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2020 CITY COUNCIL APPOINTMENTS 

COUNCIL COMMITTEE 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
Atkins (C), Blewett (VC), Gates, McGough, Narvaez, 
Resendez, West 

ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABILITY 
Narvaez (C), West (VC), Atkins, Blackmon, Gates 

GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE AND FINANCIAL 
MANAGEMENT 
Mendelsohn (C), Gates (VC), Bazaldua, 
McGough, Thomas 

HOUSING AND HOMELESSNESS SOLUTIONS 
West (C), Thomas (VC), Arnold, Blackmon, Kleinman, 
Mendelsohn, Resendez 

PUBLIC SAFETY 
Gates (C), Kleinman (VC), Arnold, Bazaldua, 
Blewett, McGough, Medrano, Mendelsohn, 
Thomas 

QUALITY OF LIFE, ARTS, AND CULTURE 
Medrano (C), Atkins (VC), Arnold, Blewett, Narvaez 

TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
McGough (C), Medrano (VC), Atkins, Bazaldua, 
Kleinman, Mendelsohn, West 

WORKFORCE, EDUCATION, AND EQUITY 
Thomas (C), Resendez (VC), Blackmon, Kleinman, 
Medrano 

AD HOC JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMITTEE 
McGough (C), Blewett, Mendelsohn, Narvaez, West 

AD HOC LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS 
Johnson (C), Mendelsohn (VC), Atkins, 
Gates, McGough 

AD HOC COMMITTEE ON COVID-19 RECOVERY 
AND ASSISTANCE 
Thomas (C), Atkins, Blewett, Gates, 
Mendelsohn, Narvaez, Resendez 

(C) – Chair, (VC) – Vice Chair

Note: A quorum of the Dallas City Council may attend this Council Committee meeting. 
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Approval of the October 12, 2020 Minutes

CALL TO ORDER 

MINUTES

A. 20-2159

MinutesAttachments:

Overview of REAL Change Initiatives and Office of Integrated Public Safety 

Solutions

[David Pughes, Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions]

BRIEFING ITEMS 

B. 20-2160

PresentationAttachments:

C. KPMG Police Efficiency Study Update Including Review of 911 Call Center 

Operations

[Major Isarael Herrera, Dallas Police Department]

20-2161

Memorandum
Presentation
Presentation

Attachments:

D. Dallas Fire- Rescue’s EMS Quality Management Program

[Armando Garza, Lieutenant, Dallas Fire Rescue Department, S. Marshal 

Isaacs, MD Medical Director]

20-2162

Memorandum
Presentation

Attachments:

E. 2018 Fire Code Amendment Adoption 

[Christopher Martinez, Fire Marshal, Dallas Fire Rescue Department] 
20-2163

Memorandum
Presentation

Attachments:

F. 2020 Violent Crime Reduction Plan Update

[Teena Schultz, Deputy Assistant Chief, Dallas Police Department]
20-2164

PresentationAttachments:

G. Public Safety Dashboards

[Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager, City Manager’s Office]
20-2165

PresentationAttachments:

BRIEFING BY MEMORANDUM
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H. Paramedic Staffing Plan

[Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager, City Manager’s Office]
20-2166

MemorandumAttachments:

I. Dallas Police Chief Search Update

[Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager, City Manager’s Office]
20-2167

MemorandumAttachments:

J. Response and Plans to implement recommendations from DV Task Force

[Ulisha Hall, Chief of Police, Dallas Police Department]
20-2168

MemorandumAttachments:

K. “8 Can’t Wait Campaign General Orders”

[Ulisha Hall, Chief of Police, Dallas Police Department]
20-2169

MemorandumAttachments:

UPCOMING AGENDA ITEMS

L. Court Collections Contract and Contract Security

[Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager, City Manager’s Office]
20-2237

MemorandumAttachments:

M. Cruising Ordinance

[Ulisha Hall, Chief of Police, Dallas Police Department]
20-2253

MemorandumAttachments:

ADJOURNMENT
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EXECUTIVE SESSION NOTICE

