Incarceration Prevention and Reduction Task Force
Meeting Summary for July 11, 2016

DRAFT
1.

Call to Order

Task Force Chair Jill Bernstein called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m.
Present:
Angela Anderson, Jill Bernstein, Jeff Brubaker, Anne Deacon, Bill Elfo, Stephen
Gockley, Daniel Hammill, Fred Heydrich, Jack Hovenier, Betsy Kruse, Kelli Linville, Byron Manering, Ken
Mann, Dave McEachran, Moonwater, Irene Morgan, Darlene Peterson, Randy Polidan, Tyler Schroeder
Also Present: Leslie Finch (Proxy for Chris Phillips), Ralph Long (Proxy for Julie Finkbonner)
Absent: Julie Finkbonner, Susan Gribbin, Mike Knapp, Chris Phillips, Greg Winter
Review June 6, 2016 Meeting Summary
There were no changes

2.

Committee Updates

Steering Committee
Mann updated the Task Force on the status of the facilitator and technical assistant consultant
contracts. Bids have arrived, and staff are in the process of scoring the responses.
Triage Facility Committee
Schroeder updated the Task Force on the Health Department proposal for a triage facility and the
Department of Commerce grant. They are preparing the application.
Deacon described the grant, which allows for up to $2 million for capital expenditures for
treatment facilities for mental health hospital diversion beds.
Mann moved to send a letter from the Task Force in support of the grant application. The motion
was seconded.
The motion carried 20-0, with Morgan abstaining.
Schroeder stated he will work with Anne Deacon to write the letter and then get approval from
Task Force Co-Chairs Bernstein and Hovenier, so it can be submitted with the application, due this
Thursday. He continued the Triage Facility Committee report regarding the regional Behavioral Health
Organization (BHO) process and plans for a local triage facility.
• The local process has a role in providing guidance to the BHO
• The County has participated in regional facility planning
Deacon stated a hospital being constructed in Smokey Point is a mental health psychiatric
hospital. They will take people on a voluntary status. Medicaid dollars won’t pay for it, because it is a
hospital. It provides more beds for the region, but the project has used dollars that are typically invested
in local projects.
The Task Force discussed BHO regional plans:
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The Smokey Point hospital is not a regional, BHO facility
Keep the Task Force updated on the discussions between the BHO and the Smokey
Point hospital developers, and allow the Task Force to provide input into those discussion
Whatcom County submitted its own Behavioral Health Facility Planning Report to the
BHO, which can be supported by Medicaid and State-only dollars for mental health and
substance use disorders. The Behavioral Health Committee will continue to discuss the
local facility plans in the context of the regional BHO plans and continue to report to the
Task Force
Approval of a private, for-profit psychiatric hospital that doesn’t require BHO approval
Whether the Smokey Point mental health hospital will serve local indigent clients
Get an update from the BHO on how to replace the recent loss of mental health and
substance use disorder bed space
o At the Pioneer Center, the regional BHO purchases only 50 out of the 141 beds
that are used statewide.
o The BHO is considering creating multiple facilities that include both beds and
services
o The final plans for those facilities aren’t yet finalized

Legal & Justice Systems Committee
Heydrich updated the Task Force on the Committee’s work with District Court Probation
Administrator Bruce Van Glubt. They are working on:
• Draft recommendations for District Court Probation
• A possible needs assessment regarding Drug Court
• Review of the Fast Track program
• Jail alternatives, including upgraded technology for electronic home monitoring by the
Sheriff’s Office
• Law enforcement assisted diversion (LEAD) and crisis prevention and intervention team
(CPIT) programs
• Yakima County Pre-Trial Supervision program
• Upcoming discussion about Mental Health Court
The Task Force discussed the pre-approval and approval process for Drug Court:
• The difference between pre-approval status and the people who actually ask for Drug
Court
• People who may be pre-approved as qualifying for Drug Court, but who don’t want to
participate in the Drug Court process

3.

Update on Medicaid Rules

Deacon stated Medicaid will not pay healthcare for anyone in a correctional facility. However,
Medicaid recently began to allow expenses for an inmate who was transferred to a hospital facility for
services for more than 24 hours. There is also direction from the federal Center for Medicaid and
Medicare Services that people can stay in and have paid for a substance use disorder treatment facility
that has more than 16 beds for up to 14 days per bed. Treatment facility length of stay generally ranges
from 30 to 90 days.
The Committee discussed the new rules whether the 14-day limit is per episode or a lifetime limit
per person.
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4.

Update on County Jail Contracts with Cities

Schroeder stated all the Cities and the County have new jail use agreements, which is similar to
the past facility use agreements. Updates include:
• Two-year agreement, with up to three additional two-year terms
• The Cities elect options for inmate services
• The jail per diem was put into the Unified Fee Schedule
• The jail booking fee was increased from $55 to $100 to alleviate budget impact from
reduced jail use from 2016.
• All seven cities have signed the agreement
Elfo continued the update on the details of the agreements:
• The goal is to keep occupancy at a safer and more manageable level, given the failing
infrastructure
• The contracts provide jail space for City and Tribe misdemeanor and gross misdemeanor
offenders on a space available basis
• Felons are prioritized
• Bellingham choose the option to hold people longer on a pre-trial basis
• The small Cities chose the option to ensure they can always book people, but get them
out of the jail system quicker and transfer them to other facilities
• The small Cities and Bellingham have contracts with the SCORE facility in Des Moines
• The target jail population is 212, which will fluctuate depending on several factors
• The Cities and courts make arrangements for inmates to meet with their lawyers
• The agreements with Lummi Nation and Nooksack are pending
The Task Force discussed
• The City of Bellingham does not incarcerate people for things like sitting in line. If people
don’t show up to court, a warrant is issued. The City is looking of different ways to
handle it.
rd
• People are rarely arrested for driving while license suspended (DWLS) in the 3 degree,
but warrants are issued if they don’t go to court.

5.

Appointment of Task Force Member to new Jail Stakeholder Workgroup

Mann reported on the County Council’s newly-created Jail Stakeholder Workgroup, which will
working on funding, financing, and agreements among the stakeholders on how to build or remodel and
operate the jail. One member of the new workgroup is a representative of this Task Force.
Bernstein moved to appoint Task Force Co-Chair Jack Hovenier, who has a knowledge of
financing issues. The motion was seconded.
Mann stated he supports the motion and having a citizen representative, not another government
representative, on the committee.
Hovenier described his business expertise and experience with public financing.
The motion carried 20-0, with Moonwater abstaining.
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Mann stated this new workgroup will not address jail use reduction and prevention, jail size, or jail
location. It’s about the financial agreements among the different jail stakeholders. The County Council
appreciates all the work this Task Force is doing, which is a long-term strategy for the future.
(The Task Force continued discussion of this item later in the meeting.)

6.

Update by Jurisdictions on Jail Diversion Programs
Elfo updated the Task Force for the Sheriff’s Office:
• Electronic home monitoring (EHM) technology
o He is talking with Friendship Diversion Services and another vendor
o A question is how it will work in remote areas of the county
o The program will be for sentenced inmates
o No one is excluded from jail alternative programs due to cost
o District Court judges have indicated they will not use EHM for people on a pretrial basis
Long updated the Task Force for the Lummi Nation:
• The EHM program:
o Generally there are 1-3 people in the program at one time
o There have been no negative impacts
• A new residential reentry house program:
o They are in the process of developing the program’s policies and services
o Last five months of a sentence
o Intensive wrap-around services
o May eventually house up to 20 people

Peterson updated the Task Force for the City of Bellingham. She submitted and read through the
June 2016 Home Monitoring Summary Report (on file) and:
• Yakima Jail Use
o 55 people have served time since January 15
o 47 of those people have completed their time
o At this time, 1,883 days have been sentenced in Yakima
o They are working on the ability to do pre-trial hearings and public defender
meetings using technology
The Task Force discussed Bellingham EHM:
• There are both statutory limits and strict screening tools that prevent pre-trial defendants
at this time
• The difference types of monitoring bracelets that monitor location or alcohol use

5.

Appointment of Task Force Member to new Jail Stakeholder Workgroup
The Task Force discussed how Jack Hovenier will represent the Task Force on the Workgroup:
• Hovenier will represent the opinion of the Task Force on the Workgroup, not his own
opinion
• Hovenier will ask the Task Force for direction before making decisions on behalf of the
Task Force
• He will provide updates on the Workgroup to the Task Force at each Task Force meeting
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7.

Continued Discussion on Intersection of Criminal Justice and Behavioral Health

Dan Gibson, Whatcom County Chief Civil Deputy Prosecutor, submitted and read through a
handout on civil commitments and their frequent interface with the criminal justice system (on file) and
presented a report:
• Mental illness and criminality are different, but they may intersect
• The M'Naghten Rule is the legal standard in Washington State for determining whether a
person is criminally sane
• Many people who suffer from mental illness do not meet the standard for civil
commitment
• Some people with a severe mental health crisis are deemed unable to make a voluntary
self-commitment
• During the 72-hour hold, hospital staff will determine whether a further detention is
needed.
• After the 72-hour hold, there is a hearing with a Commissioner, Public Defender, and Civil
Prosecutor to establish the basis for a hold up to 14 days on the person.
o The standard of proof for a court-ordered commitment is that there is a
preponderance of evidence that the person is at imminent risk to self or other or
is gravely disabled with a diagnosed mental condition
o They are typically successful in obtaining the 14-day court-ordered commitment
• Hospital staff often release people during that 14-day commitment period, after
determining the person is capable of going back into the community and functioning
without serious risk to self or others
• After a 14-day commitment, there can be a commitment to a 90- or 180-day courtordered commitment, with a higher standard of proof for commitment
• People may be released during the 90- or 180-day commitment with a series of
conditions
The Task Force discussed the presentation:
• The gap between those who are mentally ill, but not enough for civil commitment
• The standard for determining competency to stand trial
• The process if a defendant can’t achieve competency to stand trial
• The cycle of charging a defendant with a crime, failing to achieve competency and having
to drop the charges, transfer from criminal to civil commitment, eventual release, and recharging the defendant with the crime
• There are questions about why the mental health system has not diverted certain
individuals from the criminal justice system. According to Mr. Gibson and Mr.
McEachran, there are legal limits to what the mental health system can do, including:
o Civic commitment, which has a legal standard and time limits.
o Competency has a legal standard
o Sanity has a legal standard
• These examples also illustrate the limits to this Task Force, in that some people with
serious mental health problems will still find themselves in the jail
• The legal standard for determining if someone is gravely disabled by their mental illness,
which is an inability to take care of basic human needs, such as eating, sleeping, or
refusal to take necessary medication
• The law enforcement perspective that people are often turned loose from their 72-hour
commitment
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8.

