacing between calls. Likewise, the interval required by the
agents to process each request for service displays a random pattern surrounding its average value.

For call centers, the arrival rate is best described by a mathematical function called a Poisson
distribution. The call processing interval is best described by a mathematical function called an
Exponential distribution. Figures 22 and 23 illustrate the shapes of these distributions.

Figure 22:Poisson Distribution of Call Arrival Rates
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Figure 23:Exponential Distribution of Call Processing Intervals
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The statistical behaviors of the call arrivals and call service intervals guarantees that changes in the
number of agents will have a non-linear effect on performance of the system. In this hypothetical
example, an increase of 10% in staffing will not result in a 10% decrease in the average answer delay.

Rather, the average answer delay shows the behavior shown in Figure 24.
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Figure 24: Average Answer Delay Versus Number of Agents
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The purpose of this example is to emphasize that the performance of a queueing system changesin a
very non-intuitive manner with respect to changes in both staffing and workload.

The dependence of average answer delay on the number of dispatcher is approximately hyperbolic. At
constant workload, an increment or decrement of + 1 dispatcher can result in very magnified or very
compressed changes in average answer delays depending on which end of the curve in Figure 3 contains
the operating point of the system. There is'no substitute for running detailed calculations, using data
specific to the system under.consideration, in order to accurately predictits queueing behavior.

In systems with large'numbers of agents, the relationship between average answer delays and the
number of agents on duty is approximately a continuous function. This relationship is very different for
small systems (Figure 25).

Figure 25: Answer Delays and Agents in Small Systems
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The relationship remains approximately hyperbolic, but the accessible answer delays become a step
function. The number of agents on duty can only be changed in integer increments or decrements.
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Attachment D: Sample Phone Record and Outgoing Phone Log

Figure 26. Sample CDR Phone Record

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System
CDR BEGIN : 11/11/

Call Detail Records Extended Format

[ 11112015 15:30:10.313 | 11/11/2015 | 15:30:10.313 |
===== CDR BEGIN : 11/11/15 15:30:10.313 =====
00:00:00.000 [ TS] SYSTEM ID = broward Year | Mo | Day| Pay [ Day | Hrof
00:00:00.000 [ CIM] Incoming Call (ID: 911009-00291-20151111203010) Offered on Trunk 911009 Name | of Wk | Day
00:00:02.269 [ CIM] ANI: (40)"9547295989" [VALID] PseudoANI: " [NONE]
00:00:02.269 [ TS] Initial ALI Request for ANI : 9547295989 2009 il || i) W Sl B e
00:00:02.279 [ CIM] Call Presented PSAP Origin TTY
00:00:02.898 [VolP] External Call-ldentifier 911009-00291-20151111203010
00:00:03.100 [VoIP] Routing call QUEUE = 6023 [Cental  [wiReLEss | o |
00:00:03.309 [ PAS] Initial ALI Response received / ALI TYPE = 1 Trunk Phone_Number DNIS Alarm
00:00:03.315 [VolP] Routing call QUEUE = 6020
00:00:03.523 [ CIM] Call Connected [ot1009  [os4siesoe2 | [ o]
00:00:03.528 [VolP] Routing call AGENT = 15002/2012 Station  Agent Name
00:00:04.061 [ TCI] TRUNK = 911009 / LINE = 9 POS =012/ STN = 2012 2012 | 15002 Adrion And
00:00:04.061 [ TCI] CALL CONNECTED BY AGENT = Adrian, Andrea/15002 ROLE = Central Call- | | | ran, Andrea |
Taker
00:00:04.061 [ TCI] From PSAP ID = 1 PSAP Name = Central Caller Disconnects:l 0 | Beforel 0 |After Supervision |
00:00:43.055 [ CIM] Tandem Transfer
00:00:44.552 [ TCI] Event Logged By POS = 012/ STN = 2012 KEY: TRANSFER SV: 77 LV: —
h,0547644357 00:00:02.279 Call_Presented
00:00:44.552 [ TCI] agencyld: 471 agencyName: BROWARD COUNTY NON-EMERGENCY 00:00:02.269 [CIM] ANI
agencyTypeld: 9 agencyTypeName: Non-Emer .
00:00:48.917 [ TCI] CALL RELEASED BY POS = 012/ STN = 2012 Caller Disconnects 1.735 sec| avg
00:00:48.917 [ TCI] CALL DISCONNECTED BY AGENT = Adrian, Andrea/15002 ROLE = Central 00:00:03.523 Call_Connected 20.223 sec| % sd
Call-Taker e
00:00:48.917 [ TCI] From PSAP ID = 1 PSAP Name = Central 00:00:04.061 Agent Connected sec| 90th
00:00:50.743 [ CIM] Call Disconnected 1.254 sec| Answer Delay sec| 95th
00:00:50.753 [ CIM] Call Terminated
00:00:50.753 [ TS] Call Completed
===== |nitial ALl ====
(954) 729-5989 15:30 11/11 00:00:48.917 Agent Disconnected