A closed executive session may be held if the discussion of any of the above agenda items 

concerns one of the following:

1. seeking the advice of its attorney about pending or contemplated litigation, settlement 

offers, or any matter in which the duty of the attorney to the City Council under the Texas 

Disciplinary Rules of Professional Conduct of the State Bar of Texas clearly conflicts 

with the Texas Open Meetings Act.  [Tex. Govt. Code §551.071]

2. deliberating the purchase, exchange, lease, or value of real property if deliberation in an

open meeting would have a detrimental effect on the position of the city in negotiations 

with a third person.  [Tex. Govt. Code §551.072]

3. deliberating a negotiated contract for a prospective gift or donation to the city if 

deliberation in an open meeting would have a detrimental effect on the position of the 

city in negotiations with a third person. [Tex. Govt. Code §551.073]

4. deliberating the appointment, employment, evaluation, reassignment, duties, discipline, 

or dismissal of a public officer or employee; or to hear a complaint or charge against an 

officer or employee unless the officer or employee who is the subject of the deliberation 

or hearing requests a public hearing.  [Tex. Govt. Code §551.074]

5. deliberating the deployment, or specific occasions for implementation, of security 

personnel or devices.  [Tex. Govt. Code §551.076]

6. discussing or deliberating commercial or financial information that the city has received 

from a business prospect that the city seeks to have locate, stay or expand in or near the

city and with which the city is conducting economic development negotiations; or 

deliberating the offer of a financial or other incentive to a business prospect.  [Tex Govt . 

Code §551.087]

7. deliberating security assessments or deployments relating to information resources 

technology, network security information, or the deployment or specific occasions for 

implementations of security personnel, critical infrastructure, or security devices.  [ Tex 

Govt. Code §551.089]
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Public Safety Committee  
Meeting Record 

 
 

The Public Committee meetings are recorded. Agenda materials are available online at www.dallascityhall.com.  
Recordings may be reviewed/copied by contacting the Public Safety Committee Coordinator at 214-671-5265. 

 
 
Meeting Date:  Monday, October 12, 2020 Convened: 1:00 P.M. Adjourned: 4:07 P.M. 
 
Committee Members Present: Committee Members Absent: 
DMPT B. Adam McGough, Chair N/A 
Carolyn King Arnold, Vice Chair  
Adam Bazaldua  
David Blewett Other Council Members Present: 
MPT Adam Medrano Jennifer Gates 
Cara Mendelsohn Chad West 
Casey Thomas, II Paula Blackmon 
 Omar Narvaez 
   
AGENDA:  
 
Call to Order (1:00 P.M.) 
 
A. Approval of the September 14, 2020 Minutes 

Presenter(s):  DMPT B. Adam McGough, Chair 
Information Only:  

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s):   
A motion was made to approve the September 14, 2020 meeting minutes. 

 
Motion made by: Adam Bazaldua Motion Seconded by: MPT Adam Medrano 
Item passed unanimously:  Item passed on a divided vote:  
Item failed unanimously:  Item failed on a divided vote:  

 
 
B. Municipal Traffic Safety Initiatives Award (MTSI) 

Presenter(s): Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager, City Manager’s Office 
Information Only:  

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s):   
Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager announced a special recognition to Judge Robinson and his team 
of judges for their outstanding achievement on receiving the 2020 Municipal Traffic Safety Initiatives 
(MTSI) award. 

 
Motion made by:  Motion Seconded by:  
Item passed unanimously:  Item passed on a divided vote:  
Item failed unanimously:  Item failed on a divided vote:  

 
 
C. Domestic Violence Task Force Report 

Presenter(s):  Councilmember Jennifer Gates 
Information Only:  

file://fscty07/fscmo01/CMOVOL05/CMO/Management%20Assistants/Miriam%20Bebawy/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/INetCache/Content.Outlook/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/INetCache/2017/12-11-17/www.dallascityhall.com
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Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s):   
Councilmember Gates provided the Committee with a presentation overview on the Domestic Violence 
Task Force report. The 2020 Domestic Violence Task Force focuses on increasing shelter space, 
training police, partnering with public schools, removing barriers to transportation, decreasing the threat 
of severe injury and death due to domestic violence, and serving multicultural and diverse populations. 
All questions and concerns were answered. 
 