The Prosecutor’s Office is currently dealing with five or six individuals who fall between
the gap between not being competent enough for trial and are also not sick enough to be
committed
The false assumption that mental health treatment will resolve incarceration issues.
Only about 2 percent of case filings involve people who have comptency

Whatcom Transportation Authority (WTA) Routes
This item was not discussed.

9.

Next Steps and Other Business

Mann stated folks have mentioned the need a representative on the Task Force from the
educational perspective and the school district. He will propose to the County Council an amendment to
the membership that would include an educational representative.
Moonwater suggested someone like Steve Morris from the Bellingham School District.
Gockley stated the person should be involved in educational policy, who is familiar with what they
are doing.
Heydrich stated an education person mostly deals with minors, which doesn’t involve the jail.

10.

Public Comment

Unidentified speaker asked that Betsy Kruse or Anne Deacon describe the current inability to do
in-custody substance use disorder evaluations.
Deacon stated that issue is scheduled on the next Behavioral Health Committee agenda.

11.

Adjourn
The Task Force adjourned at 11:05 a.m.
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1.

Call To Order

Committee Chair Fred Heydrich called the meeting to order at 9:15 a.m. in the Bellingham
Municipal Court Fireplace Room, 2014 C Street, Bellingham.
Members Present: Angela Anderson, Jill Bernstein, Bill Elfo, Stephen Gockley, Daniel Hammill,
Fred Heydrich, Dave McEachran, Moonwater, Irene Morgan, Darlene
Peterson, Peter Ruffatto
Members Absent:

Deborra Garrett, Michael Knapp

Review June 13, 2016 Meeting Summary
There were no changes.
2.

Electronic Home Monitoring (EHM) Update
Elfo updated the Committee on his research into EHM technology:
• Met with Friendship Diversion Services, and will likely use them as a service provider
• Provides the Sheriff’s Office more ability to communicate with offenders
• The Friendship Diversion Services equipment is superior to the Washington Association
of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs equipment
• Currently, some offenders don’t want to pay for EHM, so they are offered other jail
alternatives, such as community service or out-of-custody work crew
• To expand EHM to the sentenced population, he may need more latitude in the Unified
Fee Schedule and more discretion to waive the fee
• The County budget instructions currently require that they capture the entire cost of the
program
• The County Sheriff’s Office staff could install a monitor, or an offender can have it
installed downtown
• If liability concerns were addressed, a pre-trial monitoring program would be appropriate
for District Court Probation
• The new equipment would be an upgrade from existing technology, but it’s uncertain
whether the number of people using the program would increase

Bernstein moved to recommend to the Task Force that the County Council ensure adequate
funding for the Sheriff to effectively manage and supervise an expanded electronic home monitoring
(EHM) program. The motion was seconded.
The Committee members discussed a possible funding source and additional costs from
supervising program participants, the difference between City and County offenders who use the
program, whether felony convictions can be put on an EHM program,
The motion carried unanimously.
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The Committee discussed other changes in jail alternative policies and procedures such as
shortening the time it takes to determine eligibility, allowing people with shorter sentences to use EHM,
reinstating a program to allow people with mandatory one-day sentences to serve their sentences on
one weekend a month.
Bernstein moved to recommend to the Task Force that the County Council allow the Sheriff’s
Office to deviate from the County Unified Fee Schedule (UFS) to include a program to subsidize the
cost of EHM for those who can’t pay the full amount, and to lift the requirement that the program be
self-supporting.
The motion carried unanimously.
3.

Drug Court

Anderson referenced her June 20 email on Committee packet page six and stated there are
valid reasons why those who have been pre-approved for Drug Court are not participating.
The Committee discussed whether a Drug Court needs assessment is necessary, the lack of
someone to provide in-custody drug and alcohol evaluations and send inmates to treatment, and the
requirement that an in-custody evaluator be funded by the Behavioral Health Organization (BHO). The
jail would need to make accommodation for any contractor to have access to the inmates, due to the
infrastructure problems with the jail.
Bernstein moved to recommend to the Task Force support for the Health Department
recommendation to the County Council for a Behavioral Health Organization (BHO)-contracted
individual to provide alcohol and drug evaluations to jail inmates.
The motion carried unanimously.
4.

Recommendations on Probation Services Improvements
Bernstein referenced her Probation Services document beginning on Committee packet page

eight.
Bruce Van Glubt, District Court Administrator, stated the Probation Department is able to
respond to walk-in clients who have immediate needs. New case management software will allow them
to meet clients remotely, outside the Courthouse.
Bernstein stated the Whatcom Transportation Authority (WTA) is currently taking public
comment on their routes. She moved to recommend that the Task Force send a letter to the WTA
supporting an increase in the number and frequency of bus routes to the County jail alternative facility
on Division Street and between the Courthouse and Division Street facility.
Motion carried unanimously.
The Committee discussed whether the government can do anything about increasing the
certified service provider workforce in the community, local community college education programs, the
possibility of funding an in-house staff person to prove domestic violence and substance abuse
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evaluations, the difference between an evaluator and a service provider, upgraded Probation hardware
and software, and funding to subsidize evaluation and treatment for indigent individuals.
Bernstein moved to recommend to the Task Force that the County create a fund to pay for
evaluation and treatment services for indigent offenders. The motion was not seconded.
The Committee discussed evaluation and treatment services for indigent offenders:
• They should separate alcohol and drug services from domestic violence services,
because the Affordable Healthcare Act now makes alcohol and drug services more
available to indigent people
• The County needs a social worker to decide who gets evaluated and helps people sign
up for Medicaid
• Get information from the Domestic Violence Commission and other partners on domestic
violence treatment and funding
• Make recommendations to municipal and tribal jurisdictions, not just the County
Van Glubt submitted a handout (on file) and reported on a potential new pre-trial monitoring
program the District Court judges are working on.
Bernstein moved recommend to the Task Force that the County Council support the additional
hardware to supervise and monitor individuals when they are not in jail both pre-trial, and postconviction, including additional EHM/D, SCRAM, and portable breath test devices. Costs shall be
apportioned among all courts using District Court Probation. The motion was seconded.
The Committee discussed whether the proposed new pre-trial program would reduce jail
population, coordinating the new program with the advanced electronic home monitoring technology,
whether a pre-trial monitoring program would work for Superior Court.
Motion carried unanimously.
This item was held in committee for further discussion.
5.

Yakima Smart Pre-Trial Implementation Plan

Heydrich reported on his upcoming trip to Yakima to look into their program, and asked for input
from the committee on questions he should ask the Yakima officials:
• What are the liability issues
• What are the steps to ameliorate any problems
• Whether there have been any litigation or claims
• How all the courts collaborate
• What are revenue and expenditures
• Whether there has been feedback about the system being biased
• Where they are monitoring the efficacy of the program based on potential bias
• What are the city jails in that jurisdiction doing
• What is the recidivism rate
• What data are they collecting
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The Committee members discussed the best practices Whatcom County already uses, such as
providing criminal history at first appearance hearings, and best practices that can be implemented,
such as a risk assessment tool.
McEachran submitted a handout (on file) on the Adult Static Risk Assessment (ASRA) webbased program and stated a risk assessment system valid in Washington State is important. He
described how a risk assessment would work. He will start using the tool to see if there is a value to it.
The committee discussed various risk assessment tools:
• Make sure a risk assessment took is not misused
• Avoid tools with inherent racial bias
• Staff will have to add the current pending charge to the risk assessment tool
• Using a risk assessment tool that considers failures to appear (FTAs)
• A pre-trial risk assessment score that recommends the level of supervision
6.

Presentation on Mental Health Court
This item was held to the next Committee meeting.

7.

Fast Track Update and Recommendations

Anderson referenced her May 20 email on Committee packet page 83 and asked for feedback.
She will work with Sheriff Elfo and Prosecutor McEachran to refine a motion for the next meeting.
Bernstein stated today’s motions will go to the Task Force for approval, then on to the County
Council. There may be more recommendations from the Probation discussion.
Moonwater stated continue the conversation on domestic violence evaluation and treatment.
Forrest Longman, County Council Legislative Analyst, updated the Committee on the request
for qualification (RFQ) process for technical expert consultant.
8.

Public Comment
Ray Baribeau stated the in-custody work program teaches work ethic to inmates.

Joy Gilfilen stated look at prevention and early intervention. Trauma intervention services must
be provided.
9.

Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 11:20 a.m.
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1.

Call To Order and Meeting Review

Committee Chair Anne Deacon called the meeting to order at 3:00 p.m. at the Health
Department Lower Level Conference Room, 509 Girard Street, Bellingham.
Members Present: Anne Deacon, Susan Gribbin, Kelli Linville, Byron Manering, Randy Polidan
Also Present:

Jill Bernstein, Stephen Gockley, Peter Ruffatto (for Kelli Linville)

Members Absent:

Julie Finkbonner, Greg Winter

Review March 31 and May 26, 2016 Meeting Summaries
There were no changes
2.

Work Plan for Phase II
Deacon reviewed the Phase II requirements, which are specific to a triage facility.
The Committee discussed components of the Phase II report:
• Include a summary of what the Committee has been doing, including focusing on the
front-door and back-door services that exist and that are planned
• More hours for the Crisis Prevention and Intervention Team (CPIT)
• A program similar to Law Enforcement Assisted Diversion (LEAD)
• Bellingham Police Department Behavioral Health Officer position
• Make program and service recommendations regardless of available funding, and allow
City and County policymakers to decide which programs and services can be funded
• Realize efficiencies by coordinating services with Medicaid-funded behavioral health and
the Behavioral Health Organization (BHO)
• They must communicate to a wide audience about what they are recommending and
why, not just to the small group of people who decide funding
• First talk about what programs and services they want to recommend before talking
about how to fund them
• The Committee should review how the Behavioral Health Tax funds are spent now.

