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SURVEILLANCE IMPACT REPORT OVERVIEW 

The Seattle City Council passed Ordinance 125376, alsƻ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ά{ǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŀƴŎŜ hǊŘƛƴŀƴŎŜέΣ ƻƴ 
September 1, 2017. This Ordinance has implications for the acquisition of new technologies by the City, 
and technologies that are already in use that may fall under the new, broader definition of surveillance.  

{a/ мпΦмуΦлнлΦ.Φм ŎƘŀǊƎŜǎ ǘƘŜ /ƛǘȅΩǎ 9ȄŜŎǳǘƛǾŜ ǿƛǘƘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ŀ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ǎǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŀƴŎŜ 

technologies subject to the Ordinance. Seattle IT, on behalf of the Executive, developed and implemented 

a process through which a privacy and surveillance review is completed prior to the acquisition of new 

technologies. This requirement, and the criteria used in the review process, are documented in Seattle IT 

Policy PR-02Σ ǘƘŜ ά{ǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŀƴŎŜ tƻƭƛŎȅέΦ  

HOW THIS DOCUMENT IS COMPLETED 

As Seattle IT and department staff complete the document, they should keep the following in mind. 

¶ Responses to questions should be in the text or check boxes only; all other information (questions, 

descriptions, etc.) should NOT be edited by the department staff completing this document.  

¶ All content in this report will be available externally to the public. With this in mind, avoid using 

acronyms, slang, or other terms which may not be well-known to external audiences. Additionally, 

responses should be written using principally non-technical language to ensure they are accessible 

to audiences unfamiliar with the topic. 

http://seattle.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=2981172&GUID=0B2FEFC0-822F-4907-9409-E318537E5330&Options=Advanced&Search=
https://seattlegov.sharepoint.com/sites/IT-CDR/Operating_Docs/PR-02SurveillancePolicy.pdf
https://seattlegov.sharepoint.com/sites/IT-CDR/Operating_Docs/PR-02SurveillancePolicy.pdf


 

 

PRIVACY IMPACT ASSESSMENT  

PURPOSE 

A tǊƛǾŀŎȅ LƳǇŀŎǘ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ όάtL!έύ is a method for collecting and documenting detailed information 
collected in order to conduct an in-depth privacy review of a program or project. A PIA asks questions 
about the collection, use, sharing, security and access controls for data that is gathered using a technology 
or program. It also requests information about policies, training and documentation that govern use of the 
technology. The PIA responses are used to determine privacy risks associated with a project and 
mitigations that may reduce some or all of those risks. In the interests of transparency about data 
collection and management, the City of Seattle has committed to publishing all PIAs on an outward facing 
website for public access.  

WHEN IS A PRIVACY IMPACT ASSESSMENT REQUIRED? 

A PIA may be required in two circumstances. 

1) When a project, technology, or other review has been flagged as having a high privacy risk.  

2) When a technology is required to complete the Surveillance Impact Report process. This is one 

deliverable that comprises the report. 

  



 

 

1.0 ABSTRACT  

1.1 Please provide a brief description (one paragraph) of the purpose and proposed use of the 
project/technology. 

 

1.2 Explain the reason the project/technology is being created or updated and why the PIA is 
required.  

 

2.0 PROJECT / TECHNOLOGY OVERVIEW 

Provide an overview of the project or technology. The overview gives the context and background 
necessary to understand the purpose, mission and justification for the project / technology proposed 

2.1 Describe the benefits of the project/technology. 

 

Travel time, or the time required to traverse a route between any two points of interest, is a 
fundamental measure in transportation. One way the Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT) 
collects travel time information in the City by leveraging License Plate Reader (LPR) cameras. LPR 
systems consist of high-speed cameras combined with sophisticated computer algorithms capable of 
converting the images of license plates into computer-readable data.  The conversion occurs in 
Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) systems. This information is then used to 
create travel times for system engineering, traffic planning, and public distribution purposes. 

WSDOT does not archive the plate data.  After the matching process, the plate information is deleted 
ŀǳǘƻƳŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŦǊƻƳ ²{5h¢Ωǎ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΦ  SDOT does not receive license plate or other identifying 
information. 

LPR cameras meet two inclusion criteria from the PR-02 Surveillance Policy: 

1. Technology whose primary purpose is to observe or analyze the movements, behavior, or 

actions of identifiable individuals in a manner that is reasonably likely to raise concerns about 

civil liberties, freedom of speech or association, racial equity or social justice. Identifiable 

individuals also include individuals whose identity can be revealed by license plate data when 

combined with any other record. 

2. The technology collects data that is personally identifiable even if obscured, de-identified, or 

anonymized after collection. 

SDOT has 99 LPR Cameras installed throughout the City. Based on the data captured, SDOT has 
information that can be provided to travelers and traffic engineers to assist in decreasing travel times 
throughout the metropolitan area and making the best routing decisions. This information includes 
calculated average speeds for different monitored roadway segments, and average progress time 
along different monitored roadway segments, representative of travel time and delays.  This data 
allows traffic engineers to correct traffic signal timing and provide information to travelers about 
expected delay.   



 

 

2.2 Provide any data or research demonstrating anticipated benefits. 

 

Urban traffic congestion in the United States is a significant drain on productivity and the 
environment. The INRIX Traffic Scorecard 2017 reveals that Seattle has the 9th worst traffic in the 
U.S., and the average driver spends 55 hours a year in congested traffic.  While in the past this 
congestion has been mitigated by expanding the roadway network, roadway infrastructure 
investments are significantly expensive and have been shown in some cases to actually exacerbate 
congestion.  
 
According to the United States Department of Transportation - Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA)Σ ά¢ǊŀǾŜƭ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ŀ ŘŜǎǘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǇƛŜŎŜ ƻŦ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƻǘƻǊƛǎǘǎ ǿŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƴŜŜŘΦ Lǘ ƛǎ 
vital in travelers making good decisions about which route to take and whether to divert from their 
planned path. If motorists were to be provided travel time information on arterial highways, they 
may plan their trips accordingly with this new information, decreasing delays and the potential for 
congestion downstream. They may also be warned in advance of an incident, allowing sufficient time 
to choose an alternate route around congestion and delays. 
 
Technology now makes it feasible to provide drivers with real time information about how long it will 
take to reach a given destination. Travel time is also a key piece of information for transportation 
agencies. Real-time travel time information can allow agencies to monitor roadway performance, 
identify problems, develop forecasts, plan future projects, and evaluate the effects of new projects. 
Travel time data can also help to meet goals for integrated corridor management or meet Federal 
information provision mandates such as the Real-¢ƛƳŜ {ȅǎǘŜƳ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ LƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƎǊŀƳέ 
(Arterial Data Collection Technology, 2013). 
 
Travel time data is a key input to Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) applications. 
Advancement in vehicle tracking and re-identification technologies and proliferation of location 
aware and connected devices has made network wide travel time data available to transportation 
management agencies. Travel time measurement gives SDOT the most important traffic information 
for indicating a road's mobility performance, and these measurements are the basis for decisions 
which improve the traffic operations of {ŜŀǘǘƭŜΩǎ road networks. 
 
The data is primarily used by both our Traffic Signal Timing Engineers and Transportation Operations 
Center (TOC) staff. Timing Engineers work with modeling software to optimize traffic movements, 
and the travel time data provideŘ ōȅ [twΩǎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳǎ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ¢h/ 
provides the data to commuters in real-time on both large roadside reader boards, and on the 
Traveler Information Map web application. 
 
Works Cited 
{ƛƴƎŜǊΣ WŜǊŜƳƛŀƘΣ Ŝǘ ŀƭΦ ά¢ǊŀǾŜƭ ¢ƛƳŜ ƻƴ !ǊǘŜǊƛŀƭǎ ŀƴŘ wǳǊŀƭ IƛƎƘǿŀȅǎΥ {ǘŀǘŜ-of-the-Practice Synthesis 
ƻƴ !ǊǘŜǊƛŀƭ 5ŀǘŀ /ƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ¢ŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅΦέ !ǊǘŜǊƛŀƭ 5ŀǘŀ /ƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ¢ŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅΣ ¦Φ{Φ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ 
Transportation Federal Highway Administration, Apr. 2013, 
ops.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/fhwahop13028/index.htm. 

http://inrix.com/scorecard-city/?city=Seattle%3B%20WA&index=20
https://web6.seattle.gov/travelers/


 

 

2.3 Describe the technology involved. 

 

  

SDOT has deployed ninety-ƴƛƴŜ tLtΩǎ [tw ŎŀƳŜǊŀǎΦ ¢ƘŜ tотн ƛǎ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ƻǊ Řǳŀƭ ŎŀƳŜǊŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ 
video processing/ control/ Automatic License Plate Reader (ALPR). The P372 is enclosed in a rugged 
extruded aluminum housing sealed to IP67. The P372 detects the retro reflective return from a license 
plate in hardware using digital signal processing algorithms and captures the field containing the best 
image of the license plate. The P372 streams the captured image to the software ALPR engine that 
performs optical character recognition on the image and reports the license plate number with an 
associated confidence of the result.   
 