8320 W SUNRISE BLVD 00:00:44.856 Agent Processsing 44.856 sec
PLANTATION  FL 470 WPH2 0 |onHold |0 |Parked
SPRINT 0 |Off-Hold |0 |Unparked
N SECTOR P# 729-5989
ALT# 954-816-8962 LEC:SPPCS 11/11/2015 15:30:13.836 Call_Connected_TS
WIRELESS CALL
QUERY CALLER FOR LOCATION 11/11/2015 15:30:14.374 Agent_Connected_TS
QUERY CALLER FOR PHONE # 11/11/2015 15:30:59.23 Agent_Disconnected_TS
-080.256994 +26.162771
===== CDR END =====
-80.256994 Longitude
26.162771 Latitude
CDR Text Length
1,822 Char
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Figure 27. Sample of Outgoing Phone Logs

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System

Outgoing Phone Logs 11/01/2015 - 01/31/2016

Timestamp

Dialed Number

12/10/2015 01:04:35

12/10/2015

Processing

Central | (954) 279-0070 1 11.176 sec|
Central | (954) 260-8290 12/10/2015 01:06:25 | 12/10/2015 1 10.188 sec|
South (954) 295-2251 12/10/2015 01:06:31 | 12/10/2015 1 3.436 sec
North (800) 323-9949 12/10/2015 01:09:39 | 12/10/2015 1 756.561 sec
South (954) 927-5287 12/10/2015 01:17:21 | 12/10/2015 1 2.206 sec
Central | (786) 487-7286 12/10/2015 01:20:17 | 12/10/2015 1 3.804 sec
North (772) 626-7768 12/10/2015 01:24:00 | 12/10/2015 1 14.468 sec|
Central | (786) 312-0238 12/10/2015 01:25:02 | 12/10/2015 1 258.527 sec
Central | (754) 423-5752 12/10/2015 01:39:56 | 12/10/2015 1 16.657 sec|
Central | (954) 439-1070 12/10/2015 01:45:40 | 12/10/2015 1 38.065 sec
South (718) 427-4308 12/10/2015 01:49:54 | 12/10/2015 1 7.559 sec
South (754) 779-9183 12/10/2015 01:59:22 | 12/10/2015 1 6.804 sec
Central | (904) 236-2138 12/10/2015 02:16:04 | 12/10/2015 2 6.867 sec
Central | (954) 706-1753 12/10/2015 02:16:31 | 12/10/2015 2 32.045 sec
South (786) 539-8293 12/10/2015 02:17:37 | 12/10/2015 2 480.740 sec
North (772) 501-3443 12/10/2015 02:18:25 | 12/10/2015 2 57.829 sec
Central | (754) 322-8350 12/10/2015 02:19:20 | 12/10/2015 2 5.420 sec
Central | (754) 321-0161 12/10/2015 02:19:34 | 12/10/2015 2 46.076 sec
South (786) 985-0380 12/10/2015 02:19:57 | 12/10/2015 2 4.558 sec
North (772) 501-3443 12/10/2015 02:26:54 | 12/10/2015 2 8.784 sec
South (954) 650-1660 12/10/2015 02:27:59 | 12/10/2015 2 2.232 sec
North (954) 650-1660 12/10/2015 02:28:30 | 12/10/2015 2 33.352 sec
South (954) 524-6991 12/10/2015 02:47:13 | 12/10/2015 2 93.104 sec
Central | (954) 235-9273 12/10/2015 02:48:25 | 12/10/2015 2 23.403 sec
North (954) 971-7749 12/10/2015 02:48:28 | 12/10/2015 2 36.985 sec
South (832) 335-7572 12/10/2015 02:57:32 | 12/10/2015 2 14.205 sec|
Central | (954) 960-2463 12/10/2015 03:18:51 | 12/10/2015 3 306.468 sec
South (954) 454-1472 12/10/2015 03:25:34 | 12/10/2015 3 4.157 sec
Central | (954) 268-4639 12/10/2015 03:37:23 | 12/10/2015 3 316.004 sec
Central | (912) 412-8662 12/10/2015 03:42:15 | 12/10/2015 3 2.145 sec
Central | (954) 245-2606 12/10/2015 03:42:15 | 12/10/2015 3 13.111 sec
North (954) 609-4031 12/10/2015 03:52:41 | 12/10/2015 3 51.182 sec
Central | (561) 368-8462 12/10/2015 03:55:45 | 12/10/2015 3 397.942 sec
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Attachment E:
Sample Records from the FIRE CAD, LAW CAD, and Radio Statistics