Deacon described a recent statewide meeting she hosted to discuss Medicaid waiver money
that would come through the BHO for housing, housing case management, and housing support
services. They are working with partners to maximize those funds. The County is coordinating a pilot
project to hopefully be funded from the waiver money. Funding will be also be available through the
Accountable Community of Health (ACH). She will begin to draft the Phase II report and will bring it to
the Committee at the next meeting.
Other Business
1
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Manering presented a pilot program his agency will begin:
• It is proven to reduce criminal behavior by 50 percent
• Serves women with addiction issues and who are pregnant or have children up to the
age of three
• Current services for the program participants include in-home, targeted, intensive case
management, including behavioral health and child development services
• They will collect a variety of biographical data in partnership with the University of
Washington Fetal Alcohol and Drug Unit
• This is a step toward becoming an evidence-based practice
• 70 mothers are enrolled in the program currently in Whatcom County, with capacity for
up to 120 mothers
• Service is provided until the child turns three
• A goal is to have a baseline of information about recidivism rates by January 2017
• In January 2017, they will change the model to add components that are specific to
reducing recidivism within the population
• This project is solely about keeping people out of jail, not solving mental health and
substance use issues
• Further monitoring would be done until June 2019
• Annual status reports will be presented, with a final report after June 2019
• An possible incentive for the program participants is to somehow alleviate their
outstanding warrants
• Dedicated supported housing, another possible incentive, is necessary throughout
enrollment in the program
• The group they are working with now are the control group that has not received the
special incentives
• This program also provides a better life for young children, which is a good early
intervention program
The committee discussed how a warrant-forgiveness program may work and the lack of
supported housing in the community.
Manering stated he is open to suggestions for other types of incentives for the program
participants. He would like this committee to endorse his program.
The Committee concurred.
3.

12
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Deacon submitted a handout on Opioid Treatment Facts (on file) and described the Whatcom
County Behavioral Health Facility Planning Report:
• 16-bed acute detox, medically-managed (pre-booking diversion at the triage facility)
• 16-bed mental health stabilizers (pre-booking diversion at the triage facility)
• Substance use disorder treatment in-patient facility:
o Two levels of care
o 30-50 beds
o Medicare/Medicaid will pay for up to 14 days of care
o voluntary
• 16-bed recovery house
• Funding
o $2.5 million from the regional BHO
o $2 million Department of Commerce grant
o $3 million from local behavioral health fund
o Possible State legislature capital budget allocation
o The BHO will fund operational cost for the two 16-bed triage facilities
o If they don’t receive the Department of Commerce grant, they may see about
bonding the $3 million from the behavioral health fund
o If they get the $2 million grant from the Department of Commerce, they will need
to break ground by June
The committee discussed the possibility of using the old St. Luke’s property on Ellis Street or
reusing another existing building, rather than buying property and building new. They will ask the
status of Peace Health St. Joseph’s plans for their facilities at the next Task Force meeting. Include
capital facility funding for beds on the legislative agenda for the State.
4.

LEAD-like program recommendation: How do we coordinate this with the Legal/Justice
Committee?
Review of CHART program in Everett

Deacon referenced the Chronic Utilizer Alternative Response Team (CHART) program
information beginning on packet page 28 and described a recent meeting with the Everett CHART
leadership team:
• The program includes the leadership team and the social services team
• This is the City’s modification of a LEAD program
• The goal is that they cannot cost-shift among partners
• They can share protected health information as appropriate via agreements
Gockley stated this is one of two early-win projects according the North Sound Accountable
Community of Health (ACH). They’re trying to expand this program in the five-county ACH region.
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The Committee discussed the lack of communication among all the agencies and jurisdictions
about the new and different programs, such as Crisis Prevention and Intervention Team (CPIT), Law
Enforcement Assisted Diversion (LEAD), the Homeless Outreach Team (HOT), and other programs.
Organize a group meeting with everyone to make sure services are efficient and aren’t duplicated.
Snohomish County Proposal for “embedded” Social Worker
Deacon described the proposed Snohomish County tax. Taxpayers would fund this LEAD-like
program.
Deacon moved to recommend:
• Support for more mental health professionals for the CPIT program, as opposed to the
40-hour schedule they have now, and
• Support the Bellingham Police Department and encourage the Chief to move forward
with their LEAD-like program, which will require an additional full-time police officer
trained in behavioral health issues.
The Committee concurred.
5.

Recovery Support Services
This item was not discussed.

6.

Prevention & Early Intervention Efforts: Where do they belong in our work?
This item was not discussed.

7.

Public Comment

The Committee discussed its meeting schedule, and agreed to meet monthly for a one-hour
meeting. The Committee also discussed how to best facilitate communication on developing new
programs and services among all the agencies and jurisdictions.
8.

Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 4:30 p.m.
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1.

Call To Order

Committee Member Jill Bernstein called the meeting to order at 9:15 a.m. in the Bellingham Municipal
Court Fireplace Room, 2014 C Street, Bellingham.

2.

Members Present:

Angela Anderson, Jill Bernstein, Bill Elfo, Daniel Hammill, Fred Heydrich, Irene
Morgan, Darlene Peterson, Peter Ruffatto

Also Present:

Kathy Walker (Proxy for Dave McEachran)

Members Absent:

Deborra Garrett, Stephen Gockley, Michael Knapp, Dave McEachran, Moonwater

Presentation on Mental Health Court needs
Darrin Hall, Public Defender, submitted and read from a handout on Mental Health Court (on file):
• Pre- and post-conviction
• Post-conviction participants may begin with deferred felony charges with the option to plead guilty
with a misdemeanor with mental health court in District Court.
• If mental health court is successfully completed after 18 months to two years, the felony will be
dismissed.
• The goal is to provide two years of full compliance with mental health services, medication
requirements, and/or substance abuse treatment
• They are 19 months into the first class.
• They need a comprehensive, full-scale service provider of transportation, housing, medication,
and other services

Linda Grant, Health Department, stated local agencies’ staff and services fluctuate overtime. Don’t lock
into a long-term contract with a single agency. Maintain the County’s ability to be flexible in choosing the best
agencies available at the time.
The Committee asked questions about needed improvements to the program:
• Clients from District Court have different housing and transportation needs from the clients from
the municipal courts.
• Mental Health Court hasn’t had to use the crisis prevention and intervention team (CPIT), but is
aware of the services they and other community response groups provide.
• They need expanded triage capacity for crisis respite and detox
• They also need a secure and safe detox option for clients who show up to court under the
influence
• They all want an expanded continuum of substance use disorder and co-occurring order
treatment
• A recovery housing option separate from a typical clean and sober house is essential
• Continue expansion at the Lake Whatcom Treatment Center and Catholic Community Services
for their co-occurring disorders
• In-custody substance use evaluation is being restored by the Health Department and Behavioral
Health Organization (BHO)
• It’s been difficult finding a mental health evaluator to find time to do evaluations at the jail
between regular appointments
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•
•
•
•
•

Law enforcement are informed of the list of people participating in mental health court in case
they encounter those participants
Someone who has been in jail for more than 30 days is not considered clean and sober for the
purpose of getting access to services
The County can hire a staff person to do in-custody evaluations part-time; finding a qualified
person to apply may be difficult
Mental health court participants need to deal with chemical dependency issues before being
treated for their mental illness.
Substance use evaluators and mental health evaluators require different training, so there may
not be one person who can do both

Grant continued the presentation on housing needs:
• The homeless population and mental health population coming out of jail overlap, but aren’t the
same population
• Citygate, Sun House, and Francis Place are housing options that work well
• Landlords generally don’t want to rent to this population
• There is a 24-hour gap from jail release to being qualified as homeless to receive homeless
services
• They will need specialty housing for those with a criminal history who aren’t considered
traditionally vulnerable
Warren Page, Prosecutor, stated housing is a critical need. There are many ways to be ineligible for
housing. Mental health court graduates’ chances of success are low if they don’t have stable housing.
The committee continued to discuss housing and transportation needs for people with mental health,
substance use, and others with complex problems:
• There is a need for more sophisticated staff on site to manage these folks, some with strong
criminogenic behaviors and/or severe addiction or illness
• It can be expensive to provide housing units that receive much damage from meth use and other
types of destruction
• There are between 100 and 200 folks in the community now who need this type of housing
• At this point, mental health court would not be ready for Superior Court
• Active case managers who meet with the clients at least twice a week are necessary
• Transportation to get clients to appointments is also necessary
• Increased public bus system services isn’t enough to solve transportation issues
3.

Discussion of whether an independent assessment of Drug Court is needed

Anderson stated her concerns have been addressed, and a Drug Court needs assessment isn’t
necessary at this time. If the Drug Court staff feel that an assessment is necessary, they have the ability to
request one. They don’t need the Task Force to request it for them. She withdraws her request for an
independent assessment, based on the information she’s received.
David Graham, Prosecutor, stated a needs assessment could always recommend a smaller program.
Drug Court staff concur that they need long-term in-patient treatment and clean and sober housing. They put
anyone in Drug Court they can, but they have a problem finding enough in-patient treatment.
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Anderson stated that when Drug Court served more people, there were too many people and it was
inefficient. It wasn’t a good program. Judge Snyder questions the need for an assessment.
Bernstein stated she still would like to know if a needs assessment would answer the question of whether
the full need in the community is being served and if more people could be served with more staff.
Anderson state everyone who qualifies and applies is allowed into the Drug Court program, and they
have enough staff to handle it. Unless they change the qualification requirements, that population won’t change,
but that’s not what a needs assessment would address.
The Committee discussed why defendants don’t choose Drug Court, how to create incentives for
defendants to choose a longer drug court program, and having an in-patient coordinator to funnel defendants into
shorter programs they can do on their own.
4.