The LPRs are physically mounted on arms that extend over the roadway, and power is provided from the 
ƴŜŀǊŜǎǘ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ ǎƛƎƴŀƭ ŎŀōƛƴŜǘΦ ¢ƘŜ [twΩǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳƳŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴ Lt ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘŜ ōȅ 
being physically connected to the SDOT ITS Network switch located in that same cabinet. 
On detection of a vehicle. the P372 will send a message to the Washington State Department of 
Transportation (WSDOT) host comprising time stamp and tag details. The connection to the host is 
opened on the first plate and thereafter maintained open until no vehicles have been detected for a 
period, at which time the connection will be closed. The period will be half of keep alive, or if this is set 
to 0 then will default to 20s. On transmission failure (e.g. lost connection) the P372 will retry the 
connection and transmission. 
 
Format of Tag Message 
Each number plate record will comprise: 

¶ Time stamp 

¶ Station identifier 

¶ Camera channel 

¶ ALPR plate string 

¶ Confidence factor 
The record will be comma delimited and terminated by newline.  
 
yyyy-mm-dd:hh:mm:ss:aa,SSSS,n,ttttt,cc, where: 

 



 

 

нΦо /ƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘΧ 

 

2.4 5ŜǎŎǊƛōŜ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻǊ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ǊŜƭŀǘŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘΩǎ Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴ. 

 

SDOT and WSDOT have established an intergovernmental data network to facilitate the sharing of 
information. This occurs by a WSDOT network router being installed near an SDOT network router in 
the Seattle Municipal Tower. These two networks are separated by an SDOT managed firewall that is 
responsible for filtering the data traffic. ¢Ƙƛǎ ŦƛǊŜǿŀƭƭ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜǎ ŜŀŎƘ [twΩǎ Lt ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ǎƻ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǎŜƴǘ 
to the WSDOT host computer for processing. WSDOT computer systems match the number plates 
and return the average travel time difference between plate readings.  WSDOT does not archive the 
ǇƭŀǘŜ ŘŀǘŀΦ  !ŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǘŎƘƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŘŜƭŜǘŜŘ ŀǳǘƻƳŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŦǊƻƳ ²{5h¢Ωǎ 
traffic system.   

SDOT then receives the travel times back from WSDOT from the publicly available Application 
Programming Interface (API). That API is consumed by a custom built SDOT software which then 
feeds the relevant data into our Cameleon ITS sign control software. Cameleon ITS then sends travel 
time information to SDOT Dynamic Message Signs (DMS). 

DMS are the large, electronic signs which overhang or appear along major streets throughout 
Seattle. The signs are typically used to display information about traffic conditions, travel times, 
construction, and road incidents. Travel time information is the default message that appears on a 
DMS daily from 5 AM ς 9 AM, and 4 PM ς 7 PM along 12 corridors.  With this type of information 
displayed, drivers can make real time route choices given the traffic conditions ahead. Recently, 
{5h¢ Ƙŀǎ ōŜƎŀƴ ǘƻ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ [tw ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ǘƛƳŜ Řŀǘŀ ǿƛǘƘ {5h¢Ωǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ǘƛƳŜ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ 
(Acyclica) to provide information to even more destinations. SDOT also provides travel time 
information on the Traveler Information Map web application. 

{5h¢Ωǎ Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǘƻ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊ ŀ ƘƛƎƘ-quality transportation system for Seattle. In our quickly growing 
city, moving people safely and reliably is an ever-increasing challenge. Technology can help us make 
more efficient use of our streets. Through Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS), we can use 
communications technologies on the street and via automated traffic systems, to improve safety and 
mobility for all travelers. Travel time measurement gives SDOT the most important traffic 
information for indicating a road's mobility performance, and these measurements are the basis for 
ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ {ŜŀǘǘƭŜΩǎ ǊƻŀŘ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪǎΦ 

http://wsdot.com/traffic/api/Documentation/class_travel_times.html
http://wsdot.com/traffic/api/Documentation/class_travel_times.html
https://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/SDOT/TechnologyProgram/DMSMap.pdf
https://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/SDOT/TechnologyProgram/DMSMap.pdf
https://web6.seattle.gov/travelers/


 

 

2.5 Who will be involved with the deployment and use of the project / technology? 

 

3.0 USE GOVERNANCE  

Provide an outline of any rules that will govern the use of the project / technology. Please note: non-City 
entities are bound by restrictions specified in the Surveillance Ordinance and Privacy Principles and must 
provide written procedures for how the entity will comply with any restrictions identified. 
 

3.1 Describe the processes that are required prior to each use, or access to/ of the project / 
technology, such as a notification, or check-in, check-out of equipment. 

 

3.2 List the legal standards or conditions, if any, that must be met before the project / 
technology is used.  

 

LPR cameras are either installed by either qualified SDOT personnel, or authorized electrical 
contractors associated with a project. Installation locations are identified by determining where 
there are gaps in observational coverage along corridors specified in the ITS Strategic Plan 2010-
2020. This plan provides a 10-year approach for implementing ITS in Seattle. ITS employ electronics 
and communications technologies on the street, and automated traffic systems, to enhance mobility 
for all modes by increasing the efficiency and safety of the transportation infrastructure. This 
includes implementing traffic cameras citywide to improve the response to outages and incidents. 

The ITS Key Arterial Network is not fully instrumented to provide the desired ITS systems and 
services. The devices deployed will depend upon the state of equipment already in place, and the 
specific needs of each corridor and subarea. Deployment will include a mixture of technologies 
including communications and LPR. Highest priority is assigned to locations which would experience 
impacts from major construction projects such as the SR 520 Bridge Replacement Project and the 
Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project. 

ITSStrategicPlan201

02020.pdf
 

LPR cameras are powered on and functioning all the time. The devices automatically transmit their 
Řŀǘŀ ǘƻ ²{5h¢ ŦƻǊ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŀƴȅ ǳǎŜǊ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜ [twΩǎ ŀǊŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǊŜƳƻǘŜƭȅ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƛōƭŜ 
by the SDOT TOC Technical Team who are responsible for ensuring that the devices are functioning 
as expected. Each device is protected by a username password combination that is only known by 
this staff, and they access the LPR cameras as needed while troubleshooting technical issues. 

There are no legal standards dictating the deployment and use of LPR cameras. 



 

 

3.3 Describe the policies and training required of all personnel operating the project / 
technology, and who has access to ensure compliance with use and management policies. 
Include links to all policies referenced.  

 

4.0 DATA COLLECTION AND USE 

Provide information about the policies and practices around the collection and use of the data collected.  

4.1 Provide details about what information is being collected from sources other than an 
individual, including other IT systems, systems of record, commercial data aggregators, publicly 
available data and/or other city departments. 

 

4.2 What measures are in place to minimize inadvertent or improper collection of data? 

 

  

All SDOT employees are required to take annual Privacy and Information Security Awareness training 
as provided by Seattle IT. 

This question is not applicable to this technology. All data is captured exclusively by the LPR cameras.  

LPRs cameras are a technology that enables the automatic identification of a vehicle by the 
alphanumeric characters on a license plate. LPRs function through pairing cameras with computer 
software: cameras record an image of a plate, and then a computer translates the image into 
alphanumeric characters electronic systems can understand. Once the camera(s) capture an image of 
sufficient quality, the image is sent to a computer system that uses a series of algorithms to analyze 
the image, identify and isolate a license plate, and reduce and render the image into the essential 
alphanumeric characters. Once the plate is isolated and characters segmented, the optical character 
recognition (OCR) algorithm makes a probabilistic guess as to which alphanumeric characters exist on 
the plate. If the image is low quality or other problems exist, the algorithm will have to make a lower 
probability guess. These systems are built strictly for this purpose, and no information about the 
plates that are captured to create travel times is stored or used for other purposes. 