Motion made by:   Motion Seconded by:   
Item passed unanimously:  Item passed on a divided vote:  
Item failed unanimously:  
 

 

Item failed on a divided vote:  
 

D. 2020 Violent Crime Reduction Plan Update 
Presenter(s): Teena Schultz, Deputy Assistant Chief, Dallas Police Department 
Information Only:  

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s): 
Staff provided the Committee with an update on their 2020 Crime Reduction Plan. The Committee 
expressed concern over officer burnout leading to a high turnover rate. Communication was stressed as 
being important for the committee to know what DPD needs. All questions and concerns were 
answered. 
 

 
Motion made by:  Motion Seconded by:  
Item passed unanimously:  Item passed on a divided vote:  
Item failed unanimously:  Item failed on a divided vote:  

 
 
E. Proposed Resolution Regarding testing Cannabis   

Presenter(s): Reuben Ramirez, Deputy Chief of Dallas Police Department 
Information Only:  

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s): 
Staff provided the Committee with a presentation overview on the Proposed Resolution Regarding 
Testing Cannabis. John Creuzot, District Attorney briefed the Committee on current policies to testing 
cannabis.  All questions and concerns were answered. 

 
Motion made by:  Motion Seconded by:  
Item passed unanimously:  Item passed on a divided vote:  
Item failed unanimously:  Item failed on a divided vote:  

 

F. Municipal Court Update   
Presenter(s): Preston Robinson, Municipal Court Judge 
Information Only:  
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Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s): 
Staff provided the Committee with a presentation overview of the pandemic’s impact on trial settings. It 
included accomplishments, highlighted challenges faced by the Court, and considerations on the Court’s 
strategies on moving forward. The Committee had no questions on this item. 

 
Motion made by:  Motion Seconded by:  
Item passed unanimously:  Item passed on a divided vote:  
Item failed unanimously:  Item failed on a divided vote:  
 

G. Public Safety Dashboards 
Presenter(s): Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager, City Manager’s Office 
Information Only:  

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s):   
Staff provided the Committee with the Public Safety Dashboards for September 2020 in order to provide 
a comprehensive snapshot of performance measures, critical areas of concerns, and staffing levels. All 
questions and concerns were answered. 
 

H. Dallas Police Chief Search Update 
Presenter(s): Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager, City Manager’s Office 
Information Only:  

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s):   
This briefing memo referenced on the Dallas Police Search process. After reviewing a total of five 
firm proposals, the Public Sector Search & Consulting (PSSC) was chosen as the most qualified firm 
to help select the next police Chief. Staff will provide additional updates as the schedule is 
developed and the process is underway. The Committee expressed desire to include Dallas 
stakeholders. 
 

 

I. 911 Call Center Staffing 
Presenter(s): Ulisha Hall, Chief of Police 
Information Only:  

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s):   
This briefing memo referenced on the Dallas Police Communications Update. Staff provided the current 
key performance metrics and staffing levels, actions currently being undertaken to improve 
performance, and steps going forward. The Committee requested more information on staffing, 
including data on the turnover rate. 

 
 
J. Judicial Nomination Process 

Presenter(s): Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager, City Manager’s Office 
Information Only:   

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s):   
This briefing memo referenced on the Appointment of Municipal Judges. The Committee had no 
questions on this item. 
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K. COPS Community Policing Development Micro Grant Program-Violence Interruption 
Presenter(s): David Pughes, Integrated Public Safety Solutions Office 
Information Only:  

 
Action Taken/Committee Recommendation(s):   
This briefing memo referenced on the Community Policing Development Micro Grant Program. All 
questions and concerns were answered. 