Figure 28. Sample Record from the LAW CAD

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System

LAW Incident Records

121012015 | 130145 | 12| 10| Thu| 5| 13| 8246
Event_number Dup'd  caller Phone
| L04151210000721 | o | os46245021 |
Response_Agency Code Disp_Loc Unit
| Bso 04 | central | 4Bs |
Priority Incident_ID Incident_Description
2 | 76 [moA
4900 W OAKLAND PARK BLVD | Lauderdale Lakes
Avg Talk Avg Talk Xmit/Rcv's Dispatch Support
Radio_Chn /incident /Xmit/Rev  /Incident Duration Duration
BSO-07-DISP | 5142 sec| 9552 sec| 538 9.552 sec| 41.871sec
CDR_Begin 12/10/2015 13:00:28.768 Intake_proc 1 | 00:01:50.027
Call_Connected | 12/10/2015 13:00:32.265 VIPER_spillover 00:00:02.027
Agent Connected 12/10/2015 13:00:32.973 Rcvd_offset 00:01:10
Rcvd_time | 12/10/2015 13:00:35 Assign_proc 00:03:47 sec
Create_time 12/10/2015 13:01:45 Assign_workload 2 68 sec
Transmit_time 12/10/2015 13:02:23 P2/P3 Interval 3 335 sec /

Agent Disconnected
Dispatch_time
Enroute_time
Arrvd_time
Closed_time

12/10/2015 13:08:48.92

12/10/2015 13:06:10

12/10/2015 13:06:12.4

12/10/2015 13:09:46

12/10/2015 13:59:28

Time-on-Task 4 00:53:18

Index| 3 335
avg 143.792

12/10/2015 13:00:28.768

12/10/2015 13:00:32.265

12/10/2015 13:00:32.973

12/10/2015 13:08:48.92
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Figure 29. Sample Record from the FIRE CAD

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System
FIRE Incident Records

Call_Connected
Agent Connected

Create_TS
Transmit_TS

Agent Disconnected
Dispatch_TS
Enroute_TS
Arrvd_TS

11/152015 | 07:3024 | 11| 15| sun| 1| 7| 7640
Event_Number Dup'd Caller_Phn
| FDN151115005805 o | 3057648078 |