 

 

4.3 How and when will the project / technology be deployed or used? By whom? Who will 
determine when the project / technology is deployed and used? 

 

4.4 How often will the technology be in operation?  

 

4.5 What is the permanence of the installation? Is it installed permanently, or temporarily? 

 

  

LPR cameras are either installed by either qualified SDOT personnel, or authorized electrical 
contractors associated with a project. Installation locations are identified by determining where 
there are gaps in travel time coverage along corridors specified in the Intelligent Transportation 
System (ITS) Strategic Plan 2010-2020. This plan provides a 10-year approach for implementing ITS in 
Seattle. ITS employ electronics and communications technologies on the street, and automated 
traffic systems, to enhance mobility for all modes by increasing the efficiency and safety of the 
transportation infrastructure. This includes implementing traffic cameras citywide to improve the 
response to outages and incidents. 

The ITS Key Arterial Network is not fully instrumented to provide the desired ITS systems and 
services. The devices deployed will depend upon the state of equipment already in place, and the 
specific needs of each corridor and subarea. Deployment will include a mixture of technologies 
including communications and LPR cameras. Highest priority is assigned to locations which would 
experience impacts from major construction projects such as the SR 520 Bridge Replacement Project 
and the Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project. 

The primary users of travel time data are users in the Transportation Operations Center (TOC). The 
TOC houses the central processing and communications systems for the ITS program, and is where 
operators monitor and manage traffic signals, traffic cameras, Dynamic Message Signs, and other ITS 
devices.  

ITSStrategicPlan201

02020.pdf
 

The technology collects data 24 hours a day, seven days a week, 365 days a year. 

LPR cameras are installed permanently. 



 

 

4.6 Is a physical object collecting data or images visible to the public? What are the markings to 
indicate that it is in use? What signage is used to determine department ownership and contact 
information? 

 

4.7 How will data that is collected be accessed and by whom?  
Please do not include staff names; roles or functions only. 

 

4.8 If operated or used by another entity on behalf of the City, provide details about access, 
and applicable protocols. Please link memorandums of agreement, contracts, etc. that are 
applicable.  

 

4.9 What are acceptable reasons for access to the equipment and/or  data collected?  

 

4.10 What safeguards are in place, for protecting data from unauthorized access (encryption, 
access control mechanisms, etc.) and to provide an audit trail (viewer logging, modification 
logging, etc.)? 

 

LPR cameras are installed over travel lanes on dedicated arms that are connected to signal poles. 
There are no markings that indicate that they are in use, and there is no signage that indicates 
department ownership and contact information. 

All aggregated traffic data will be accessed by SDOT personnel, or by applications leveraging the 
WSDOT API. Users include: 

1. Intelligent Transportation Engineers 

2. Transportation Operations Center Staff 

3. Traffic Signal Timing Engineers 

4. Traffic Operations Division Leadership 

LPR cameras are not operated by another entity on behalf of the City. 

Acceptable reasons for access to the equipment include device installation or issue troubleshooting. 
Access to the data is permitted to perform traffic analysis, conduct research, create reports, or 
connecting to the API with software applications. 

¢ƘŜ [twΩǎ ŀǊŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǊŜƳƻǘŜƭȅ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƛōƭŜ ōȅ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {5h¢ ¢h/ ¢ŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ¢ŜŀƳ ǿƘƻ ŀǊŜ 
responsible for ensuring that the devices are functioning as expected. Each device is protected by a 
username password combination that is only known by this staff, and they access the LPR cameras as 
needed while troubleshooting technical issues.  



 

 

5.0 DATA STORAGE, RETENTION AND DELETION  

5.1 How will data be securely stored? 

 

5.2 How will the owner allow for departmental and other entities, to audit for compliance with 
legal deletion requirements? 

 

5.3 What measures will be used to destroy improperly collected data?  

 

5.4 Which specific departmental unit or individual is responsible for ensuring compliance with 
data retention requirements?  

 

6.0 DATA SHARING AND ACCURACY  

6.1 Which entity or entities inside and external to the City will be data sharing partners? 

 

6.2 Why is data sharing necessary? 

 

WSDOT immediately processes the travel time information, deletes the license plate numbers or 
source data, never storing any information about the license plates used to create them. SDOT also 
ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎǘƻǊŜ ŀƴȅ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŀōƭŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ 

There is no legal deletion requirement for travel time information, however as explained in section 
5.1 the actual license plate number, or source data, is deleted immediately after processing to 
determine current travel times between defined data stations. 

LPR cameras are specifically designed to distinguish license plate characters, and they are positioned 
over roadways for that purpose. SDOT never stores any data associated with the plate recognition 
process. It would not be possible for someone working for the City to use this data to identify an 
individual or track their movements. 

There are no legal deletion requirements. 

SDOT shares LPR data with the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) for the 
purpose of facilitating information processing and distribution of travel times between defined data 
stations 

Data sharing is necessary because WSDOT processes the LPR data and provides SDOT travel times 
based on that information. SDOT and WSDOT have established an intergovernmental data network 
to facilitate the information distribution. WSDOT receives that data and then creates a travel time 
between two or more defined data stations (LPR sites). WSDOT immediately processes the travel 
time information and never stores any information about the license plates used to create them. 
{5h¢ ŀƭǎƻ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎǘƻǊŜ ŀƴȅ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŀōƭŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ {5h¢ ǘƘŜƴ 
receives the travel times back from WSDOT from the publicly available Application Programming 
Interface (API). That API is consumed by a custom built SDOT software which then feeds the relevant 
data into our Cameleon ITS sign control software. Cameleon ITS then sends travel time information 
to SDOT Dynamic Message Signs (DMS). SDOT also provides travel time information on the Traveler 
Information Map web application. 

http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/Traffic/seattle/questions/traveltimesdetail.htm
http://wsdot.com/traffic/api/Documentation/class_travel_times.html
http://wsdot.com/traffic/api/Documentation/class_travel_times.html
https://web6.seattle.gov/travelers/
https://web6.seattle.gov/travelers/


 

 

6.3 Are there any restrictions on non-City data use?  
Yes Ἠ No Ἠ 

сΦоΦм LŦ ȅƻǳ ŀƴǎǿŜǊŜŘ ¸ŜǎΣ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀ ŎƻǇȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǇǊƻŎŜŘǳǊŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ 

ensuring compliance with these restrictions. 

 

6.4 How does the project/technology review and approve information sharing agreements, 
memorandums of understanding, new uses of the information, new access to the system by 
organizations within City of Seattle and outside agencies? 
 Yes ἦ No Ἠ 

6.4.1 Please describe the process for reviewing and updating data sharing agreements. 

 

  

LPR information is only used for the purposed defined in the previous sections and for no 
other purposes.  

This question is not applicable to this technology. 



 

 

6.5 Explain how the project/technology checks the accuracy of the information collected. If 
accuracy is not checked, please explain why. 

 

SDOT initially conducted a manual car study to confirm the validity of travel times produced by LPR 
ŎŀƳŜǊŀ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ CI²!Σ ά¢ƘŜ ǘŜǎǘ ǾŜƘƛŎƭŜ ǘŜŎƘƴƛǉǳŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ 
time data collection since the late 1920s. Traditionally, this technique has involved the use of a data 
collection vehicle within which an observer records cumulative travel time at predefined checkpoints 
along a travel route. This information is then converted to travel time, speed, and delay for each 
segment along the survey route. Historically, the manual method has been the most commonly used 
travel time data collection technique. This method requires a driver and a passenger to be in the test 
vehicle. The driver operates the test vehicle while the passenger records time information at 
ǇǊŜŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŎƘŜŎƪǇƻƛƴǘǎΦέ 

SDOT used fleet vehicles and two staff members to conduct the study. Each travel time route was 
driven to achieve 95% Confidence, +- 10% Error per the FHWA chart below: 

 

Using this method, SDOT determined that travel times produced by LPR cameras fell within that 
confidence range. 

 



 

 

6.6 Describe any procedures that allow individuals to access their information and correct 
inaccurate or erroneous information. 

 

7.0 LEGAL OBLIGATIONS, RISKS AND COMPLIANCE 

7.1 What specific legal authorities and/or agreements permit and define the collection of 
information by the project/technology? 

 

7.2 Describe what privacy training is provided to users either generally or specifically relevant 
to the project/technology. 

 
7.3 Given the specific data elements collected, describe the privacy risks identified and for each 
risk, explain how it was mitigated. Specific risks may be inherent in the sources or methods of 
collection, or the quality or quantity of information included. 