 
 
 

 
APPROVED BY:  ATTEST: 
   

 
 
 

DMPT B. Adam McGough, Chair 
Public Safety Committee 

 Karen Gonzalez, Coordinator 
Public Safety Committee 

 



Overview of R.E.A.L. 
Change Programs 

and 
Office of Integrated Public 

Safety Solutions

David Pughes
Johnny Ramos

Integrated Public Safety Solutions



Overview 

• R.E.A.L. change:
• Overview of program
• Final Budget Allocations
• Program implementation targets

• Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions: 
• Risk Terrain Modeling update
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R.E.A.L. Change
• In June 2020, the City Manager released One Dallas: 

R.E.A.L. Change Initiatives
• Included immediate, short-term, and long-term strategies 

that are:
• Responsible
• Equitable
• Accountable
• Legitimate

• FY21 budget expands on this action plan
• Recognizes we cannot arrest our way out of violent crime
• Redirects resources to alternative solutions to increase safety in 

our neighborhoods
• Implements recommendations from the Mayor’s Task Force on 

Safe Communities
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R.E.A.L. Change
• R.E.A.L. change provides public safety solutions through non-

traditional law enforcement intervention

• These programs deal with community safety issues holistically and are
designed to address systemic societal problems at the root cause

• They redirect resources to long term alternative solutions that will:
• Proactively address issues to increase safety
• Reduce demand for police service
• Build a foundation of trust between historically marginalized communities and

law enforcement
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R.E.A.L. Change
• In FY 21 the following R.E.A.L. Change programs are 

funded:
• Expansion of RIGHT Care
• Behavioral Health Services
• Mobile Crisis Response
• Recovery Services Center
• Re-entry Programs
• Violence Interruption
• Environmental Improvements for Crime Reduction

• Lighting improvements
• Blight remediation
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RIGHT Care expansion

Rapid Integrated Group Healthcare Team (RIGHT Care)
• RIGHT Care provides comprehensive services to 

individuals in need of immediate behavioral health care

• RIGHT care team includes:
• Licensed mental health professional
• Emergency medical services technician
• Specially trained law enforcement officer

• The benefits of RIGHT Care
• Prevention and intervention services for persons in crisis
• Reducing incidents in which individuals enter the criminal justice system
• Changes response to behavioral health calls from DPD to RIGHT Care team
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RIGHT Care expansion

• Expand RIGHT Care program
• Funding

• $2.2M in FY21 to fund the existing team and four new teams with goal of 
responding to 6,500 calls

• An additional $1.5M in FY22 and five more teams with a goal of 
responding to all 13,000 calls

• Managed by Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions
• External partners working in communications and the field are 

critical to the expansion of the program
• Parkland Health and Hospital System
• North Texas Behavioral Health Authority

Planned FY 21 expansion targeted for March 2021
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Behavioral Health Services
• In FY21 $500,000 has been budgeted to remove barriers to 

behavioral health care in communities with limited or no access
• This program is managed by the Office of Integrated Public 

Safety Solutions 
• The funding will assist Right Care Teams and Mobile Crisis 

Response personnel provide a higher level of care and follow-up 
to individuals in need and avoid unnecessary:

• Hospitalizations
• Arrests
• Interactions between individuals in crisis and patrol officers
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Mobile Crisis Response

• Assist the Dallas Police Department in non-law enforcement situations

• Provide services for human and social service needs to disadvantaged, distressed and vulnerable
persons in need of professional assistance

• Allow the officer to return to traditional law enforcement duties
• Crisis caseworkers will also be mobilized in the event of a large-scale disaster to work

with the Office of Emergency Management to assist individuals and families in need.

