
































KING COUNTY DISTRICT COURT JUDICIAL ALLOCATION 2004

. Judicial Judicial Judicial
Allocation Allocation Judicial Allocation for KCDC Ex

for KC for KC Allocation Special City Judicial Parte Total Judicial

Infractions Criminal for KC Civil Assignment Allocation Allocation Allocation
JURISDICTION

King County - Bellevue 0.60 0.98 0.00 0.00 0.07 1.65
Beaux Arts 0.00 0.00 0.00
Bellevue 0.99 0.04 1.03
Mercer Island 0.00 0.00 0.00
Newcastle 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total Bellevue 0.60 0.98 0.00 0.00 0.99 0.11 2.68

King County - Issaquah 0.38 0.58 0.71 0.48 0.09 2.23
Issaquah 0.00 0.00 0.00
North Bend 0.05 0.00 0.05
Sammamish 0.08 0.00 0.08
Snoqualmie 0.06 0.00 0.06
Total Issaquah 0.38 0.58 0.71 0.48 0.18 0.10 2.43

King County - Redmond 0.55 1.12 0.14 0.50 0.10 2.40
Carnation 0.03 0.00 0.03
Duvall 0.03 0.00 0.03
Redmond 0.84 0.03 0.88
Skykomish 0.0 0.00 0.01
Woodinvile 0.06 0.00 0.06
Total Redmond 0.55 1.12 0.14 0.50 0.96 0.14 3.40

King County - Shoreline 0.40 0.85 0.08 0.00 0.05 1.38
Kenmore 0.18 0.01 0.18
Shoreline 0.49 0.02 0.51
Total Shoreline

,;
0.40 0.85 0.08 0.00 0.67 0.08 2.08, *

King County - Burien
Burien
Normandy Park
Total Burien

1.830.68 0.05 0.50 0.13
0.02
0.00
0.140.50

0.43
0.00
0.430.68 1.83 0.05

3.19
0.45
0.00
3.63

Note: The attachments in this exhibit are examples for the purpose of demonstrating the methodology for reconciliation pursuant to Section 4.3 of the Agreement.
Exhibit A - Final.xls (Tab: Judical Allocation)
3/13/2006 2:42 PM



King County - Kent
Covington
Total Kent

0.1.0 1.59 0.60 2.70

0.10 1.59 0.60 2.70
0.14
0.14

0.21
0.01
0.21

. 5.20
0.14
5.35

KCDC Jury Add Ex Parte Total Assigned
Allocation Allocation KCDC to CitY Contract

KCDC Ex Parte AllocationCovington
0.11 0.03 0.00 0.14 Location Program Need

Bellevue 0.83 0.17 0.03 1.03 KCD Ex Parte 0.94
Beaux Arts 0;00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Total 0.94
Mercer Island

0.00
4.13%

Issaquah
0.00North Bend 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.05 .Sammamish 0.05 0.03 0.00 0.08 Special Assignment JudgesSnoqualmie 0.05 0.0 0.00 0.06 OWLS Court Burien

0.50
Carnation 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 OWLS Court Seattle

0.25
Duvall 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 MH Court

0.35
Redmond 0.78 0.07 0.03 0.87 DV Court Redmond

0.50
Skykomish 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 DV Court RJC

1.00
Woodinville 0.05 0.01 0.00 0.06 Old city work done by King count

0.48
Newcastle

',~

0.00 Superior Court Assistance
1.20

'Kenmore 0.13 0.05 0.01 0.18 JaillFelony/Expediteds RJC
0.50

Shoreline 0.43 0.07 0.02 0.51 Jall/Felony/Expediteds Seattle
1,00

Burien 0,39 0.04 0.02 0.45 Inquests
0.12

Normandy Park
0.00 Total 5.902.89 0.49 0.12 3.49"NOTE: AOC judge need projected for 2004 based on

1999-2003 data is 22.30 jUdges

Note: The attachments in this exhibit are examples for the purpose of demonstrating the methodology for reconcilation pursuant to Section 4.3 of the Agreement.
Exhibit A - FinaLxls (Tab: Judical Allocation)
3/13/2006 2:42 PM