Response_Agency

Code Unit_ID Disp_Loc

| BSOFR | oN| R74 |central |
Priority Call_Type EMD Incident_Description Resp_Cat
6 | serw | 1 [ NURY | Em
5827 PARK RD | Dania
Avg Talk Avg Talk Xmit/Rcv's Dispatch Support
Radio_Chn /iIncident  /Xmit/Rcv  /Incident Duration Duration
| BCF-D2 96.10 sec| 8818 sec] 1090 | 8818 sec| 87.285sec |
CDR Begin | 11/15/2015 07:29:03.44 | Intake_proc 1| 00:0146.523  |®)
[ 11/15/201507:29:06828 | VIPERspillover | 00:00:02523 |
| 111512015 07:20:07.477 | Revd_offset | 00:01:14 |
| 11/15/2015 07:29:10 | Assign_proc 2 | 16.00 sec |
| 11/15/2015 07:30:24 | Assign_Workload | 16.00 sec |
[ 11/15/2015 07:30:54 | Chute_time 3 | 323.45 |
[ 111512015 07:36:42.134 |  PreArinterval | |
[ 1111512015 07:31:10 | P2/P3interval 4| 120000 |@®
| 11/15/2015 07:36:33 | Time-on-Task | 00:07:11 |
| | Index| 4 ][ 120.00 elapsed
| 11/15/2015 07:38:21 | 462.06 avg

Closed_TS

11/15/2015 07:29:03.44

11/15/2015 07:29:06.828

11/15/2015 07:29:07.477

11/15/2015 07:36:42.134
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Figure 30. Sample Records from Radio Statistics

Broward E911 Consolidated Communications System
Talkgroups at Zone
Statistics CY2015

: Total Talk
cradio Radko Radlo |  Talk | incident Talk per | Count
Abbrev Xmit/Rev's | Puration |Xmit/Rev | Count | Incident per

[seclyr] [sec] [sec] Incident

BCF-D1 480,434 4,161,542 8.662 36,910 112.75 13.02
BCF-D2 529,742 4,671,511 8.818 48,609 96.10 10.90
BCF-D3 225,762 2,008,058 8.895 20,198 99.42 11.18
BCF-D4 178,202 1,539,092 8.637 14,023 109.75 12.71
BCF-D5 399,290 3,160,509 7.915 30,872 102.37 12.93
BCF-D6 419,797 3,456,751 8.234 32,836 105.27 12.78
FLF-DISP1 656,110 5,252,965 8.006 54,316 96.71 12.08
BCF-D8 447,385 4,070,692 9.099 30,929 131.61 14.46
BCF-D9 288,696 2,525,851 8.749 21,580 117.05 13.38
BCL-COMM 58,333 541,606 9.285 14,940 36.25 3.90
BSO-02-DISP 717,158 6,571,478 9.163 32,778 200.48 21.88
BSO-03-DISP 792,390 7,212,269 9.102 27,162 265.53 29.17
BSO-04-DISP 497,838 4,794,358 9.630 42,827 111.95 11.62
BSO-05-DISP 696,625 7,145,394 | 10.257 73,975 96.59 9.42
BSO-06-DISP 762,379 7,364,307 9.660 117,985 62.42 6.46
BSO-07-DISP | 1,060,432 | 10,128,828 9.5652 196,973 51.42 5.38
BSO-08-DISP 872,305 7,975,457 9.143 75,711 105.34 11.52
BSO-10-DISP | 1,004,798 8,627,021 8.486 74,434 114.56 13.50
BSO-11-A1A2 | 1,605,483 | 14,618,781 9.106 123,425 118.44 13.01
CKP-MAIN 916,167 8,310,381 9.071 77,097 107.79 11.88
CSF-MAIN 125,578 1,058,964 8.433 10,590 100.00 11.86
HW-P-A1A2 1,377,654 | 16,514,932 | 11.988 189,878 86.98 7.26
PPP-MAIN 988,952 9,362,099 9.467 86,900 107.73 11.38
SNP-DISP 825,080 7,195,082 8.720 79,207 90.84 10.42
WMP-TAC-1 30,847 251,695 8.159 2,517 100.00 12.26
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AGENDA