Report on Yakima Pretrial Risk Assessment and Supervision
Heydrich reported on his recent visit to Yakima to learn about their program:
• A pre-trial risk assessment is evidence-based assessment of risk factors, to help the court
determine who should be released and under what conditions
• A risk assessment that doesn’t include defendant interview is a static assessment
• Pre-trial assessments are have been used around the country for decades
• He submitted examples of two noteworthy assessment models (on file), which are the Virginia
model and the Arnold Foundation model
• A validated assessment model has been subjected to statistical analysis and study
• Risk assessments result in a scoring system that recommend whether or not a person should be
released and under what conditions
• Services and conditions traditionally imposed can include hearing notifications and reminders,
criminal history checks, phone or electric home monitoring (EHM) check-in, drug testing, location
monitoring, and treatment.
• He hopes to make a recommendation to consider implementing the use of a risk assessment tool
and set up a pre-trial supervision unit, to achieve the goal of getting more pre-trial people out of
jail
Heydrich described the Yakima program:
• The number of pre-trial inmates was down to 383 from 450 before the pre-trial supervision
program was implemented six months ago
• They spend $82 per day for each person in jail, and $8 per day for every person on pre-trial
release
• The pre-trial supervision unit operates out of the court and includes a front-desk person, a
supervisor, and a third staff person
• The program is paid from the general fund
• Of the people released on pre-trial supervision, 85 percent have not failed to appear to court and
94 percent have not reoffended. Yakima officials are compiling the data to calculate what these
statistics were before the program was implemented
• Yakima uses the Arnold Foundation model assessment with additional local factors included
• The unit sends notification of all hearing dates via an automatic calling system
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The unit oversees 320 people with the three staff
The program is applied to Superior Court and District Court cases only, and municipalities are
interested in joining the program
Pre-trial supervision is for PR defendants only; people who post bail aren’t included
Yakima screens 40-60 people per week
Each assessment takes about five minutes per person, and they’re done by 10:00 a.m. each day
The program supervisor has a Department of Corrections, county jail, and probation background
Unit staff attends all first appearances and gets initial contact information
The clerk sends court appearance results to the Unit daily
The Unit staff are mostly successful at getting people to appear within five days if they don’t
appear at their court date
Some people achieve a risk assessment score that keeps them in jail when they previously would
have been released
Defendants are required to call in once per week
The Yakima County Prosecutor is guardedly optimistic about the program
Anecdotally, there has not been an increase in trials or decrease in conviction rates
County officials believe more low-risk defendants are being released, and more who need to be
held are being held instead of released
There has been 1,233 defendants assessed in the program so far; 512 have been released
There have been no lawsuits
Under court administration, there is reduced potential for County liability. It’s just an assessment,
the Court makes the final decision on release, and the Court is immune to lawsuits of this sort
The manner of supervision is more about monitoring than supervising. The onus is on the
defendants to check-in. County officials don’t track down individuals.
Of those assessed, 51 percent result in a ‘Release Not Recommended’ finding. The court has
not been releasing 49.9 percent of those people. The court’s decisions are close to the
assessment results
A risk assessment wouldn’t be effective at reducing failures to appear and reoffending without the
supervision component

The Committee discussed;
• Whether the court can implement this program on its own, without County Council approval
• Whatcom County District Court’s pre-trial supervision program
• What happens if someone fails to call in
• The importance of having a prosecutor and public defender at first appearance, which Whatcom
County already does
• Whether this risk assessment would result in the County holding more people than it does now
• Last year, before recent innovations from the municipalities, the rate of release from jail within 24
hours of arrest was at 56 percent. Within 72 hours, it was 63 percent.
• The Prosecutor’s Office will start using the adult risk assessment, which was presented at the last
committee meeting, which is different assessment from the pre-trial supervision assessment
This item will be held for more discussion and decisions to the next Committee meeting.
5.
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This item was not discussed and held to the next Committee meeting.
6.

Public Comment
Unidentified speaker stated it doesn’t look like these models allow people to represent themselves.

7.

Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 11:25 a.m.
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_____________________________________________________________________________________________

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE BEHAVIORAL HEALTH COMMITTEE
Recommendation 1:

Support for more mental health professionals for the CPIT
program, as opposed to the 40-hour schedule they have now, and
The Committee concurred.

Recommendation 2:

Support the Bellingham Police Department and encourage the
Chief to move forward with their LEAD-like program, which will
require an additional full-time police officer trained in behavioral
health issues.
The Committee concurred

Also:

Endorse Byron Manering’s pilot program that serves women with
addiction issues and who are pregnant or have children up to the
age of three.
The Committee concurred.

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE LEGAL & JUSTICE SYSTEMS COMMITTEE
Recommendation 1:

Ensure adequate funding for the Sheriff to effectively manage and
supervise an expanded electronic home monitoring (EHM)
program.
Motion from Committee carried unanimously.

Recommendation 2:

Allow the Sheriff’s Office to deviate from the County Unified Fee
Schedule (UFS) to include a program to subsidize the cost of EHM
for those who can’t pay the full amount, and to lift the requirement
that the program be self-supporting.
Motion from Committee carried unanimously.

Recommendation 3:

Support the Health Department recommendation to the County
Council for a Behavioral Health Organization (BHO)-contracted
individual to provide alcohol and drug evaluations to jail inmates.
Motion from Committee carried unanimously.

Recommendation 4:

Send a letter to the Whatcom Transportation Authority (WTA)
supporting an increase in the number and frequency of bus routes
to the County jail alternative facility on Division Street and
between the Courthouse and Division Street facility.
Motion from Committee carried unanimously.

Recommendation 5:

Support the additional hardware to supervise and monitor
individuals when they are not in jail both pre-trial, and postconviction, including additional EHM/D, SCRAM, and portable
breath test devices. Costs shall be apportioned among all courts
using District Court Probation.
Motion from Committee carried unanimously.
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Executive Summary
This report was created for the purpose of informing the North Sound Behavioral Health Organization (BHO)
of the existing and future behavioral health service needs in Whatcom County. The particular focus of this
report is on treatment facilities. In June of 2018, in-patient and residential Substance Use Disorder (SUD)
treatment beds currently located in Sedro Woolley will need to be relocated throughout the region. The
facility’s lease will terminate at that time. Whatcom County has engaged in an assessment process to
determine local needs for these services, in conjunction with regional planning with our four county partners
(Island, San Juan, Snohomish and Skagit) and the North Sound BHO.
Recent needs assessments and stakeholder meeting recommendations are a component of the report. The
report facilitates a further understanding of the current needs in both substance use disorder treatment and
mental health treatment services comprising the behavioral health continuum of care in the county. Many of
the needs assessments and stakeholder conclusions resulted in similar findings.
A summary of the findings includes gaps in the county’s triage facility capacity and the level of service in both
the detox unit and the mental health crisis stabilization unit. Additional findings include the need for local
substance use disorder residential treatment facilities and an expansion of medication assisted treatment
with physicians willing to prescribe. Finally, identified needs for ongoing recovery support services in the
community are outlined including, but not limited to the following,





recovery house treatment,
outpatient program capacity,
staff monitored housing for residents in recovery, and
an increased quantity of well-trained behavioral health professionals.

More specifically, recommendations of the Crisis Triage center include two 16-bed units joined in one
building off a common foyer and intake space, but separately licensed to effectively establish a Recovery
Stabilization Facility. One unit should be certified as a voluntary Crisis Triage Program to receive persons in
mental health crisis and another should be an Addiction Stabilization Center that is licensed for acute
substance use withdrawal. This Center will also serve as a site to initiate medication assisted treatment, and
ensure linkages to community providers for ongoing services. The addition of a potential nearby residential
treatment program and the development of a Recovery House affirm the likelihood of establishing a full
continuum of care. The newly envisioned SUD continuum of care will contain services ranging from medically
monitored detox through outpatient care and into full long term recovery.
We look forward to working with our regional partners to build a comprehensive system of treatment and
recovery support services.
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1. Introduction
Over the last 10 years, many national policies and statewide changes have impacted the behavioral health treatment
service system. Among those most prominent are, the implementation of the Affordable Care Act (ACA), the rising tide
of opiate addiction, and the emphasis on reducing incarceration for people challenged with behavioral health issues.
These three factors indicate the need to expand and enhance the behavioral health treatment delivery system in the
North Sound region and in Whatcom County, especially the substance use disorder continuum of care. The standard
“alcohol-based” treatment system is inadequate for dealing with complicated populations who may have any
combination of the following conditions:





serious mental illness,
opioid addiction,
complicated physical health issues, or
criminogenic and antisocial attitudes and behaviors.

Washington State has approached the initial challenge of the ACA by developing nine (9) Behavioral Health
Organizations (BHOs) representing nine (9) regions across the state. In addition to administering publicly funded
mental health services, the BHOs began administering state and federal funds for all substance use disorder (SUD)
services as of April 1, 2016. Prior to that date outpatient SUD services were administered by a statewide County system
while inpatient SUD services were administered directly by the state. Public mental health services were previously
administered by clusters of counties comprising Regional Support Networks (RSNs). Transitioning RSNs to BHOs was
considered an intermediary step. By 2020 the state expects behavioral health services to be fully integrated with
physical healthcare.
As first steps, Whatcom County in partnership with North Sound Behavioral Health Organization (North Sound BHO) is
committed to developing critical components of the SUD treatment continuum which do not currently exist or are
under-represented in the community or the region. North Sound BHO’s goals are to work toward replacement of the
Pioneer Center North beds (141 beds) by 2018 needed in the region, and ultimately to understand the SUD residential
needs and acute stabilization needs of Whatcom County citizens.
This report is focused on adding or enhancing withdrawal management services, residential treatment services, and
ongoing care for people after discharge from detox or treatment services. Our overarching goal is to maximize the
number of adults with SUDs who enter into long term recovery. The report will:







outline and summarize recent Whatcom County needs assessments and stakeholder recommendations,
synthesize and summarize the recommendations of our needs assessment activities,
discuss the prevalence of SUDs in Whatcom County,
apply utilization data for SUD withdrawal management services (detox), residential services, and outpatient
treatment to determine capacity needs,
make recommendations for recovery supports necessary to ensure success for Whatcom County’s addicted
citizens, in particular those which could be funded by local dollars, and
provide a description of the future Whatcom County SUD system and a flow chart based on the evidence
presented.