2005 - KING COUNTY DISTRICT COURT CLERICAL ALLOCATION

Total
Caseload % of 118.24 Passport Specialty Centralized Total

118.24 Weight % of Weight Clerk FTEs FTEs FTEs FTEs Allocation

JURISDICTION

State/County 373,837 75.10% 88.80 2.51 12.25 11.26 114.82

Vashon Island 648 0.13% 0.15 0.02 0.17

Beaux Arts 0 0.00% 0.00 0.00 0.00

Bellevue 59,933 12.04% 14.24 1.81 16.04

Bunen 8,838 1.78% 2.10 0.27 2.37

Carnation 880 0.18% 0.21 0.03 0.24

Covin ton 2,591 0.52% 0.62 0.08 0.69

Duvall 1,727 0.35% 0.41 0.05 0.46

Issa uah 249 0.05% 0.06 0.01 0.07

Kenmore 5,458 1.10% 1.30 0.16 1.46

Mercer Island 30 0.01% 0.01 0.00 0.01

Newcastle 51 0.01% 0.01 0.00 0.01

Normand Park 12 0.00% 0.00 0.00 0.00

North Bend 994 0.20% 0.24 0;03 0.27
Redmond 21,260 4.27% 5.05 0.64 5.69

Sammamish 3,521 0.71% 0.84 0.11 0.94
Shoreline r

'I: 13,616 2.74% 3.23 0.41 3.64'"

Sk komish 5 0.00% 0.00 0.00 ,,' 0.00
Sno ualmie 2,286 0.46% 0.54 0.07 0.61

Woodinvile 1,869 0.38% 0.44 0.06 0.50

Note: The attachments in this exhibit are examples for the purpose of demonstrating the methodology for reconcilation pursuant to Section 4.3 of the Agreement.
Exhibit A- Final.xls (Tab: Clerical Allocation 2005)
3/13/2006 2:42 PM



PASSPORT FEES PROJECTED 2005

Total Dollars 480,476 16,016 213,331 2.51

SPECIAL TV FTEs

Court Program Clerks
Kent OV Court 2.25
Seattle OV Court 1.75
Seattle OWLS Court 0.75
RJC Jail 2.00
Seattle Jail 2.00
Burien OWLS Court 1.50
Seattle MH Court 1.00
Kent Video Clerk 1.00

12.25

Court Dollars
Passports

issued
Clerk

-Minutes Clerk Value

Passport Fee is $30
Clerk Minutes per passport is 13.32
Clerk Minutes per year is 85,006.56

Total FTES as Clerks
Passport Clerks

Specialty FTEs
Centralized FTEs
Clerks bv %

148.00

2.51
12.25
1"5.00

118.24

Clerks at Location
Bellevue 18.00
Burien 20.50
Issaquah 13.50
Kent 15.50
Redmond 22.00RJC 9.00
Seattle 21.00
Shoreline 12.50
Call Center 11.00
Payment Ctr 5.00
Total 148.00

CENTRALIZED FTEs

Court
OPJ
OPJ

Program
Payment Ctr

SPT/Phones

Clerks
4.00

11.00
15.00

.i
f '!~

Note: The attachments in this exhibit are examples for the purpose of demonstrating the methodology for reconciliation pursuant to Section 4.3 of the Agreement.
Exhibit A - FinaJ.xls (Tab: Clerical Allocation 2005)
3/13/2006 2:42 PM



FACILITY RATES

Burlen, Kent, Redmond, Shoreline, and Support Services Facilty Rates
n a ion

sca a ion 0 a aciiFMD RATE Capped Rate multiplier Contract Rate* Rent Rate Charge2007 12.65 12.65 11.80 2% 24.452008 13.03 1.030 12.04 2% 12.042009 13.42 1.061 12.28 2% 12.282010 This rate is a 13.83 1.093 12.52 2% 12.522011 placeholder 14.24 1.126 12.77 2% 12.772012 pending calculation 14.66 1.159 13.03 2% 13.032013 in accordance with 15.10 1.194 13.29 2% 13.292014 Exhibit B. 15.56 1.230 13.55 2% 13.552015 16.03 1.267 13.83 2% 13.832016 16.51 1.305 14.10 2% 14.10
Footnote:
* Per Exhibit B, the rate each year following 2007 is the lesser amount between the actual rate provided by King Countys
Facilities Management Division and the capped rate determined by multiplying the 2007 rate by the Inflation multiplier.