 

7.4 Is there any aspect of the project/technology that might cause concern by giving the 
appearance to the public of privacy intrusion or misuse of personal information?  

 

Because individually identifiable information is not stored no such procedures exist. 

{5h¢Ωǎ ƭƛŎŜƴǎŜ ǇƭŀǘŜǎ ǊŜŀŘŜǊǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ǳǎŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǘƻ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ǘƛƳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇrove traffic 
signaling. It is separate and distinct from Seattle Police LPR. For informational purposes, the Seattle 
Police Department (SPD) Manual Section 16.170 describes their use of automatic license plate 
readers (ALPR) by Department employees. 

SDOT LPR cameras are not under this policy and no SPD employee has access to any of the devices. 
The license plate information SDOT accesses will never be used as part of any criminal investigation. 
These systems are built strictly for the purpose of determining travel times in Seattle, and no 
information about the plates that is captured to create the travel time data is stored. 

It is the understanding of SDOT that no user can access personally identifiable information from the 
WSDOT managed travel time system. SDOT users are trained on how to create new travel time 
routes.  Applications of travel time information in the Department include: signal timing & 
coordination, traffic network optimization, street parking congestion analysis, congestion mapping, 
route planning, work zone congestion enforcement, variable message signs, incident detection, 
emergency responder routing and route utilization. 

There are no identified privacy risks with this system as SDOT never stores any data related to the 
actual license plate numbers being captured to create travel times. WSDOT also immediately deletes 
ŀƴȅ ƭƛŎŜƴǎŜ ǇƭŀǘŜ Řŀǘŀ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǾŜǊƛŦȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ǘƛƳŜ άǘǊƛǇέ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘǿƻ ƻǊ 
more stations. No license plate information is shared with any law enforcement agency or other 
entity during the travel time generation process. 

License plate reader (LPR) systems consist of high-speed cameras combined with sophisticated 
computer algorithms capable of converting the images of license plates into computer-readable 
data. The system automates the collection of license plate numbers. A license plate number does not 
identify a specific person; rather it identifies a vehicle. However, the license plate number may be 
linked or associated with an identifiable person through a linkage with other information about the 
individual. As a result, while license plate numbers do not constitute personal information, their 
common affiliations and linkages with individuals constitutes a perceived risk to privacy. 



 

 

8.0 MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT 

8.1 Describe how the project/technology maintains a record of any disclosures outside of the 
department. 

 

8.2 What auditing measures are in place to safeguard the information, and policies that pertain 
to them, as well as who has access to the audit data? Explain whether the project/technology 
conducts self-audits, third party audits or reviews. 

 

  

All public information requests are funneled to the appropriate staff member and tracked by SDOT 
administrative staff. However, because individual license plates and associated information is 
deleted immediately after processing, there is no record available for public disclosure purposes. 
According to WSDOT, ά¢ƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŀ ǘƛƳŜ ǎǘŀƳǇǎ ŀǊŜ ǎŜƴǘ ǘƻ ²{5h¢ ƛƴ ǊŜŀƭ ǘƛƳŜ ƻǾŜǊ ŀ 
secure network.  WSDOT computer systems match the number plates and return the average travel 
time difference between plate readings.  WSDOT does not archive the plate data.  After the matching 
ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŘŜƭŜǘŜŘ ŀǳǘƻƳŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŦǊƻƳ ²{5h¢Ωǎ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΦέ 

The information captured by License Plate Reader cameras including the license plate number, and 
the date, time, and location of every scan is never collected, provided to other entities directly, or 
pooled into regional sharing systems. 



 

 

FINANCIAL INFORMATION 

PURPOSE 

This section provides a description of the fiscal impact of the surveillance technology, as required by the 
Surveillance Ordinance. 

1.0 FISCAL IMPACT 

Provide a description of the fiscal impact of the project/technology by answering the questions below.  

1.1 Current or potential sources of funding: initial acquisition costs 
Current Ἠ Potential ἦ 

Date of Initial 
Acquisition 

Date of Go 
Live 

Direct Initial 
Acquisition 
Cost 

Professional 
Services for 
Acquisition 

Other 
Acquisition 
Costs 

Initial 
Acquisition 
Funding 
Source 

2011 2012 $152,000 N/A N/A Federal Grant 

Notes:

 

1.2 Current or potential sources of funding: on-going operating costs, including maintenance, 
licensing, personnel, legal/compliance use auditing, data retention and security costs. 
Current ἦ Potential ἦ 

Annual 
Maintenance and 
Licensing  

Legal/compliance, 
audit, data 
retention and 
other security 
costs 

Department 
Overhead 

IT Overhead Annual Funding 
Source 

N/A     

Notes:

 

  

None. 

None. 



 

 

1.3 Cost savings potential through use of the technology 

 

1.4 Current or potential sources of funding including subsidies or free products offered by 
vendors or governmental entities 

 

 

  

!ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ YƛƴƎ р bŜǿǎΣ άSeattle drivers spent an average of 55 peak hours in 2017 stuck in 
congestion, finishing ninth in the United StatesΧ Seattle drivers paid $1,853 each in 2017 for that 
privilege of being stuck in the city's traffic congestionΦέ DŀǘƘŜǊƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ǘƛƳŜ 
information allows SDOT to improve traffic conditions for all Seattle travelers, which provides a 
quantifiable cost impact for those who experience delay. 

If SDOT wanted to emulate the data collection provided by License Plate Reader cameras using 
ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƳŜŀƴǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ŜƳǇƭƻȅ ŀ ǘŜŀƳ ƻŦ ǇŜǊǎƻƴƴŜƭ ǘƻ ŘǊƛǾŜ {ŜŀǘǘƭŜΩǎ 
corridors 24x7x365 and report back on their travel time experiences. That data would then have to 
be entered into a database and managed by additional IT staff. 

tƛǘǘƳŀƴΣ ¢ǊŀǾƛǎΦ ά{ŜŀǘǘƭŜΣ ¢ŀŎƻƳŀ ŀƳƻƴƎ ǿƻǊǎǘ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ ŎƻƴƎŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ¦Φ{ΦΣ LbwL· ǊŜǇƻǊǘǎΦέ YLbDΣ с CŜōΦ 
2018, www.king5.com/article/news/local/seattle-tacoma-among-worst-traffic-congestion-in-us-
inrix-reports/281-515147593. 

N/A 



 

 

EXPERTISE AND REFERENCES  

PURPOSE 

The following information is provided to ensure that Council has a group of experts to reference while 
ǊŜǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ {ǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŀƴŎŜ LƳǇŀŎǘ wŜǇƻǊǘ όά{LwέύΦ !ƴȅ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭǎ ƻǊ ŀƎŜƴŎƛŜǎ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜŘ Ƴǳǎǘ 
be made aware ahead of publication that their information has been included. All materials must be 
available for Council to access or review, without requiring additional purchase or contract. 

1.0 OTHER GOVERNMENT REFERENCES 

Please list any other government bodies that have implemented this technology and can speak to the 
implementation of this technology. 

Agency, Municipality, etc. Primary Contact Description of Current Use 

 

  

 

2.0 ACADEMICS, CONSULTANTS, AND OTHER EXPERTS 

Please list any experts in the technology under consideration, or in the technical completion of the service 
or function the technology is responsible for.   

Agency, Municipality, etc. Primary Contact Description of Current Use 

 

 

 

None. 

University of Washington Mark Hallenbeck, Director of 
the Washington State 
Transportation Center 
(TRAC) 

206-543-6261 

tracmark@uw.edu 

 

aǳŎƘ ƻŦ aŀǊƪΩǎ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ 
involves the collection, use, 
summarization, and 
reporting of data that 
describe transportation 
system use and 
performance, and then 
using that information to 
work with the public and 
decision makers as they 
make major transportation 
and land use investment 
decisions. 

 

mailto:tracmark@uw.edu


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

University of Washington 

 

Yinhai Wang, Professor and 
Director of PacTrans and 
STAR Lab 

206-616-2696 

yinhai@uw.edu 

 

Dr. Yinhai Wang is a 
professor in transportation 
engineering and the 
founding director of the 
Smart Transportation 
Applications and Research 
Laboratory (STAR Lab) at 
the University of 
Washington (UW). He also 
serves as director for 
Pacific Northwest 
Transportation Consortium 
(PacTrans), USDOT 
University Transportation 
Center for Federal Region 
10 and visiting chair for the 
Traffic Information and 
Control Department at 
Harbin Institute of 
Technology. 

mailto:yinhai@uw.edu


 

 

3.0 WHITE PAPERS OR OTHER DOCUMENTS 

Please list any authoritative publication, report or guide that is relevant to the use of this technology or 
this type of technology.  