The increased complexity of our citizens needing SUD treatment requires a multipronged approach of integrated
behavioral health and primary health care through the course of a person’s recovery. In addition, expanded resources
for ongoing aftercare (post-treatment) are an essential component of an effective and robust SUD service system.
These approaches and the community recommendations are detailed in our community needs assessments.
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2. Whatcom County Needs Assessments and Community Stakeholder Feedback
The following are short descriptions of needs assessments completed by the County or one of its community partners
and recommendations from stakeholder meetings conducted, in the last two to three years. The key findings are
summarized below.
1. The Whatcom County Health Department (WCHD) held a one day “Community Forum on Addiction” in 2014,
after hearing major concerns within the community over the lack of SUD services. Attended by over 90 people
from various disciplines, the forum included law enforcement, criminal justice, human services, medical, school,
and other professionals. (November, 2014)
2. A partnership between PeaceHealth, WCHD, the Chuckanut Foundation, and the Whatcom Community
Foundation addressed initial concerns stemming from the Community Forum on Addiction. Their combined
efforts resulted in the Whatcom County Community Health Assessment (CHA) and Community Health
Improvement Plan (CHIP). Both the CHA and CHIP identified significant concerns regarding behavioral health
service gaps and made recommendations about enhancements for SUD care (Whatcom County Community
Health Assessment and the Community Health Improvement Plan, 2012 – 2016).
3. The Incarceration Prevention and Reduction Task Force (IPRTF) was formed in 2015 by the Whatcom County
Council to:




alleviate problems with overcrowding in the Whatcom County jail,
develop the triage facility, and to
develop more effective behavioral health treatment in the community as an alternative to jail.

This Task Force includes over 30 members from every sector of criminal justice (CJ), law enforcement and
provider communities, as well as members who have been personally impacted by the criminal justice system.
The Task Force has three (3) ad-hoc committees: Triage, Behavioral Health Alternatives to Jail, and Justice
Alternatives to Jail. Recently, the Task Force produced a “Phase One Report” with recommendations regarding
behavioral health services and Whatcom County triage facility. (February 2016, Phase 1 Report, “Phase 2
Report” due November, 2016.)
4. The Behavioral Health Advisory Board (BHAB) is comprised of advocates of mental health, substance use
disorders, and professionals with knowledge of behavioral health issues. BHAB provides advice on general
policy issues and service priorities. This board meets to offer input on a bi-monthly basis.
5. The Behavioral Health Revenue Advisory Committee (BHRAC) has a similar arrangement as the BHAB, but guides
budget and service priorities for the local 1/10th of 1% sales tax funding. This board meets and makes
recommendations on a quarterly basis.
6. The Whatcom County Substance Abuse Program developed a “Substance Use Disorder Needs Assessment
Plan”. The plan was submitted to the state for the two year period of 2014-2016 and clearly identifies the need
for residential services in the county. The plan included a survey of gaps and community needs. This plan
focused on the lack of a SUD workforce and the inadequate compensation provided by the state for SUD
outpatient services. (Final Report, 2014.)
7. Whatcom Alliance for Health Advancement (WAHA) completed a Needs Assessment in 2016 which focused on
the entire Prevention, Intervention, Treatment and Aftercare (PITA) continuum. The PITA continuum was
created and promoted several years ago by Institute of Medicine (IOM) as the model for SUD continuum of
care. (Substance Abuse Treatment Project, Phase I Report, December 2015)
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8. The Local Crisis Oversight Committee is a group of community stakeholders and treatment service providers
who meet regularly to identify and address crisis service system issues, gaps and needs. The focus of this
committee is on behavioral health services, housing, homelessness, and SUD treatment.
9. The local Homeless Coalition is a group of housing and community service partners, as well as homeless
advocates who meet on a regular basis. This group regularly provides feedback regarding gaps in the SUD
service system where the gaps pertain to homelessness.
10. Employees and Board Members of the Chuckanut Health Foundation, which invests resources to advance
community health, engaged the County in assessing the need for small or short term SUD related projects for
potential funding. (Final report has been finalized, but not yet distributed.)
The combined challenges and recommendations of the needs assessments conducted to date reflect directly on the
issue of residential services and are summarized below.

3. Recommendations from Needs Assessments and Community Stakeholder Input
Each community meeting or needs assessment report describes similar gaps and needs in the Whatcom County SUD
service, particularly in regard to residential services and recovery supports for publicly funded clients with complex
needs. The specific needs and gaps identified are summarized as follows:
1. We need a comprehensive, robust, and effective SUD system of care which is oriented towards principles of
long term recovery.
2. We need to develop effective options to divert people with SUD from hospitals and the local justice system.
3. There is a lack of effective residential treatment service options in the community, especially services for
complicated populations such as people with co-occurring disorders, people with intractable and challenging
addictions (opiates), and people with criminogenic and antisocial thinking and attitudes.
4. There is a lack of services and programs to assist people who are waiting for treatment admission, including
interim housing for those waiting to enter residential treatment.
5. There are inadequate outpatient treatment options to transition people with SUD upon discharge from
residential services or as a primary intervention in lieu of a higher level of care.
6. There is a lack of recovery housing, and stable supported housing. People who cannot function independently
risk losing their housing if there is no stable support and daily structure. This lack of housing includes “Clean
and Sober Housing” which many think should be regulated. There is inadequate housing available for people
who are not ready to commit to SUD treatment or who need non-traditional approaches to SUD treatment
services.
7. The eight (8) detox beds at the triage facility are not sufficient for the community need.
8. There is a lack of mental health crisis stabilization beds in Whatcom County.
9. The SUD workforce capacity in the county is inadequate and professionals lack the training necessary for the
complexity of the population.
10. There is insufficient medication assisted treatment (MAT) options. There is inadequate supply of prescribers
and little case management support to ensure coordinated care. There is no centralized infrastructure for MAT
treatment. Physicians have little incentive to become certified as buprenorphine providers and those who are
certified are reluctant to engage this population without more training.
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While needs assessments provide the qualitative information to inform our decisions, the qualitative processes used in
the assessment of SUD needs are supported by prevalence data and data on utilization of existing services. We begin
our analysis by reviewing the data as to how widespread SUD is within our community; including the extent of the
incidence of SUD is within the local jail.

4. DATA
Data regarding the prevalence of SUD as well as the utilization of services offers a small glimpse into the need for SUD
treatment in Whatcom County. There are several state published reports from DSHS, and SUD service utilization is
recorded by the Treatment and Report Generating Tool (TARGET) and System for Communicating Outcomes,
Performance, and Evaluation (SCOPE).

A. Prevalence of SUD in Whatcom County
Two recent reports from Washington State Department of Social and Health Services (DSHS) Research and Data
Analysis (RDA) estimate the prevalence of SUD in the community at large and in the jail population for Whatcom
County.
In the first DSHS report, Whatcom County ranks as the second highest county in the state for estimated need of SUD
treatment. This data is based on estimates for people at or below 200% of the federal poverty level (DSHS, May 2015).
Estimates of the occurrence of SUD for the general adult Whatcom County population are 14.3% which is higher than
the state average at 12.4% (DSHS, May 2015). For the youth population, the estimate of need is 7.7% which is higher
than the statewide estimate of 6.9% (DSHS, May 2015). Historically, Whatcom County providers have provided
adequate youth treatment sufficient to meet the demand for services.
In 2014, the United States Census Bureau estimated the County population to be 208,531 people. If we apply the 14.3%
figure from the DSHS report above means that nearly 30,000 Whatcom County residents on Medicaid may have had a
need for SUD treatment. If 1628 people were actually served in the treatment system, a significant gap remains
between those who needed treatment and those who were actually served. (SCOPE, 2014)
In the second report, DSHS provides convincing evidence of the prevalence of SUD in our jail. This report compared
Medicaid recipients with SUD related jail bookings and determined the level of SUD, mental health (MH) and cooccurring disorders (COD) in jail inmates who received previous Medicaid services over the last 5 years in 2013 (DSHS,
January 2016). See the figure below for the results. (1A)

A recent report from RDA indicates the incidence
of SUD in the Whatcom County Jail Medicaid
population for 2013 was 68%. The percentage of
inmates with co-occurring SUD and mental
health disorders is 44%. Since the data was
constructed around those inmates who had any
DSHS Medicaid service in the last 5 years (86% of
inmates), the actual incidence of SUD and COD is
likely to be higher. (821 people have SUD; of those, 521

1A

people have COD, 290 have SUD only, and 170 have MH
only.)
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Prevalence data for the general population along with the jail inmate data and opioid use disorder admissions clearly
support the need for a robust SUD treatment delivery system. Past indicators suggest that Whatcom County had both a
high need for adult treatment services in all levels of care and a low treatment penetration rate.

B. Utilization of SUD Treatment (2015)
It’s unknown exactly how many people would attend SUD treatment voluntarily, but with approximately 1906 SUD
treatment admissions in Whatcom County in 2015, and a total of 1715 served, we are barely scratching the surface of
the estimated SUD need for any type of service. When compared with the number of people who might be in need of
and eligible for services, the need for SUD treatment far exceeds the capacity. Other issues impacting our capacity
relate to the growing opioid use disorder (OUD) problem, the loss of SUD providers in the community, and the ACA
expansion of Medicaid.
Whatcom County is ranked second highest in the state for opioid treatment admissions according to a recent report by
the Alcohol and Drug Institute at the University of Washington (ADAI, April 2015). The ADAI also reports that Whatcom
County ranked third highest in the state for crime lab cases involving opioids (ADAI, April 2015). The report confirms a
growing opioid addiction problem which has yet to be adequately addressed.
Lastly, the wait time for admission to treatment at the largest outpatient provider in the county is currently four weeks.
The wait time for admission at the only remaining outpatient provider is a minimum of 2 weeks. Treatment admission
wait times have been consistently lengthy, especially since losing two of the four treatment agencies over the last five
years. As a result of the implementation of the ACA and other variables, the need and demand for SUD treatment is
high and capacity has diminished. The need for services and the demand for additional capacity are most obvious in
our detoxification program.

5. WHATCOM COUNTY PROGRAM NEEDS
The County uses the Institute of Medicine’s (IOM) Prevention, Intervention, Treatment, and Aftercare (PITA) model
when assessing needs and designing services. Most of the issues identified through planning activities which are
directly related to residential services for adults fall into the “I,T, A” categories of PITA. Mental health stabilization and
withdrawal stabilization services fit into intervention, while residential and outpatient services are clearly part of the
treatment category. Programs funded by our local dollars help to support the infrastructure of the continuum of care to
include recovery support services (aftercare) such as housing. The county’s mental health stabilization program,
located in our Crisis Triage facility is co-located with our detoxification program. Both programs serve people with cooccurring disorders. An expansion of the mental health stabilization services is a necessary component of our
comprehensive treatment facility planning.