Issaquah Facilty Rate
n a ion 0 a aciiFMD RATE Capped Rate multiplier Contract Rate* Lease Charge2007 12.65 12.65 17.00 29.652008 13.03 1.030 17.51 17.512009 13.42 1.061 18.04 18.042010. This rate is a 13.83 1.093 18.58 18.582011 placeholder 14.24 1.126 19.13 19.132012 pending calculation 14.66 1.159 19.71 19.712013 in accord.nce with 15.10 1.194 20.30 20.302014 Exhibit C. 15.56 1.230 20.91 20.912015 16.03 1.267 21.54 21.542016 16.51 1.305 22.18 22.18

Footnote:
* Per Exhibit C. the rate each year following 2007 is the lesser amount between the actual rate provided by King Countys

,q~!imffft¡¡êafffW ii¡Mi~ttßfè~Ø1mt~eff~~8Jwdf~~~gqRè FÂm~~8gg1f~c¡i&J~6n pursuant to Section 4.3 of theAgreement. .
Exhibit A - FinaLxls (Tab: Facility Rates)
3/13/2006 2:42 PM



EXHBIT B
ANNUAL FACILITY CHARGES FOR DISTRICT COURT FACILITIES

IN THE CITIES OF BURIEN, KENT, REDMOND, AN SHORELINE

Ths Exhbit is attached to the Interlocal Agreement for the Provision of 

Distrct Court Servicesbetween the County and the City. The terms and conditions described in this Exhbit are a
~rter description of the obligations of the paries regarding the calculation of annual facility

charges for existing Distrct Court faci1ities in the cities of Burien, Kent, Redmond, and
Shoreline at commencement of ths Agreement.

1. Beginng in 2007and continuing though 2016, the anual facility charge is the net rentable
square footage in each facility pursuant to Section 3.2 multiplied by the rate per square foot.
The rate per square foot is the sum of the rate for Operations and Maintenance (Paragraph
#2) and the Rental rate (Paragraph #3).

2. Kig County's Facilities Management Division determes the cost per square foot for
Operations and Maintenance for facilities owned and maintained by the County. The
Facilities Management Division wil provide the rate for Operations and Maintenance for the
next calendar year for each applicable Distrct Cour faciJity by September of each year. For
the purposes of ths Agreement, the rate provided will exclude any adjustment for restorig
the division's fud balance reserve. For 2007, the rate is $12.65 or the actual rate provided
by the Facilities Management Division, whichever is Jess. The rate each year thereafter is the
lesser amount between the actual rate provided by the Facilities Management Division and
the capped rate determned by multiplying the 2007 rate by the multiplier for the
corresponding year shown in the following table.

Inflation
2008

3%
2009

3%
2010

3%
2011

3%
2012

3%
2013

3%
2014

3%
2015

3%
2016

3%
Multiplier 1.030 1.061 1.0931.1261.1591.1941.2301.2671.305

3. The Rent beggg in 2007 shall be $11.80 per square foot. Ths rate will be increased by
2% per year for nie years thereafter.

4. Beging in July 2014 and ending no later than March 31, 2015, the Cities and the County
shall determe a methodology for an anual facility charge for existing facilities referenced
in ths exhbit for 2017 and subsequent years. Ths methodology shall take into account a
reasonable fair market value for existing court facilittes.

'---~T-- ,-



EXHmlT C
ANNUAL FACILITY CHARGES FOR THE DISTRICT COURT FACILITY IN THE

CITY OF ISSAQUAH

Ths Exhbit is attached to the Interlocal Agreement for the Provision of Distrct Cour Services
between the County and the City. The terms and conditions described in ths Exhbit are a
fuer description of the obligations of the paries regarding the calculation of the anual facility

charge for the existing District Court facility in the city ofIssaquah at commencement of 

thisAgreement.

1. Beginng in 2007 and continuing though 2016, the anual facility charge for the existing
Issaquah facility is the net square footage puruant to Section 3.2 multiplied by the rate per
square foot. The rate per square foot is the su of the rate for Operations and Maintenance

(Paragraph #2) and the Lease rate (paragraph #3).

2. Kig County's Facilities Management Division determes the cost per square foot for
Operations and Maintenance for facilties oWledand maintained by the County. The
Facilities Management Division wil provide the rate for Operations and Maintenance for the
next calendar year for each applicable Distrct Cour facility by September of each year. For
the purposes of ths Agreement, the rate provided will exclude any adjustment for rebuilding
the division's fund balance reserve. For 2007, the rate is $12.65 or the actual rate provided
by the Facilities Management Division, whichever is less. The rate each year thereafter is the
lesser amount between the actual rate provided by the Facilities Management Division and
the capped rate determed by multiplyig the 2007 rate by the multiplier for the
corresponding year shown in the following table.