Title Publication Link 

 

Performing Organization Name and 
Address: 

Westat 
1600 Research Blvd. 
Rockville, MD 20852 
 
Sponsoring Agency Name and Address: 
 

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal 
Highway Administration 1200 New Jersey 
Ave. S.E. Washington, D.C. 20590 

 

 

Performing Organization Name and 
Address: 

Texas Transportation Institute 
The Texas A&M University System 
College Station, Texas 77843-3135 
 
Sponsoring Agency Name and Address: 
 
Federal Highway Administration  
Office of Highway Information 
Management, HPM-30  
400 Seventh Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20590 

Travel Time Data 

Collection Handbook.pdf
 

 

 

  

Travel Time on Arterials and 
Rural Highways: State-of-
the-Practice Synthesis on 
Arterial Data Collection 
Technology 

fhwahop13028.pdf

 

Travel Time Data Collection 
Handbook  



 

 

RACIAL EQUITY TOOLKIT AND ENGAGEMENT FOR PUBLIC 
COMMENT WORKSHEET 

PURPOSE 

Departments submitting a SIR are required to complete an adapted version of the Racial Equity Toolkit 
όάw9¢έύΦ   

1. To provide a framework for the mindful completion of the Surveillance Impact Reports in a way 
that is sensitive to the historic exclusion of vulnerable and historically underrepresented 
communities. Particularly, to inform the public engagement efforts Departments will complete as 
part of the Surveillance Impact Report. 

2. To highlight and mitigate any impacts on racial equity from the adoption and the use of the 
technology. 

3. To highlight and mitigate any disparate impacts on individuals or vulnerable communities.   
4. To fulfill the public engagement requirements of the Surveillance Impact Report. 

ADAPTION OF THE RET FOR SURVEILLANCE IMPACT REPORTS 

The RET was adapted for the specific use by the Seattle Information ¢ŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘǎΩ όά{ŜŀǘǘƭŜ 
L¢έύ tǊƛǾŀŎȅ ¢ŜŀƳΣ ǘƘŜ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ /ƛǾƛƭ wƛƎƘǘǎ όάh/wέύΣ ŀƴŘ /ƘŀƴƎŜ ¢ŜŀƳ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ŦǊom Seattle IT, Seattle 
City Light, Seattle Fire Department, Seattle Police Department, and Seattle Department of Transportation. 

RACIAL EQUITY TOOLKIT OVERVIEW 

RACIAL EQUITY TOOLKIT: TO ASSESS POLICIES, INITIATIVES, PROGRAMS, AND BUDGET ISSUES 
The vision of the Seattle Race and Social Justice Initiative is to eliminate racial inequity in the 
community. To do this requires ending individual racism, institutional racism and structural racism. The 
Racial Equity Toolkit lays out a process and a set of questions to guide the development, implementation 
and evaluation of policies, initiatives, programs, and budget issues to address the impacts on racial equity.  

WHEN DO I USE THIS TOOLKIT? 

Early. Apply the toolkit early for alignment with departmental racial equity goals and desired outcomes.  

HOW DO I USE THIS TOOLKIT? 

With inclusion. The analysis should be completed by people with different racial perspectives.  

Step by step. The Racial Equity Analysis is made up of six steps from beginning to completion:  

Please refer to the following resources available on the hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ /ƛǾƛƭ wƛƎƘǘǎΩ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ here: Creating 
effective community outcomes; Identifying stakeholders & listening to communities of color; Data 
resources 

https://www.seattle.gov/rsji


 

 

1.0 SET OUTCOMES 

1.1 Seattle City Council has defined the following inclusion criteria in the surveillance 
ordinance, and they serve as important touchstones for the risks departments are being asked 
to resolve and/or mitigate. Which of the following inclusion criteria apply to this technology? 
ἦ The technology disparately impacts disadvantaged groups.  

ἦ There is a high likelihood that personally identifiable information will be shared with non-City entities 
that will use the data for a purpose other than providing the City with a contractually agreed-upon service.  

Ἠ The technology collects data that is personally identifiable even if obscured, de-identified, or 
anonymized after collection.  

ἦ The technology raises reasonable concerns about impacts to civil liberty, freedom of speech or 
association, racial equity, or social justice. 

1.2 What are the potential impacts on civil liberties through the implementation of this 
technology? 

 

1.3 What does your department define as the most important racially equitable community 
outcomes related to the implementation of this technology?  

 

1.4 What racial equity opportunity area(s) will be affected by the application of the 
technology? 
Ἠ Education 

Ἠ Community Development 

Ἠ Health  

Ἠ Environment 

ἦ Criminal Justice 

Ἠ Jobs 

Ἠ Housing 

ἦ Other 
 
  

A license plate number does not identify a specific person; rather it identifies a vehicle. However, the 
license plate number may be linked or associated with an identifiable person through a linkage with 
other information about the individual. As a result, while license plate numbers do not constitute 
personal information, their common affiliations and linkages with individuals constitutes a perceived 
risk to privacy.  

 

That all areas of Seattle are equally served by the data produced by LPR cameras. This includes: 
1. Better traffic progression for travelers throughout Seattle 

2. Positive environmental impact by decreasing emissions 

3. Real time opportunities to make more informed trip decisions by accessing travel times from 

our roadside signs and the Traveler Information Web Map 



 

 

1.5 Are there impacts on: 
ἦ Contracting Equity 

Ἠ Workforce Equity 

ἦ Other, please describe below: 

Ἠ Immigrant and Refugee Access to Services 

ἦ Inclusive Outreach and Public Engagement 
 

2.0 INVOLVE STAKEHOLDERS, ANALYZE DATA 

2.1 Departmental conclusions about potential neighborhood impacts of the technology. Are the 
impacts on geographic areas? 
 Ἠ Yes ἦ No  

Check all neighborhoods that apply (see map of neighborhood boundaries in Appendix A: Glossary, under 
ά{ŜŀǘǘƭŜ bŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘǎέ):  

ἦ All Seattle neighborhoods 

Ἠ Ballard 

Ἠ North 

Ἠ Northeast 

ἦ Central 

ἦ Lake Union 

Ἠ Southwest 

Ἠ Southeast 

Ἠ Delridge 

Ἠ Greater Duwamish 

ἦ East District 

ἦ King County (outside Seattle) 
 

ἦ Outside King County. Please describe: 

 

2.2 What are the racial demographics of those living in the area or impacted by the issue?  
(see Stakeholder and Data Resources here.) 

 

N/A 

CǊƻƳ {ŜŀǘǘƭŜΩǎ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ϧ /ƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ Race & Ethnicity Quick Statistics:

 

https://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/RSJI/Racial%20Equity%20Toolkit_FINAL_August2012_with%20new%20cncl%20districts(0).pdf
http://www.seattle.gov/opcd/population-and-demographics/about-seattle#raceethnicity
http://www.seattle.gov/opcd/population-and-demographics/about-seattle#raceethnicity


 

 

STOP: Department should complete RET questions 2.3 ς 6 and 
Appendices B-I AFTER completing their public comment and 

engagement requirements. 

2.3 Have you completed the following steps to engage the public?  
If you have not completed these steps, pause here until public outreach and engagement has been 
completed. (See h/wΩǎ RET worksheet here for more information about engaging the public at this point in 
the process to ensure their concerns and expertise are part of analysis.) 

Ἠ Create a public outreach plan. Residents, community leaders, and the public were informed of the 
public meeting and feedback options via: 

 Ἠ Email 

  δMailings 

  δFliers 

 Ἠ Phone calls 

 Ἠ Social media 

ἦ Other 
 

Ἠ The following community leaders were identified and invited to the public meeting(s): 

 Ἠ American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) 

Ἠ CARE 

Ἠ Northwest Immigrant Rights 

Ἠ OneAmerica 

Ἠ JACL 

  δFor Seattle Police Department only, Community Police Commissions  

Ἠ Other: 

 
 

Ἠ Engagement for Public Comment #1 

 Date of meeting:  

 Location of meeting:  
 Summary of discussion: 

 
 

Ἠ Engagement for Public Comment #2 

Date of meeting:  

 Location of meeting:  
 Summary of discussion: 

 

[Please describe] 

10/25/18 

American Legion Hall, West Seatle 

See Appendix B for an overview of comments received, and demographics on attendees. See 
Appendix E for the transcript of all comments received for this technology. 