= HISTORY

= INTENT /7 PURPOSE

= APPLICABILITY

= DISCUSSION /7 QUESTIONS




HISTORY

2011 City Commission directive to examine the Planned Unit
Development (PUD) Ordinance;

Created PUD Advisory Committee to refine PUD concept;

2013 PUD Committee recommends replacing PUD with new
Innovative Development (ID) ordinance;

New ID ordinance includes more defined criteria to meet
recognizable public improvements, more extensive public input,
and requirement for supermajority approval

PUD =— ID
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INTENT and PURPOSE
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APPLICABILITY

COMPLETENESS
REVIEW

g Conditions for
ID ;2 Acres Min

£ Pre-Application
Conference

¥ Pre-Application
Public Outreach

X Application
Submittal
Requirements

CRITERIA /
PROJECT DESIGN
ASSESSMENT

Intent /
Justifications

¥ Development
Standards

Deviation
Comparison

X Public
Improvements

é Best Practices

REVIEW PROCESS

e( DRC Technical
Evaluation

é Public Outreach

X Development
Agreement /
Phasing / MOT

X Requires Super-
Majority PZB
Recommendation

¥ Requires Super-
Majority CC
Approval
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CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE
DEPARTMENT OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Innovative Development Ordinance

Discussion and Questions

City Commission Conference Meeting
September 7, 2016
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> Significant Deficiency since fiscal year 2006.
» Compensated absences calculation was overstated by $1 million

» Controls over the process of calculating the liability for compensated
absences should be designed and operated effectively to ensure that the
amounts recorded in the financial statements are an accurate
representation of the amounts actually due to employees as of the end of
the fiscal year.




» The City’s policy on accrued sick leave.

» Unused sick leave liability was based on different rates of pay
depending on when the hours were earned.

» The calculation of the unused sick liability was performed manually
using a spreadsheet.
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» To automate the sick leave liability calculation.
» Audit and make corrections to existing personnel leave records.

» Accurately calculate hours and update the payroll database.

» Simplify the computation of sick leave payouts




> To reconcile over 1,600 employee leave records

> Steps to accomplish goal:
» Assembled a team of internal (9) and external (6) employees
» Made corrections to the existing data by carefully calculating the
leave balances (previously kept on paper files)
» Validate balances prior to upload to the payroll database

» The Compensated Absences Project took about 2,142 hours and
$52,942
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» The City's compensated absences liability calculation is now
automated.

» Terminated employees receive their final payouts more timely.

» Long standing audit finding was eliminated.
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> Procurement Modernization was identified as a
priority initiative by the City Manager during
the FY 2016 Commission Annual Action Plan
prioritization sessions.

» Budget was approved for this project for FY
2016.
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» Transform the Division from process oriented to
“best value” driven processes

> Review ineffective processes

» Address employee morale and staff turnover



> Procurement Process Review:

¢ Conduct Interviews with
Stakeholders

¢ Review internal processes

» Organizational Review
e Structure
e Authority
e Staffing
e Workload




Internal Process Improvements
Legislative Improvements
Organizational Improvements

Technology Improvements



> Develop short-term and long-term Strategic Plans

> Implement best practice process for capturing and
reporting cost savings

> Formal process to measure and manage supplier
performance

> Simplify documentation for solicitations e.g., ITB,
RFP, and RFQ

> Streamline the agenda approval process




» New Procurement Ordinance

> Increase the City Commission approval
thresholds from $50K to $100K, and eliminate
multiple thresholds

> Maximize the ability to negotiate

> Minimize touch points and numerous
signatures for contract execution
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> Add one new position for the Assistant
Manager, Procurement and Contracts

> Expand the City’'s investment in
Procurement training and professional
development




> System upgrades and data driven improvements

> Enhancing the use of spend analysis to drive
strategic procurement decisions

> ERP Implementation




» Conducted Contract Audit

> Establishment of City-wide Procurement
Liaisons and conduct regular meetings

» Procurement Code Update

> Enacted Master Blanket Purchase Order
Process

> New staff hires




» Approval of the new Procurement
Ordinance and Manual

» On going Liaison and Staff Training

> ERP submission
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