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016Inflation 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3% 3%
Multiplier 1.030 1.061 1.093 1.126 1.159 1.194 1.230 1.267 1.305

3. The Lease rate is based on the County's anual amortized lease cost for the Issaquah facility
reduced for the amortized amount of 

the residual value of the facility and land. Attachment 1to this Exhbit shows the methodology for ths calculation including the fial negotiated lease
rate (Option C). The final negotiated lease rate, which is shown below, is calculated based
on a 3% anual escalation factor and includes major maintenance.

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011$17.00 $17.51 $18.04 $18.58 $19.13
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016$19.71 $20.30 $20.91 $21.54 $22.18

4. Beginng in July 2014 and ending no later than March 31, 2015, the Cities ~.~ th~ County
shall determne a methodology for an anual facility charge for existing faciliti~s referenced
in ths exhbit for 2017 and subsequent years. For 2017,2018, and 201 

9; ths methodologyshaH be consistent with the lease methodology in Attachment 1 to this Exhbit. For 2020 and
thereafter, this methodology shal1 take into account a reasonable fair market value for
existing court facilities.



A
T

T
A

C
H

M
N

T
 1

 T
O

 E
X

H
IT

 C

R
el

 D
is

un
t r

at
e

L
a
 
V
a
l
u
c

B
u
i
l
d
i
 
V
a
l
u
c

D
ep

ia
bl

e 
Li

e 
of

 B
ui

di
g

B
u
i
d
i
s
 
S
S
 
F
e
e
t

B
as

e 
Y

ea

N
um

be
 o

fY
 c

a 
F

or
 A

ny
si

s

E
sc

at
i p

ay
m

t b
eg

ig
 in

 y
ea

P
ay

m
en

 e
sc

at
or

 r
at

e

L
ad

 V
al

ue
 a

pp
re

B
ui

ld
Ù

1 
V

al
ue

 a
pp

R
es

id
ua

l V
al

ue
 . 

O
n 

a 
M

ar
et

 V
al

ue
 B

as
is

Y
ea

r
B

ui
ld

ig

1
 
2
0
0
0
 
$
5
.
1
4
1
.
7
6
0

2
 
2
0
0
1
 
$
5
.
2
9
6
.
0
1
3

3
 
2
0
0
2
 
$
5
.
4
5
4
.
8
9
3

4 
20

03
 $

5.
6 

I 8
.5

40
5
 
2
0
0
4
 
$
5
.
7
8
7
,
0
9
6

6
 
2
0
0
5
 
$
5
.
9
6
0
.
7
0
9

7
 
2
0
0
6
 
$
6
.
1
3
9
.
5
3
0

,:.
.;i

a¡
f

::~
~j

fi
i

:; 
.::

l~
d¥

~
i~

;~
ii"

'.
\6

/2
01

5$
~

¡Q
Q

;1
i9

S
d 

.
17

 2
Q

lf
¡.

,. 
...

 ~
~?

$I
W

1f
\
8
 
2
0
.
1
7
 
.
$
~
.
~
!
~
~

19
22

18
 . 

$8
.7

5M
02

 .
20

 2
01

9 
$9

,0
16

,\0
7

A
cc

ul
at

ed
D

ep
re

ia
tio

n
N

et
 B

ui
ld

in
g

va
lu

c

5.
0%

 T
hi

s 
co

m
pa

re
s 

to
 5

%
 In

 s
ta

nd
ar

d 
an

al
ys

is
 fo

r 
K

C
 R

ea
l E

st
at

e 
le

as
e 

vs
 p

uc
ha

se
 b

ui
ld

in
gs

$9
08

,0
00

$4
,9

92
.0

00 50

16
,6

42

20
00 20

20
07

3.
0%

4.
00

%

3.
00

%

L
ad

$
1
0
2
,
8
3
5
 
$
5
,
0
3
8
,
9
2
5
 
$
9
4
4
,
3
2
0
 
$
5
.
9
8
3
.
2
4
5

$
2
1
 
\
.
8
4
1
 
$
5
,
0
8
4
,
1
7
 
$
9
8
2
.
0
9
3
 
1
6
.
0
6
6
.
2
6
5

$
3
2
7
.
2
9
4
 
$
5
,
1
2
7
.
6
0
0
 
$
\
,
0
2
1
.
3
7
7
 
$
6
,
1
4
8
.
9
7
6

$4
49

.4
83

 $
5.