 

11/5/18 

Greenlake Branch Library 

See Appendix B for an overview of comments received, and demographics on attendees. See 
Appendix E for the transcript of all comments received for this technology. 

 

https://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/RSJI/Racial%20Equity%20Toolkit_FINAL_August2012_with%20new%20cncl%20districts(0).pdf


 

 

 

Ἠ Engagement for Public Comment #3 (if applicable) 

 Date of meeting:  

 Location of meeting:  
 Summary of discussion: 

 
Ἠ Collect public feedback via mail and email 

 Number of feedback submissions received:  

 Summary of feedback:  

 Open comment period:  
  

 δ Community Technology Advisory Board (CTAB) Presentation 

 Date of presentation:  
 Summary of comments: 

  
 

  

Focus Groups: 11/8 & 11/20 

Byrd Barr Place; CID 

See Appendix B for an overview of comments received, and demographics on attendees. See 
Appendix E for the transcript of all comments received for this technology. 

 

2 

See Appendix B for an overview of comments received, and 
demographics on attendees. See Appendix E for the transcript 
of all comments received for this technology. 

 10/8 ς 11/5 

N/A 

N/A 



 

 

2.4 What does data and conversations with stakeholders tell you about existing racial 
ƛƴŜǉǳƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ƭƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ƛƴǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƘŜƴ 
applying/implementing/using the technology?  
({ŜŜ h/wΩǎ w9¢ ǿƻǊƪǎƘŜŜǘ here for more information; King County Opportunity Maps are a good resource 
for information based on geography, race, and income.) 

 

2.5 What are the root causes or factors creating these racial inequities?  
Mitigation strategies will be addressed in 4.1 and 5.3. Examples: bias in process; lack of access or barriers; 
lack of racially inclusive engagement. 

 

3.0 DETERMINE BENEFIT AND/OR BURDEN 

Provide a description of any potential disparate impact of surveillance on civil rights and liberties on 
communities of color and other marginalized communities. Given what you have learned from data and 
ŦǊƻƳ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘΧ 

3.1 How will the technology, or use of the technology increase or decrease racial equity?  
What are potential unintended consequences? What benefits may result? Are the impacts aligned with 
ȅƻǳǊ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜǎ that were defined in 1.0? 

 

  

In terms of technology installation, SDOT installs LPR and Traffic Cameras based on street 
transportation volumes and related technical criteria (e.g., based on gaps in travel time coverage 
along corridors specified in the SDOT ITS Strategic Plan). As this technology has been in place for a 
number of years, SDOT attended the DON-led focus groups, but community members in attendance 
did not raise traffic management technology as an issue for them. To the extent that LPR and Traffic 
Cameras provide people of color with additional traffic incident and congestion information, they 
benefit with this added data for improved transportation decisions. That said, outside of information 
on our dynamic message signs (fed by LPR data), much of the travelers information is internet or 
mobile based, so people without mobile phone or internet access may not be able to access SDOT 
Travelers Information data.  

{5h¢ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎŀǾŜ Řŀǘŀ ƻǊ ǾƛŘŜƻ ǎƻ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŀƎŜƴŎȅ ŜƴŦƻǊŎŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ 
seen as focusing on communities of color.   

¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ƘŜǊŜ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ƻƴ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭŜ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ƻǊ LƴǘŜǊƴŜǘ ŀǎ ŀ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ 
SDOT transportation data. Based on research of others, possible reasons for not having a 
smartphone or credit card access are the financial barriers and people's lack of comfort with mobile 
ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ǎŀƛŘΣ {5h¢Ωǎ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ ŎŀƳŜǊŀǎ ŀƴŘ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ǾƻƭǳƳŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ [tw ŎŀƳŜǊŀǎ ŀǊŜ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ 
data on large-scale traffic signs on key corridors for all to see, as well as these data are regularly used 
by news media for traffic reports.  

To the extent that LPR and Traffic Cameras provide people of color with additional traffic incident 
and congestion information, they benefit with this added data for improved transportation decisions. 
To the extent that minority-owned businesses are in the downtown or other areas with TOC 
technology, they and their customers may benefit from this improved traveler information.  

https://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/RSJI/Racial%20Equity%20Toolkit_FINAL_August2012_with%20new%20cncl%20districts(0).pdf
https://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/SDOT/TechnologyProgram/ITSStrategicPlan20102020.pdf


 

 

3.2 What benefits to the impacted community/demographic may result?  

 

3.3 What are potential unintended consequences (both negative and positive potential 
impact)?  

 

3.4 Are the impacts aƭƛƎƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ȅƻǳǊ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ 
Step 1.0? 

 

4.0 ADVANCE OPPORTUNITY OR MINIMIZE HARM 

Provide a mitigation plan for the impacts described in step 3. 

4.1 How will you address the impacts (including unintended consequences) on racial equity?  
What strategies address immediate impacts? What strategies address root causes of inequity listed in 2.5? 
How will you partner with stakeholders for long-term positive change? If impacts are not aligned with 
desired community outcomes for surveillance technology (see 1a), how will you re-align your work? 

Program Strategies: 

 

Policy Strategies: 

 

Partnership Strategies: 

 

5.0 EVALUATE, RAISE RACIAL AWARENESS, BE ACCOUNTABLE 

The following information must be provided to the CTO, via the Privacy Office, on an annual basis for the 
purposes of an annual report to the City Council on the equitable use of surveillance technology. For 

Improved traffic flow, particularly in the Center City, as well as personal benefits people may 
experience including getting to their destination with less hassle, stress and on time.  

To the extent that people are not able to access SDOT Travelers Information or are not aware of the 
SDOT information, they may find more difficulties with their commutes or they may avoid the 
downtown area if they are worried about the cameras. To the extent that the TC and LPR data lead 
to transportation infrastructure and investment in certain areas or for certain modes (autos) have 
the sense of perpetuating inequities or privilege for white communities.  

Yes. 

SDOT will continue to improve our Transportation Operations Center performance and build out 
public awareness about traveler information.  

SDOT will continue to enforce personnel policies for the Transportation Operations Center to ensure 
that privacy principles are maintained.  

SDOT will work with our partners (WSDOT, Seattle Police, Fire and emergency services) as well as 
media and others that access our LPR and Traffic Cameras to make sure that privacy principles are 
maintained.  



 

 

Seattle Police Department, the equity impact assessments may be prepared by the Inspector General for 
Public Safety.  

The following information does not need to be completed in the SIR submitted to Council, unless this is a 
retroactive review. 

5.1 Which neighborhoods were impacted/targeted by the technology over the past year and 
how many people in each neighborhood were impacted? 
Ἠ All Seattle neighborhoods 

ἦ  Ballard 

ἦ North 

ἦ NE 

ἦ Central 

ἦ Lake Union 

ἦ Southwest 

ἦ Southeast 

ἦ Greater Duwamish 

ἦ East District 

ἦ King County (outside Seattle) 

ἦ Outside King County. Please describe: 

 

5.2 Demographic information of people impacted/targeted by the technology over the past 
year. 
Tƻ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅΣ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŘŜƳƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴǎ ǎǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ 
technology. If any of the neighborhoods above were included, compare the surveilled demographics to 
the neighborhood averages and City averages.  

 

  

N/A 

The technology is deployed across the City measuring and providing travel times along most major 
travel corridors (determined by traffic volumes). Please see Section 2.2 regarding specific 
demographic information. 



 

 

5.3 Which of the mitigation strategies that you identified in Step 4 were implemented in the 
past year?  
Specifically, what adjustments to laws and policies should be made to remedy any disproportionate 
impacts so as to achieve a more equitable outcome in the future. 

Type of Strategy 
(program, policy, 
partnership) 

Description of Strategy Percent complete of 
implementation 

Describe successes and 
challenges with 
strategy 
implementation 

Program Continue to improve 
performance and 
public awareness about 
traveler information 

Approximately 11% of 
the Prioritized ITS 
Projects have been 
funded 

We perpetually look for 
opportunities to 
leverage technology to 
better move all people 
(regardless of mode) 
around the City 

Policy Ensure that privacy 
principles are 
maintained by SDOT 
staff 

100% We make mindful 
hiring decisions and 
conduct background 
checks as required, 
provide structured 
training that includes 
our privacy principles 
and provide staff 
supervision to ensure 
those principles are 
adhered to. 