A. Mental Health Crisis Triage Program
The Whatcom County Crisis Triage Program, specifically the mental health stabilization services, has a current capacity
of five beds. This program provides treatment to adults who are experiencing acute mental health distress. These five
beds, which are increasingly well utilized, can prevent psychiatric hospitalization and ensure smooth transitions for
people exiting psychiatric hospitalization. The Crisis Triage program is located at the same facility as the Whatcom
County detox program. Our detoxification program often refers people with co-occurring disorders directly to the Crisis
Triage Program upon completion of detox.
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The Crisis Triage portion of the facility was recently remodeled to eliminate “dorm style” beds and instead created
three single rooms and one double bedroom. This remodel improved usability of the space by affording privacy and
allowing all admissions, regardless of gender, up to the five bed total. The average daily census for our Crisis Triage
program has increased each month since the remodel from 3.10 in 2015 to 4.17 over the first six months of 2016. The
redesign generated the ability to fill the program to near capacity.
Several factors were considered to estimate the additional Crisis Triage beds required to meet the needs of the
community:






A survey of First Responders who are not currently referring people to Crisis Triage,
The impact of new program practices which broadens the scope of referrals to Crisis Triage,
Single bed certifications where voluntary referrals to Crisis Triage would be an appropriate alternative,
The North Sound BHO’s waitlists for other county Crisis Triage facilities,
Population growth for 2020 calculated at 8%.

A review of current surveys, data and research provided the following estimates for additional beds to meet the
demands for services at Whatcom’s Crisis Triage facility.
1. Whatcom Alliance for Health Advancement (WAHA) conducted a one month survey which revealed that First
Responder staff could have brought 59 people to the triage facility if there had been beds available (WAHA IPRTF Phase
One Report, March 2016). Based on this information, an increased capacity to a total of 9.5 beds is easily justified for
five-day stays.
2. Many community professionals and First Responders appear reluctant to refer clients to Crisis Triage having had
several clients denied access due to a lack of bed space in the past. However, in recent weeks the program has
promoted new practices, one of which relates to a broader acceptance of referrals from community professionals who
are not Mental Health Professionals. Whatcom County has a variety of outreach professionals who often encounter
people with troubling symptoms of mental illness which require skilled interventions. During a recent two week survey,
Crisis Triage staff indicated that they had received 25 referrals, which is twice the referral rate of the entire first half of
the year. At that rate, ongoing referrals from community professionals could increase the need for beds by as much as
8.1 beds per month.
3. Crisis Triage has implemented practices to ensure transitional (step-down) capacity for local and regional psychiatric
hospitals and the jail, all of which house people with symptoms of serious of mental illness. People with serious
symptoms of mental illness who are discharged from PeaceHealth St. Joseph Medical Center or the Whatcom County
Jail need transitional capacity in the community. PeaceHealth has 20 psychiatric in-patient beds for voluntary patients
as well as for patients who meet criteria for involuntary treatment pursuant to the state law, RCW 71.05. Whatcom
County has consistently had the second highest rate per capita of involuntary commitments in the entire state for more
than five years. PeaceHealth has a Specialized Emergency Care Unit (SECU) designed to manage patients with serious
mental illness who are waiting for involuntary beds. PeaceHealth makes frequent single bed certification (SBC) requests
to the state to use SECU beds for treatment when regional psychiatric beds are full.
During a 30 month period ending in June 2016, the total number of SBCs at PeaceHealth reached 703 or nearly 23 SBCs
per month. Research from Washington State Institute for Public Policy (WSIPP) found that 31% of statewide
evaluations for involuntary commitment resulted in voluntary referrals for mental health services in 2014. Utilizing the
WSIPP’s finding to estimate the approximate number of SBCs which could have been referred to voluntary services
(including a Crisis Triage Program) predicts another 3.8 beds per month is needed.
9
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4. The waitlists for other Crisis Triage programs in our region is currently around .6 beds per month. This raises the bed
rate by almost 1 bed per month. This data includes the most recent year to predict the region’s needs.
5. Taking into account the increased population in 2020, an additional 1.1 beds is required to meet the community’s
need.
The sum of the above estimated beds required equals 23 beds total. North Sound BHO requires that Crisis Triage beds
be filled to 90% capacity which means that we would need to fill 21 beds or more on a regular basis to meet that
requirement. The table below summarizes this information.

Our local IPR Task Force recently made recommendations to County elected officials to increase the beds for both
triage and detox. The final recommendations included two 16 bed units constructed on the current site. These
recommendations were approved by the County Council on February 23, 2016. We also conducted a one month survey
of people requesting detox services who were denied admission due to a lack of bed space. The history and data trends
for detoxification and the results of the survey are discussed below.

B. Detoxification/Withdrawal Stabilization (Level 3.7-D):
History and Trends:
Whatcom Community Detox (WCD) is a sub-acute (social) detox model, as opposed to an acute or medical model.
Detoxification and crisis services are considered “Intervention” services on the PITA continuum. Medical staffing is
limited in the sub-acute model and Whatcom County detox data trends reflect the fact that we have incurred both a
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loss of beds and a simultaneous increased demand for services. Our detoxification program dropped from ten beds in
2003 to eight beds in 2005. Fewer people have been admitted to detox in recent years as staff have made strides to
ensure that people were clinically stabilized prior to discharge. As a result, more bed days were utilized for existing
patients, which made fewer beds available for new admissions. In addition, special medication assisted withdrawal
protocols for opiate addiction, requiring extended stays for monitoring placed a premium on detox beds. In 2009, we
introduced tapering for opioid use disorders (OUDs.) At that time, tapering was an inexpensive and appropriate
response to a burgeoning opiate crisis.
WCD admissions have decreased since 2003 and decreased again in 2011 as shown by the graphs below (Figure 2A).
The initial decrease in admissions and number of people served was directly related to the loss of beds (Figure 2B). The
decrease in admissions in 2011 was due to increased lengths of stay after the introduction of the opiate tapering
program.
Figure 2A

Figure 2B
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In addition, clients admitted to detox often have a higher level of symptom acuity and co-occurring disorders than in
previous years. Thus, medication assistance for withdrawal is a more frequent response made by our subacute
detoxification and local hospital staff. Frequently, clients are transferred from one facility to the other in order to
ensure appropriate medication administration. As soon as the medications are administered, and the client is
stabilized, he/she is transferred to our subacute detox for further monitoring. Two years ago, PeaceHealth determined
that the hospital could no longer provide medications to people discharging from the hospital’s Emergency
Department. This policy change resulted in the need for detox to dispatch a staff person to a pharmacy to secure
medication for clients entering detox from the Emergency Department. This “para-acute” detoxification system has
evolved over time to meet the demand of uninsured people with severe alcohol withdrawal and a more complex drug
addicted clientele.
Survey of Callers Requesting Detox Beds:
Over the last few years, the incidence of callers requesting detoxification services increased, indicating a greater
demand than ever for detoxification services. We conducted a one month survey of calls related to detox admission
denials to provide missing data regarding the need for additional beds and services.
In the month of March 2016, the Health Department verified a total of 120 calls from 86 people who called to attempt
a detox admission but who were refused due to lack of beds. Out of those 86 people, 45 needed withdrawal services
11
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for either drugs or alcohol and drugs, while 41 people needed withdrawal from alcohol only. The distinction is
important since the length of stay for Medicaid rules is 3 days for alcohol withdrawal and 5 days for drug withdrawal.
Although detox stays are sometimes extended for clinical reasons, there is no way of determining which callers would
have needed an extended stay once admitted. The same issue applies to detox as to MHT that, over time, people
discontinue inquiries about bed space due to the consistent difficulty in obtaining an admission. Nevertheless, the
number of people denied services due to a lack of beds was 86 as shown in the table below.

An additional 348 bed days is presumed to be needed to enhance our existing detox program. Self-referrals made up
65% of all referrals while 12% were referrals from the Emergency Department of PeaceHealth. The rest of the referrals
were from family, friends, Bellingham Police Department, and other clinical programs.
We calculated the total bed days needed to ensure ample detox services for Whatcom County’s future growth up to
2020. An estimate of 8% increase in population was used along with the figure of 85% full capacity for utilization. The
85% capacity figure is a standard used by the North Sound for residential facilities throughout the region. See the table
below.

In order to effectively manage the current and projected needs for Whatcom County and the North Sound region, the
detox facility will require additional beds. We need flexible space so that beds or chairs can be used depending on the
withdrawal needs of the individual or on the person’s decision to move forward in their recovery.
Future Considerations:
The primary goal of the facility is to ensure stabilization for people in behavioral health crisis. The secondary goal is to
provide immediate services to people who are brought to the facility by first responders.
In support of these goals, it will be necessary to “re-tool” the model for our behavioral health services to include:
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the development of acute care services for withdrawal management,
facilitation of quick turnaround drop offs for first responders,
providing sobering chairs/beds, and
possible expansion of space to conduct Substance Abuse Protective Custody (SAPC) services at the facility.
12