16
9.

05
7 

$1
.0

62
.2

32
 $

6,
23

\,2
88

$
5
7
8
,
7
1
0
 
$
5
,
2
0
8
.
3
8
7
 
$
1
.
\
0
4
.
7
2
1
 
$
6
,
3
1
3
.
1
0
7

$
7
1
5
,
2
8
5
 
$
5
.
2
4
5
.
4
2
4
 
$
1
,
1
4
8
,
9
1
0
 
$
6
,
3
9
4
,
3
3
4

$
8
5
9
,
5
3
4
 
$
5
,
2
7
9
,
9
9
6
 
$
1
,
1
9
4
,
8
6
6
 
$
6
,
4
7
4
.
8
6
2

::"
.:.

/::
:' 

. "
.~

 :.
;.~

.. 
:."

:"
'"

.. 
J7

.l7
S

¡S
l1

$
)
;
3
2
6
)
3
1
 
.
S
5
.
2
7
,
1
7
1
"
S
I
.
9
1
3
;
0
1
9
 
$
7
;
3
4
0
,
1
9
0

$
3
.
6
0
6
,
4
4
3
 
$
5
,
4
0
9
,
6
6
4
 
$
1
.
9
8
9
,
5
4
0
 
$
7
.
3
9
9
.
2
0
4

R
es

id
ua

l V
al

ue
s

E
nd

 o
f2

0 
PV

B
ui

di
ng

$1
.1

28
,8

59
L

ad
$4

15
.1

66

T
ot

al
St

an
da

rd
Pa

ym
en

t

20
 y

ea
r

A
M

ua
l

~
 
R
e
s
i
d
u
a
l
 
C
r
e
i
t

:.,
":

'

$6
26

.1
96

$4
79

.4
90

$4
81

.7
00

$4
83

,3
15

$4
79

.4
28

$4
80

. i
 1

3

$
4
8
0
.
1
5
3
 
$
2
8
.
8
5

S~
79

.6
$3

 ..
 '$

28
:8

2;

.
~
:
r
~
:
.
 
.
 
.
:
:
1
t
:
(

$4
a3

.9
S

8S
29

;0
8 

.

:I
i)

!"
~;

$4
81

'Ú
O

 ..
 .$

2$
,9

5,
$4

80
.6

45
S

28
;8

8 
.

14
83

.4
60

S2
9:

05

T
o
t
a
l
l
 
N
P
V
 
$
4
,
8
0
6
,
0
8
1

$1
.5

44
.0

26

15
9.

02
2

15
9.

02
2

15
9.

02
2

15
9,

02
2

15
9.

02
2

15
9.

02
2

15
9.

02
2

,
 
l
S
9
,
Ø
a

;'.
 . 

l5
9,

02
2 

.'.

. 1
~

9.
2k

..
is

~,
o#

...
 1

~~
,~

~~

;l~
9;

O
~r

i~
~,

02
2;

.
 
.
1
~
9
;
O
~
t

15
9.

02
2

L
W

!O
a

15
9.

02
2.

15
9;

02
2

1 
5~

;0
22

$1
.5

44
.0

26

9;
56

9;
56

9.
56

9,
56

9;
56

9,
.5

6

9.
56

.9
;$

6.
9~

W
9;

's
~

 .'
.

..,
..!

!;
~6

.,.
.

~!
l.

9:
s,

f.
.~

Ü
6:

.,?
,,~

§/
.

..9
.5

6,
:

.9
.5

6

. ,
9,

56

R
e
v
i
s
 
P
a
y
m
e
n
t

14
67

.1
74

$3
20

.4
68

13
22

.6
78

13
24

,2
93

$3
20

.4
06

$3
21

.0
91

$3
21

,1
31

'..
. Sm

A
ll 

,

. .
 J

l~
4A

8i
 ..

...
.$

~G
1k

 . 
...

.

...
.:~

i~
f;

~;
?"

.'

,..
 ,s

¥1
;~

~
6?

 .

i~
~~

;~
:"

,

...
'i~

#)
i~

~/
.'.

$3
22

;7
8$

. .
$3

22
.6

23

13
24

;3
S

$3
.2

62
.0

55

O
P
T
I
O
N
 
A
.

N
o
 
r
e
s
i
d
u
a

ra
te

$2
8,

07
$1

9,
26

$1
9,

39
$ 

i 9
.4

9

$1
9,

25
$\

9,
29

$1
9.