Partnership Ensure privacy 
principles are 
maintained by strategic 
partners 

100% Make partners aware 
of the /ƛǘȅΩǎ ǇǊƛǾŀŎȅ 
principles and create 
agreements regarding 
their adherence 

 

5.4 How have you involved stakeholders since the implementation/application of the 
technology began? 
Ἠ Public Meeting(s) 

ἦ CTAB Presentation 

Ἠ Postings to Privacy webpage seattle.gov/privacy 

Ἠ Other external communications 

 δ Stakeholders have not been involved since the implementation/application 

5.5 What is unresolved?  
What resources/partnerships do you still need to make changes? 

 N/A 



 

 

6.0 REPORT BACK 

wŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ǘƻ {ǘŜǇ р ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŎƻƳǇƛƭŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀƴŀƭȅȊŜŘ ŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /¢hΩǎ !ƴƴǳŀƭ wŜǇƻǊǘ ƻƴ 9ǉǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ¦ǎŜ ƻŦ 
Surveillance Technology. 

Departments will be responsible for sharing their own evaluations with department leadership, Change 
Team Leads, and community leaders identified in the public outreach plan (Step 2c). 

  



 

 

PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSESSMENT 

PURPOSE 

This section shall be completed after public engagement has concluded and the department has 
completed the Racial Equity Toolkit section above. The Privacy and Civil Liberties Assessment is completed 
ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ {ǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŀƴŎŜ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇ όά²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇέύΣ ǇŜǊ ǘƘŜ {ǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŀƴŎŜ hǊŘƛƴŀƴŎŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ 
states that the Working Group shall: 

ά[p]rovide to the Executive and the City Council a privacy and civil liberties impact assessment for 
each SIR that must be included with any departmental request for surveillance technology 
acquisition or in-use approval. The impact assessment shall include a description of the potential 
impact of the surveillance technology on civil rights and liberties and potential disparate impacts on 
communities of color and other marginalized communities. The CTO shall share with the Working 
Group a copy of the SIR that shall also be posted during the period of public engagement. At the 
conclusion of the public engagement period, the CTO shall share the final proposed SIR with the 
Working Group at least six weeks prior to submittal of the SIR to Council for approval. The Working 
Group shall provide its impact assessment in writing to the Executive and the City Council for 
inclusion in the SIR within six weeks of receiving the final proposed SIR. If the Working Group does 
not provide the impact assessment before such time, the Working Group must ask for a two-week 
extension of time to City Council in writing.   If the Working Group fails to submit an impact 
statement within eight weeks of receiving the SIR, the department and City Council may proceed 
with ordinance approval wƛǘƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘΦέ 

 

WORKING GROUP PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSESSMENT 

 
  

¢ƘŜ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇΩǎ tǊƛǾŀŎȅ ŀƴŘ /ƛǾƛƭ [ƛōŜǊǘƛŜǎ LƳǇŀŎǘ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ƛǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ 
the Ordinance submission package, on top of this SIR. 

¢ƘŜ {ǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŀƴŎŜ !ŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇΩǎ tǊƛǾŀŎȅ ŀƴŘ /ƛǾƛƭ [ƛōŜǊǘƛŜǎ LƳǇŀŎǘ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ όt/[L!ύ ŦƻǊ 
{ŜŀǘǘƭŜ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ό{5h¢ύ [ƛŎŜƴǎŜ tƭŀǘŜ wŜŀŘŜǊǎ ό[twύ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅ ƛǎ ōŜƭƻǿΦ 

tƭŜŀǎŜ ƴƻǘŜΣ ǘƘŜ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇΩǎ t/[L! ŦƻǊ {5h¢Ωǎ [tw ǿŀǎ Ǉŀrt of larger report which included 
reviews of additional retroactive surveillance technologies not applicable to this Council submission. 
!ǎ ǎǳŎƘΣ ǘƘŜ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǘŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎƛŜǎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜƳƻǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 
this report, and will be made available in the appropriate SIRs, to be submitted to Council at a later 
date. 



 

 

From: Seattle Community Surveillance Working Group (CSWG) 
To: Seattle City Council 
Date: April 23, 2019 
Re Privacy and Civil Liberties Impact Assessment for Automated License Plate Recognition, 

Parking Enforcement Systems, and License Plate Readers 
Executive Summary 

On March 28th, 2019, CSWG received the Surveillance Impact Reports, or SIRs, for the three Automated 
License Plate Reader (ALPR) surveillance technologies included in Group 1 of the Seattle Surveillance 
Ordinance technology review process (Automated License Plate Recognition, Parking Enforcement 
{ȅǎǘŜƳǎΣ ŀƴŘ [ƛŎŜƴǎŜ tƭŀǘŜ wŜŀŘŜǊǎύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ /{²DΩǎ tǊƛǾŀŎȅ ŀƴŘ /ƛǾƛƭ [ƛōŜǊǘƛŜǎ LƳǇŀŎǘ 
Assessment for those technologies as set forth in SMC 14.18.080(B)(1), which we provide for inclusion in 
the final SIRs submitted to the City Councils. 

This document first details the civil liberties concerns regarding ALPR surveillance technologies in 
general, and then provides specific concerns and recommendations for each of the three specific ALPR 
technologies under review. 

Our assessment of the ALPR surveillance technologies focuses on three key issues: 

1. The use of these systems and the data collected by them for purposes other than those 
intended. 

2. Over-collection and over-retention of data. 
3. Sharing of that data with third parties (such as federal law enforcement agencies). 
 
For all three of these systems, the Council should adopt, via ordinance, clear and enforceable rules 
that ensure, at a minimum, the following: 

1. The purposes of ALPR use must be clearly defined, and operation and data collected must 
be explicitly restricted to those purposes only. 

2. Dragnet, suspicionless use of ALPR must be outlawed. 
3. Data collected should be limited to license plate images, and no images of vehicles or 

occupants should be collected. 
4. Data retention should be limited to the time needed to effectuate the purpose defined. 
5. Data sharing with third parties must be limited to those held to the same restrictions as 

agency deploying the system. 
 

  



 

 

Background: Civil Liberties Concerns with ALPR Systems 

Automated License Plate Reader (ALPR) systems are powerful surveillance technologies that can 
significantly chill constitutionally protected activities by allowing the government to create a detailed 
picture of the movementsτand therefore the livesτof a massive number of individuals. At the first 
public meeting seeking comment on the SPD Patrol ALPRs held on October 22, 2018, SPD stated that the 
ALPR system collects 37,000 license plates in a 24-hour periodτwhich equates to over 13.5 million scans 
over a full year. These drivers are not specifically suspected of any crime, which calls into question the 
scale and purpose of such data collection. 

ALPR use creates a massive database of license plate information that allows agencies to 
comprehensively track and plot the movements of individual cars over time, even when the driver has 

not broken any law.1 Such a database enables agencies, including law enforcement, to undertake 
widespread, systematic surveillance on a level that was never possible before. These surveillance 
concerns are exacerbated by long data retention periods because aggregate data becomes increasingly 
invasive and revealing when it is stored for long periods of time (as acknowledged by the U.S. Supreme 

Court in the Carpenter decision2).  However, existing law in Seattle places no specific limits on the use of 
ALPR technology or data, meaning an agency can choose whether and how they want to retain data and 
track vehicle movements. 

Currently, the use of ALPR technology in Seattle chills constitutionally protected activities because they 
can be used to target drivers who visit sensitive places such as centers of religious worship, protests, 
union halls, immigration clinics, or health centers. Whole communities can be targeted based on their 
religious, ethnic, or associational makeup, which is exactly what has happened in the United States and 
abroad. In New York City, police officers drove unmarked vehicles equipped with license plate readers 

near local mosques as part of a massive program of suspicionless surveillance of the Muslim community.3 

In the U.K., law enforcement agents installed over 200 cameras and license plate readers to target a 

predominantly Muslim community suburbs of Birmingham.4 ALPR data obtained from the Oakland Police 
Department showed that police disproportionately deployed 

ALPR-mounted vehicles in low-income communities and communities of color.5 And the federal 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) agency has sought access to ALPR data in order to target 

immigrants for deportation.6 

The foregoing concerns suggest the Council should ensure strong protections in ordinance against the 
misuse of this technology, regardless of which agency is deploying it and for what purpose. 