Our new design includes a Recovery Stabilization Facility (RSF) which will allow Whatcom County to ensure more
effective services for our residents experiencing behavioral health crisis. Crisis Triage Program will gain more space and
will incorporate the recovery model. This redesign could ultimately support the development of a Recovery Campus in
Whatcom County. (Vandersloot, 2016)
Embedded in the Recovery Stabilization Facility (RSF), detoxification will become the Acute Stabilization Center (ASC).
The primary goal of the ASC is to provide the first step in recovery to people with serious substance addictions. The new
model will recognize both the local opioid epidemic and the seriousness of alcohol withdrawal (AW). While opioid
withdrawal (OW) is rarely fatal, alcohol withdrawal (AW) can result in seizures and delirium tremens leading to
unconsciousness and death for people. Treatment for withdrawal of this severity can only be conducted safely with
medication. Treating both AW and OW with medication can lead to better outcomes.
The arrival of an epidemic of (OUDs) to our community and the young age of onset are alarming new trends. Given the
high rate of drop out from detox due to the pain and discomfort of withdrawal, we must consider recent advances in
medications as part of our withdrawal management protocol. These medications aim to reduce withdrawal discomfort
and promote completion of the withdrawal protocol, thereby decreasing recidivism. Only in stabilizing the clientele
physically can success be achieved in assisting them with the first step in their recovery. The increased availability of
acute services will also increase first responder “drop-offs”. People who are dropped off at the facility will come with
two levels of need; those who need sobering services and those who are ready to make a commitment to recovery.
Although the model we propose is recovery oriented, the facility should have one or two chairs for people who are
unable to commit to or who refuse additional services. The chairs can be utilized for overflow and for people who are
sobering up, but who do not wish to engage further in recovery services. Sobering chairs will assure facility capacity for
intoxicated people transported by first responders regardless of the person’s commitment to long term recovery.
Additional chairs should be considered for the CTP program as well.
Whatcom County ASC will initiate recovery for people who are in need of ongoing medication assisted treatment
(MAT). MAT services will then be continued at an inpatient or outpatient setting or through a physician’s office,
depending on client need. Whatcom County has been working with various clinics, medical partners, and providers to
initiate supports to the MAT infrastructure and MAT prescribers in particular.
The prospect of continuing to provide withdrawal stabilization in the same facility as mental health (MH) stabilization is
important. Mental Health issues are underrepresented in the SUD treatment system data and are often incorrectly
diagnosed. The SUD professionals are not qualified to assess or treat mental health, and often fail to identify the
presence of mental health issues when faced with continuous SUD relapse. The likelihood that mental health issues
pose significant barriers to successful recovery is quite high.3,9
The new ASC should encompass space to conduct Substance Abuse Protective Custody (SAPC) 8-hour holds under RCW
70.96A.120, for people who are intoxicated and a danger to themselves or others. Whatcom County is the only county
which utilizes the law for this service and the services have been in place for over 20 years. Currently the hospital
provides space for Whatcom Community Detox to conduct holds in the Emergency Department.
The current facility was designed with two rooms to be used for Substance Abuse Protective Custody. These rooms
were converted to office space after the Washington State Department of Health determined that there were no
medical services on site. The law allows the designation of a chemical dependency specialist to conduct SAPC holds, in
lieu of a peace officer. SAPC holds are a primary gateway to a secure detoxification facility for people with chronic SUD.
(North Sound’s future plans include the development of a secure detoxification facility). Sobering chairs should be
considered for SAPC holds at the newly designed Addiction Stabilization Center.
13
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Conclusion and Recommendations:
In conclusion, Whatcom County’s primary goal of ensuring the first step toward recovery for people in behavioral
health crisis, lends itself to renaming the facility as a “Recovery Stabilization Facility”.
We should ensure sufficient capacity for both the CTP and the Acute Stabilization Center (ASC) within that facility. The
County Executive and the County Council remain committed to ensuring a robust behavioral health crisis service
system. Whatcom County has earmarked funding and is dedicated to siting a new facility for our behavioral health
crisis services. We are committed to seeking additional capital funding from the state legislature and plan to remodel
the current facility to include more beds and program space.
Specific recommendations include adding 11 beds to the CTP upon expansion of the facility, to a total of 16 beds. We
will add an additional 13 beds plus two sobering chairs/beds to the ASC. The recommendation from the IPRTF was for
an additional eight beds in the ASC. Those recommendations were made prior to the survey about the number of
callers who were requesting services. The County should have further discussions with community stakeholders about
whether the addition of five beds (over the eight already recommended by the IRPTF) or additional programming space
would provide the maximal benefit to people entering recovery from the ASC.
We will redefine the services as medical services and establish new protocols for treating and stabilizing people in
withdrawal to ensure seamless care for Whatcom County residents. First responders will be able to transport people in
behavioral health crisis. The facility design will support a rapid turnaround for 10-minute drop offs. This change will
maximize efficiency of First Responder personnel. The Whatcom County Recovery Stabilization Facility should be the
first step to a person’s ongoing recovery. It should provide services necessary to assist the individual with the next step
of their recovery. Recovery is self-defined and has many pathways, but often a person leaving the ASC will be most
appropriate for residential treatment. Residential treatment needs as described by our community partners and as
confirmed by the data are described below.

C. Residential Treatment (ASAM 3.7):
Although many people enter residential treatment without withdrawal services, residential services are often the next
step in the PITA continuum for people suffering from SUDs. Approximately one third of all Whatcom County admissions
to SUD treatment were for residential services over the last three years. The lack of local residential treatment
programming has been repeatedly identified as a deficit by various community planning activities. We are limited to
utilization data for identifying the extent of our residential need. We collected reports from SCOPE which included all
residential services used by public funded county residents attending treatment at any facility in Washington State
(inpatient, recovery house, long term residential.) The SCOPE reports included admissions and the level of mental
health need as indicated by client self-report.
The data shows 366 admissions with a total of 328 adults served over the last year. Although utilization of residential
services by Whatcom County residents has fluctuated, since 2011 our utilization has decreased as shown by the chart
below. This trend is likely related to ongoing reductions in funds for state sponsored SUD treatment, as well as the
closure of several residential programs. Over the years, agencies have closed their doors due to reimbursement rates
which were too low to cover the cost of operations.
Low rates of reimbursement were cited as a major reason for the two outpatient closures as well from 2012 to 2014.
The combined result is that there are fewer Chemical Dependency Professionals (CDPs) completing assessments and
facilitating placement to residential treatment. In 2015, Whatcom Community Detox began assessing people and
assisting them with admissions, most of which were to residential treatment. Hence, there is a decline in residential
admissions from 2011 to 2014 and a renewed increase in admissions by 2015 as shown in the chart below.
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This data includes the two Whatcom County tribes (Lummi and Nooksack). The results indicate that 60% of the clients
were male while 40% were female. The following table illustrates the projected 2020 residential bed demand using an
estimated 8% population growth by the year 2020. This data is based on current utilization only.

Co-occurrence of SUD and MH in Residential:
It proved to be difficult to determine the statistical need for co-occurring disorder (COD) services amongst those who
received residential services with the available data. One report indicated that between 50% and 60% of clients
admitted to residential services stated that they had a self-described moderate, considerable, or extreme problem in
need of psychiatric care. In other data, clients indicated that they had, within 30 days prior to admission to SUD
residential treatment, experienced 15 or more poor mental health (MH) days.
This data was compared to outpatient treatment admissions for consistency. Approximately 50% of clients reported a
score of three or above for externalizing or internalizing mental health symptoms (SCOPE, 2016). This data is a little
higher than national estimates that 35-43% of adults, depending on age, who have an SUD also have a mental health
disorder. (SAMHSA, 2014) Other research, however, estimates the prevalence of MH in people with SUD as between
25% and 50% (Stirling, S., et. al., 2011). The higher number is assumed here because it’s consistent with self-reports by
clients and anecdotal reports relayed by agencies.
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In addition, recent research indicates that females in SUD treatment who have certain comorbid Major Depressive
Disorder (MDD) are more than twice as likely to have drug use disorder, than those females without an MDD. Both
genders with certain MH/SUD combinations were more likely to have abused prescription drugs (Lian Yu Chen, et. al,
2013). Research also indicates that MH issues are associated with a lack of improvement in SUD symptoms (Stirling, S.,
et.al. 2011). These findings reaffirm our understanding of the high comorbidity with drug use and suggest that MH
issues are a frequent cause of relapse.
Based on this information, SUD facilities should have both MH and MAT enhanced capability in the provision of SUD
services. Such services should engender curricula which educates people about their behavioral health relapse risks
and assists with the creation of robust recovery plans. The data for Whatcom County residents in SUD residential
treatment with high and low MH issues for last year is provided below.

Whatcom Projected Residential Demand by High and Low MH Need
Intensive Inpatient
(Based on 30 days)

Long Term Residential
(Based on 60 Days)

Total Beds
Needed by MH
Severity

Unknown, none or slight MH Admissions

97

73

Mod- Extreme MH Admissions

163

33

Total Admissions

260

106

Low MH Bed Days

2910

4380

High MH Bed Days

4890

1980

Total Bed Days

7800

6380

Low MH Bed Days + 8% pop. growth

3143

4730.4

High MH Bed Days + 8% pop. growth

5281

2138.4

Total Bed Days + pop Growth

8424

6868.4

Total Low MH Admissions

105

74

14.9 Beds

Total High MH Bed Days

176

35 - 40

17.6 Beds

Projected Total Admissions

281

109

390 Admissions

Total Beds Needed by SUD level of Care

23.4

9.1

33 Beds

The data above appears to support one intensive inpatient facility in Whatcom County with a capacity of 33 beds
encompassing both levels of SUD (including inpatient and long term residential) and all severities of MH. Alternatively,
the data supports a smaller 25 bed facility for people with high severity MH and a 15 bed facility treating people with
low MH severity. This data is based only on the last year of utilization. Over 15 years ago, PeaceHealth had 18 beds for
inpatient treatment. Those beds were part of the statewide residential system but were heavily utilized by Whatcom
County residents.
Additional qualitative information indicates that our utilization of residential treatment could be higher if the capacity
existed, especially if a percentage of beds are accessed by people who covered under health plans. Tribal members and
other stakeholders expressed opinions that Whatcom County residents are more likely to engage in SUD inpatient
services when those services are available locally. We believe that our community could support another intensive
inpatient unit with 20 to 30 beds for people with none or very mild mental health disorders.
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Lastly, 70% of Whatcom County residents who were admitted to residential treatment in 2015 successfully completed
their treatment. Treatment retention rates for Whatcom County residents could be boosted by having residential
treatment available in our community.
The odds of getting a clean start on recovery are high while in a residential treatment program. Subsequent to
completion of a residential treatment program the next step, whether it’s admission to an outpatient program or into a
support network which embodies a clean and sober lifestyle, is essential. Most people will need additional professional
services. Subsets of people with SUDs will need outpatient treatment, Recovery House, or a combination of these two
services after inpatient treatment. One subset of people will begin and end their entire treatment episode in outpatient
treatment.