30
~i

9~
Z

7 
.

. $
1,

9,
S

O
..

.$
19

.3
9

.~
~~

;~
:..

;'S
j9

1~
i' 

.
~i

9~
Z

!t
,.'

$i
~.

~9
'..

 ;$
19

;3
2.

.
..$

19
,3

9
$1

9,
40

 ¡
'

S1
9.

33
S1

9.
50

19
6,

0

15
1.

9

O
P

T
IO

N
 B

-
N

o 
re

sd
ua

 &
E

sa
dD

g
pa

ym
eD

t

$2
8.

07

$1
9,

26
11

9.
39

11
9.

49
$1

9.
25

$1
9.

29

$1
9.

30
S1

6;
S6

.S
pa

1
.S

17
;ti

8
sl

8;
34

.. 
~i

'U
j7

5.
.1

!T
.ts

...
$l

im
~

$:
:~

~~
O

..,
 $

21
;0

3 
.

S2
h~

S
S2

Z
.4

Ø
$Z

Z
;9

9
SZ

3;
89

19
6.

0

15
1.

9

T
ol

a
R

ed
uc

tio
f
r
m
 
S

($
12

,2
6)

($
11

.7
9)

($
) 

1.
6)

($
)0

,7
4)

($
10

.1
8)

($
9.

62
)

($
9.

05
)

($
8,

44
)

($
7,

84
)

($
7.

20
)

(
$
6
,
5
5
)
 
.
.

($
5.

89
)

($
5.

16
)

O
PT

IO
N

 C
O

pd
on

 B
 p

lu
m

aj
o

m
al

nt
ea

nc

S1
7.

00
$1

7.
s1

.. 
S

lS
.0

4
Si

8.
58

S
l
9
;
 
1
3

$1
9,

1
$;

29
;3

1)

$~
a;

9i
. $

Z
1.

54
$2

2.
.1

8
$2

2;
85

1
$U

53
S2

4.
24



EXHIBIT D
ONE-TIME COSTS FOR TECHNOLOGY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

Ths exhbit is attached to the Interlocal Agreement for the Provision of Distrct Court
Services between the County and the City. The terms and conditions described in this
Exhbit are a fuher description of 

the obligations of the parties regarding the one-timecosts for technology improvement projects.

1. The Distrct Court shall present its five-year technology plan and annual update to the
DCMRC beginng in 2007. The technology plan shall be consistent with the
Technology Plan Template published by the King County Offce ofInformation and
Resource Management. The technology plan shall describe the projected business
needs of the Distrct Cour, assess the ability of ClUent technology systems to meet
these needs, and outlne overall technology strategies and potential projects to support
the projected business needs of the Distrct Cour. The Distrct Cour shall present
the business case for each proposed technology improvement project. The business
case shall identify: (1) capital, operations and maintenance costs for each technology
improvement project, (2) the benefits to the cour system and users, and (3) potential
impacts to cities associated with implementing each technology improvement project.
The Cities shall have an opportity to provide input on the five-year technology plan

and business cases for proposed technology improvement projects. One-time costs
for technology improvement projects shall be identified separately from operating and
capital costs as part of reconciliation.

2. For 2007, 2008, and 2009 only, the amount of Cities' anual contribution to the
reserve (sing fund) for fuding their share of 

the one-tie costs for technologyimprovement projects shall be equivalent to the Cities' share of$100,000. Beging
in 2010, the amount of their anual contrbution shall be equivalent to the Cities'
share of $300,000. The Cities' share is defined as the multiplier calculated in
Attachment A of Exhbit A (percentage of salares and benefits for contract cities).

3. The Cities' contrbution would be adjusted or waived in any year where the reserve is

projected to exceed the equivalent of 
the Cities' share of $900,000 increased by 2%per year beging in 2008. Anually, the net interest earngs attbutable to the

balance of funds in the Cities' resere shall accrue to their reserve.
4. Funds &om the reserve shall not be used until a business case for the technology

improvement project has been presented to the DCMRC and the technology
improvement project has been implemented. The amount of fuds used for anyone
project shall be based on the Cities' share. If 

the funds in the reserve are notsuffcient to cover the Cities' share of an implemented technology improvement
project, the contrbutions of Cities to the reserve fund in subsequent years may be
used to cover this shortfalL.

5. If this Agreement is terminated, the City shall receive its portion of the reserve
remaining on January 1 st following the date of termation.
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