 

 

 

Specific Comments and Recommendations 

License Plate Readers (LPR) (SDOT) 

In contrast to the SPD SIRs, the License Plate Readers (SDOT) SIR clearly defines and states meaningful 
restrictions on the purposes for which LPRs data may be collected, accessed, and used; it states that no 
license plate data is retained by SDOT or WSDOT; and it states that the license plate information SDOT 
accesses will never be used as a part of any criminal investigation. 

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛǘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ǳƴŎƭŜŀǊ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ {5h¢Ωǎ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ƴƻ-retention practice is reflected in written policy. 
CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ {5h¢Ωǎ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ [twǎ ǇƻǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ ƻŦ Řŀǘŀ ǎƘŀǊƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǎǘŀǘŜ Ŝƴǘƛǘȅ ό²{5h¢ύΦ Lǘ ƛǎ 
unclear whether an explicit agreement exists between SDOT and WSDOT ensuring that WSDOT uses the 
data only for the purpose of calculating travel times, and deletes the data immediately after such use. 

In addition to the minimum standards stated in the Executive Summary, the Council should in its 
approval of this technology ensure that: 

1. The LPR data collected by SDOT is used only for the purpose of calculating travel times, 
and explicitly never for criminal or law enforcement purposes. 

2. No LPR data is retained. 
3. No third party other than SDOT and WSDOT can access the LPR data at any time. 
4. A written agreement holds WSDOT to the above restrictions. 

 

1 https://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2013/05/alpr 

2                https://www.scotusblog.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/16-402-tsac-Scholars-of-Criminal-Procedure-and-Privacy.pdf 

3 https://www.ap.org/ap-in-the-news/2012/with-cameras-informants-nypd-eyed-mosques 

4 https://www.theguardian.com/uk/2010/jun/04/surveillance-cameras-birmingham-muslims 

5 https://www.eff.org/pages/automated-license-plate-readers-alpr 

6 https://www.aclu.org/blog/immigrants-rights/ice-and-border-patrol-abuses/documents-reveal-ice-using-driver-location-data

https://www.eff.org/deeplinks/2013/05/alpr
https://www.scotusblog.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/16-402-tsac-Scholars-of-Criminal-Procedure-and-Privacy.pdf
https://www.ap.org/ap-in-the-news/2012/with-cameras-informants-nypd-eyed-mosques
https://www.theguardian.com/uk/2010/jun/04/surveillance-cameras-birmingham-muslims
https://www.eff.org/pages/automated-license-plate-readers-alpr
https://www.aclu.org/blog/immigrants-rights/ice-and-border-patrol-abuses/documents-reveal-ice-using-driver-location-data


 

 

APPENDIX A: GLOSSARY 

Accountable: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) Responsive to the needs and concerns of those 
most impacted by the issues you are working on, particularly to communities of color and those 
historically underrepresented in the civic process. 

Community Outcomes: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) The specific result you are seeking to 
achieve that advances racial equity. 

Contracting Equity: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) Efforts to achieve equitable racial outcomes 
in the way the City spends resources, including goods and services, consultants and contracting. 

DON: ά5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ bŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘǎ.έ  

Immigrant and Refugee Access to Services: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) Government services 
and resources are easily available and understandable to all Seattle residents, including non-native 
9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ ǎǇŜŀƪŜǊǎΦ Cǳƭƭ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƳƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦǳƎŜŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŜȄƛǎǘǎ ƛƴ {ŜŀǘǘƭŜΩǎ 
civic, economic and cultural life. 

Inclusive Outreach and Public Engagement: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) Processes inclusive 
of people of diverse races, cultures, gender identities, sexual orientations and socio-economic status. 
Access to information, resources and civic processes so community members can effectively engage in 
the design and delivery of public services. 

Individual Racism: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) Pre-judgment, bias, stereotypes about an 
individual or group based on race. The impacts of racism on individuals including white people 
internalizing privilege, and people of color internalizing oppression. 

Institutional Racism: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) Organizational programs, policies or 
procedures that work to the benefit of white people and to the detriment of people of color, usually 
unintentionally or inadvertently. 

OCRΥ άhŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ !Ǌǘǎ ŀƴŘ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ.έ 

Opportunity Areas: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) One of seven issue areas the City of Seattle is 
working on in partnership with the community to eliminate racial disparities and create racial equity. 
They include: Education, Health, Community Development, Criminal Justice, Jobs, Housing, and the 
Environment. 

Racial Equity: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) When social, economic and political opportunities 
are ƴƻǘ ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘŜŘ ōŀǎŜŘ ǳǇƻƴ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ ǊŀŎŜΦ 



 

 

Racial Inequity: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) 
²ƘŜƴ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ ǊŀŎŜ Ŏŀƴ ǇǊŜŘƛŎǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎƻŎƛŀƭΣ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ, and 
political opportunities and outcomes. 

RETΥ άwŀŎƛŀƭ 9ǉǳƛǘȅ ¢ƻƻƭƪƛǘέ 

Seattle Neighborhoods: (Taken from the Racial Equity 
Toolkit Neighborhood.) Boundaries defined for the purpose 
of understanding geographic areas in Seattle. 

Stakeholders: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) Those 
impacted by proposed policy, program, or budget issue who 
have potential concerns or issue expertise. Examples might 
include: specific racial/ethnic groups, other institutions like 
Seattle Housing Authority, schools, community-based 
organizations, Change Teams, City employees, unions, etc. 

Structural Racism: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) 
The interplay of policies, practices and programs of multiple 
institutions which leads to adverse outcomes and conditions 
for communities of color compared to white communities 
that occurs within the context of racialized historical and 
cultural conditions. 

Surveillance Ordinance: Seattle City Council passed 
Ordinance 125376, alsƻ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ά{ǳǊǾŜƛƭƭŀƴŎŜ 
Ordinance.έ 

SIR: άSurveillance Impact Reportέ, a document which captures the fulfillment of the Council-defined 
Surveillance technology review process, as required by Ordinance 125376.  

Workforce Equity: (Taken from the Racial Equity Toolkit.) Ensure the City's workforce diversity reflects 
the diversity of Seattle. 

 

  

http://seattle.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=2981172&GUID=0B2FEFC0-822F-4907-9409-E318537E5330&Options=Advanced&Search=
http://seattle.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=2981172&GUID=0B2FEFC0-822F-4907-9409-E318537E5330&Options=Advanced&Search=


 

 

APPENDIX B: PUBLIC COMMENT DEMOGRAPHICS AND 
ANALYSIS 

OVERVIEW OF PUBLIC COMMENT ANALYSIS 

Analysis of public comments was completed using a combination of thematic analysis and qualitative 
coding. Comments were gathered from many sources, from public engagement meetings, an online 
survey form, letters, emails, and focus group discussions. All comments may be reviewed in the 
Surveillance Impact Report, Appendix E.  

After assigning a theme and code for the content, City staff conducted an analysis using R. A high-level 
summary of the results of this analysis are shown below. A detailed description of the methodology is 
available in the Surveillance Impact Report, Appendix H.  

Below is a summary of the responses by question, prepared by Privacy Office staff. This data includes 
comments from all submission methods (e.g. letter, email, public meeting, etc.). The total number of 
responses to this question is in the top right. The percentage of responses to that question, following 
the identified theme is shown in dark blue. The dark gray shows the percent of comments for this 
technology that did not answer that specific question. The light gray shows the percent of responses to 
that question that fall into other themes, (General, Data Management, Policy, Enforcement, and 
Oversight, etc.).  

A word cloud of each qualitative sub-code identified appears at the bottom of each question to provide 
more context of the question response themes. If an appropriate quote could be identified to capture 
the overall tone of the majority of comments it was included.  

COMMENTS SPECIFICALLY ADDRESSING LICENSE PLATE READERS 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

GENERAL SURVEILLANCE COMMENT THEMES 

Many comments were submitted as part of the public comment period that were not specific to a 

technology, but to either the concept of surveillance in general, or to technologies which are not on the 

Master List. 

 

  



 

 

DEMOGRAPHICS FOR GROUP ONE COMMENTS 

The number of reported demographics does not correspond to the number of comments received for 

the following reasons. 

1. The demographic information includes all responses, regardless of which technology was 

commented on to protect the privacy of those who provided a response. 

2. Some individuals offered more than one comment. 

3. Some individuals did not provide any demographic information. 

 

 

 



 

 

APPENDIX C: PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE(S) 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

 

  



 

 

  



 

 

APPENDIX D: MEETING SIGN-IN SHEET(S) 

  



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 


















































































































