D. Outpatient Treatment (ASAM 2.3 and 2.1)
Although the purpose of this report is to review and discuss the data and community feedback pertaining to the
withdrawal management and residential needs of our residents struggling with addiction, it is prudent to discuss the
obvious gaps in our outpatient treatment capacity. Outpatient treatment and recovery supports are critical services for
a successful continuum of care.
Whatcom County lost two outpatient treatment providers over the last five years. This loss left us with a total of two
providers. Both agencies were integral to the SUD treatment infrastructure of our community and the impact to the
community has been significant. This factor along with a low number of qualified workforce personnel relegated us to
a low volume of assessments, therefore fewer admissions to all phases of treatment (outpatient and residential).
In 2015, despite admissions of over 900 people to SUD outpatient treatment, 297 people waited 15 days or more to be
admitted to treatment(Figure 3A where is it?). A subset of 132 of those people waited for over 30 days to be admitted
to outpatient treatment. Waitlists of this magnitude provide neither effective primary treatment nor a smooth
transition from residential care. We strive to ensure an effective continuum of care and lower recidivism rates.

Figure 3A
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Based on the 40-50% estimates and the research from above for people, we concluded that nearly 450 people who
attended outpatient treatment needed mental health services in order to be successful in their recovery, particularly
where relapse is concerned. Expanded and enhanced outpatient services are essential to the health of our community,
especially that which can contribute additional co-occurring disorder (COD) and medication assisted treatment (MAT)
capacity.
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There are few reliable indicators to determine MAT treatment need except for opiate treatment admissions. These
admissions have increased dramatically over the last several years (ADAI). Over the two year period, 2011-2013,
Whatcom County ranked second in the state for opiate use disorder treatment admissions and third in the state for
crime lab cases involving any opiate. These factors and other trends underscore a high need for increased MAT services
in Whatcom County.

The addition of one or two outpatient SUD treatment agencies, depending on the agency and workforce availability,
would allow more and quicker access to treatment, and help drive the quality of treatment to higher standards. One or
two additional facilities would allow us to assess and admit close to 75 additional people per week to treatment. North
Sound BHO has plans to solicit providers for a MAT pilot program later this year. North Sound also intends to acquire
treatment capacity for people with co-occurring disorders once the state has developed the regulations concerning
integrated services.
Our efforts at providing treatment are likely to be unsuccessful unless we commit to on-going, post-treatment supports
which are consistent with healthcare reform policies. Those policies focus on long term recovery rather than acute care.
Focusing on long term care entails ensuring regular on-going service, particularly for complex Medicaid populations,
over the course of a five year period. Rather than providing acute short term (21 or 28 day care) and a return to the
community with a “sink-or-swim” skill set, we can provide Recovery Care Coordination and housing options to ensure
ongoing engagement with clients as well as to ensure stability for people’s basic needs. Our outcomes from these
efforts should result in less recidivism.
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E. Recovery Supports to Enhance the SUD System of Care
The final component in the PITA SUD Continuum of Care is aftercare or ongoing recovery support. North Sound’s goal is
to prevent readmission to treatment and while our proposed model and program support that goal, the final
cornerstone to our model is the recovery support system.
The rate of remission from lifetime SUDs is between 40% and 60%. Research indicates that the rate of remission for
adults who receive treatment is between 40% and 80%.8 Whatcom County will need to establish both critical
overarching and “chronic care” services such as Recovery House and Recovery Care Coordination (RCC), MAT supports,
and training. It is vital that we provide a well-qualified workforce with updated knowledge and readiness to assume a
role in the upcoming integrated future of primary care/behavioral health care.
Local funding can be used as available to fill the gaps where state and federal funds cannot ensure linkages or recovery
supports. Examples of those services are detailed in the Transitioning Behavioral Health Services into the Community:
Strengths, Needs, Community Recommendations and Models for Consideration by Deena Vandersloot M.Ed.as indicated




“Consider adding a case management/recovery coaching component to the program that will serve to initially
engage clients, remain in contact with them during residential treatment, and work with them in the continuing
care phase of the treatment continuum to enhance linkage with recovery supports.
Build strong collaborations with the recovery community and design “reach-in” services to enhance linkage
with mutual support groups.
Build in a phase of treatment that is focused on linking patients with recovery support services (housing,
employment, peer support, transportation).”

Based on these recommendations and input from our community partners, Whatcom County may fund aspects of the
services indicated below to enhance on-going recovery maintenance. Whatcom County struggles with multiple gaps in
aftercare and the early recovery phases of our services. Our residents with severe alcohol withdrawal or serious drug
addiction, much of which is complicated by co-occurring disorders, are frequently homeless. We need to examine ways
to transition people who make a commitment to recovery, and those who do not, to safe and stable housing. Housing
is essential for stabilizing people with SUDs.
Data from 2012 demonstrated that 48% of people leaving state funded inpatient treatment were homeless at the time
of their discharge. Consistent with those statistics, Whatcom County’s Point in Time (PIT) survey revealed that 21% of
the 553 respondents reported they were homeless as a result of their alcohol/drug use. The Whatcom Community
Detox survey revealed that 53% of the participants indicated they were currently homeless. The lack of housing looms
as a primary obstacle to residents continuing to move toward a successful recovery lifestyle. Specific attention should
be focused on chronically homeless people in need of recovery services and people with co-occurring disorders. The
County will partner with the North Sound BHO to provide services which ensure low rates of recidivism. The proposed
services include:
1) Recovery House (ASAM Level 3.1 - 60 or more days)
Whatcom County needs a facility which can provide extended care for recovering people leaving inpatient
treatment to a lower level of care. The goal of a recovery house is to provide a safe environment free of drug
and alcohol abuse while building skills needed to advance toward independent living. Many people may need a
combination of outpatient treatment and Recovery House services in order to maintain stability and reduce the
risk of relapse. Facility services should include relapse prevention, social skills, re-employment and vocational
skills, life skills, and assistance with forming linkages to recovery support systems. We believe that a recovery
House with approximately 20-30 beds would provide a critical element to our continuum of care.
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2) Recovery Care Coordinators (RCC)
A Recovery Care Coordinator supports people in early recovery by ensuring connections to community services.
The RCC provides services for people with difficulty in functioning (such as people with serious mental illness,
offenders coming out of the jail, people coming out of the hospital). The RCC’s work begins from the moment
of the request for services through various phases of treatment. The RCC will maintain contact years after the
person has entered into successful recovery to assist with possible relapse and other healthcare issues.
Locations where and high risk populations with whom the RCC’s might conduct business could include:








Addiction Stabilization Center
Jail (release)
Hospital
Pregnant &/or parenting population
Active Chronic Relapsing Person in IOP/OP
Heroin addicted population
People with serious mental illness

3) Housing with staff support
Whatcom County is in need of housing for people leaving inpatient treatment settings. Staff supported
permanent housing is essential for many individuals who suffer from the debilitating effects of long term SUD.
Staff support and monitor residents for continued recovery work, including: attendance during outpatient
treatment, development of social support, contact with family, and initiating employment or vocational
activities.
4) Clean & Sober housing
Whatcom County currently has several clean and sober houses which many residents believe could benefit
from structure and oversight. Historically, the primary focus of clean and sober housing has been limited to that
which had little structure for ongoing recovery. Services provided, and the soberness of the homes currently in
use, is inconsistent at best. The development of more units could function as permanent housing and fit nicely
into our “Housing First” model for people who are homeless. “Housing First” is based on the philosophy that
when people have their basic needs met, including housing, they can focus on improving their well-being.
5) Enhance capacity for MAT programming
Whatcom County currently experiences a lack of support and infrastructure for Suboxone and Methadone
treatment prescribers. It is important to continue providing support for physicians, and possible startup funds
to extend programming.
6) Training for Chemical Dependency Professionals & Mental Health Professionals
The dramatic changes in the provision of behavioral health care in addition to ever increasing needs of people
with substance use disorders and mental health issues requires that chemical dependency and mental health
professionals receive extensive, ongoing education to be effective. Development of regular trainings and
workshops focused on the educational needs of today’s behavioral health professional will not only enhance
the services provided in the community, but will serve to attract additional professionals that are needed to fill
current vacancies.
Our prosed new system of care should include Recovery Care Coordination for special populations, housing
with and without treatment, plus additional training for CDPs and enhanced Capacity to provide MAT services.
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F. New Proposed SUD System of Care:
The proposed new model of SUD services is depicted below with red highlights to indicate North Sound BHO supported
services and black to indicate possible County supported services. The innovative continuum of care model places an
array of vital services in the same location; including a Recovery Stabilization Facility (RSF) to house the Crisis Triage
Program and the Addiction Stabilization Center. It also includes two Intensive Inpatient and Long Term Residential
programs; one for people with serious mental illness and the other for people with few or no mental health issues. The
site includes a “Recovery House” for people transitioning to a lower level of care but who still require structured
support while re-engaging with community services. Lastly, the site includes a vast array of housing and other
community supports necessary for a person’s recovery from SUDs.

The schema represents the Whatcom County proposed Continuum of Care. Our proposal suggests that services in “red” print could be funded by
North Sound BHO, while services in black could be funded by other federal, state or local funds.
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Conclusion:
While this new system would address the immediate and escalating needs of our residents with SUD, the new models
will also begin to reflect the future of integrated behavioral health care with primary care. Only by doing so, can we
step into the future of care in four years and address the still more complex patient who has medical concerns as well
as behavioral health issues. Studies show that relapse of behavioral health disorders is less likely and long term
recovery is enhanced when treated in conjunction with primary care.6,7 We leave the full discussion of this topic for
another day.
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JULY 2016 SENTENCING SUMMARY REPORT

July was the fifth month of electronic monitoring through our
contracted provider, Friendship Diversion Services (FDS). This program
was implemented as a part of BRIC, (Bellingham's Reduction Incarceration
Challenge), to help address the request from the Whatcom County Sheriff to
reduce the City of Bellingham's inmate population in the Whatcom County
Jail.
Since inception, 82 defendants have completed serving their sentences
successfully for a total of 1,185 days served. The cost to the City of
Bellingham was $3,940.07. Had these defendants served their sentences in
the Whatcom County Jail, the cost would have been $117,110.00. The
highest number of defendants being supervised at one time has been 16.
To reduce the numbers of inmates in the Whatcom County Jail, 59
defendants have been transferred to the Yakima Correction Center since
January of 2016. These defendants have now served more than 1,800 days
sentenced.
The City was able to complete connection and testing for video
conference hearings with Yakima in the month of July. Pre-trial hearings
are now possible and have become necessary due to the booking restrictions
imposed upon the City of Bellingham by the Whatcom County Sheriff.

Darlene L. Peterson

43