• FY 21 budget allocated $1,194,375 for Mobile Crisis Response

• Managed by the Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions
• Staffing: Manager, (3) Supervisors, (21) caseworkers

• FY 21 implementation targeted for March 2021
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Recovering Services Center
• The recovering services center (Sobering center) is a 

collaborative program with Dallas City Marshal’s Office, Office 
of Integrated Public Safety Solutions and outside service 
providers

• will work as a hub to connect individuals with substance use 
disorders to appropriate treatment options

• Pre-charge diversion
• Eligible individuals will have the opportunity to voluntarily participate in 

this program
• Case workers will work with individuals to divert public intoxication cases 

from jail to recovery services with no criminal charge
• $650,000 allocated for sobering center at CDC

• Staffing: 1 manager, 4 supervisors and 6 counselors
• Modifications to existing facility
• Recovering services program targeted for June 2021
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Re-entry Programs
• American prisons and jails hold over 2.1 million 

incarcerated individuals at any given time 
• Almost every one of these individuals will return to their 

community once they have completed their sentence or 
received parole

• Successful re-entry programs provide the following 
services: 

• Pre-release contact
• Mentorship
• Housing placement
• Family relationship training
• Employment training and placement
• Financial literacy classes
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Re-entry Programs
• FY 21 allocated $1,000,000 for re-entry programs to be

split between Office of Community Care (OCC) and
Economic Development

• OCC will administer re-entry funding via nonprofit
community partners with a focus on supporting the
basic and social needs of recently-released justice-
impacted individuals

• Housing
• Transition support
• Child care resources

• OCC will coordinate with Economic Development to
connect clients, their core needs having been met, to
resources focused on job skills training and GEDs

• Request for Proposals targeted for second quarter of
FY21
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Violence Interruption Programs
• Violence interruption programs, used in cities throughout 

the United States, provide a proven, community-led 
solution to reducing violence

• Managed by Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions 
• Hire third party contractors to provide:

• Violence Interruption programs
• Peer-based mentorship
• Community support initiatives

• City of Dallas budget allocation: $800,000
• Dallas applied for and received $100,000 in grant funding from 

the Department of Justice for:
• Salary of program manager
• Data analysis of performance metrics by an academic institution 

• RFP will be utilized, and programs selected through 
procurement process with a target date of April 2021
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Environmental Improvements for Crime Reduction

• The Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions (OIPSS) works collaboratively with 
Transportation and Public Works to implement the improved lighting plan for the city

• Strategic implementation of lighting improvements to enhance public safety are being 
developed through the following overlaid spatial data factors:

1. Historical and current nighttime criminal activity trends
2. Dallas Police Department target areas
3. Location of violent crimes involving firearms 
4. Number of lights
5. Risk Terrain Modeling

• Improved lighting efforts to promote public safety will consist of:
• Installation of new city owned street lights
• Upgrade existing lights to high wattage L.E.D. 
• Repair and replace broken lights
• Utilization of portable lighting

• OIPSS initiated implementation of public safety lighting improvements on October 8, 2020
• Currently working with Oncor to upgrade 76 street lights along the Malcolm X corridor

• FY 21 City of Dallas budget allocation for lighting improvements in high crime areas: 
$2,000,000
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Environmental Improvements for Crime Reduction

• The Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions works 
collaboratively with Code Enforcement to remediate blighted 
buildings and abandoned lots in high violence locations

• Physical conditions are among the primary reasons why crime 
occurs at specific locations one generation after another

• Urban blight and decay are now widely recognized as 
factors that promote, encourage, and contribute to criminal 
activity

• Blighted, structures and abandoned buildings: $250,000
• Abandoned lots and illegal dumping: $1,420,347

• Three new mow/clean crews in Code Compliance to target illegal dumping

• FY 21 Total blight remediation budget allocation: $1,670,347
• Implementation and hiring of new teams targeted for first quarter of 2021
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Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions Update

• On April 29, 2020 the City of Dallas opened the Office of 
Integrated Public Safety Solutions as part of a 
sustainable and holistic approach to crime reduction

• The office utilizes Risk Terrain Modeling (RTM) to identify 
and map high risk areas in the city

• RTM uses GIS techniques to explore the relationship between 
crime and the spatial features that influence and encourage 
criminal activity

• Proactively identify and addresses systemic factors that 
contribute to criminal activity 

• Provides non-law enforcement solutions
• Reducing the demand for police services
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• The initial high risk area was identified as the Malcolm 
X/Marburg Area at the Southeast Division

Risk Terrain Modeling Update
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Data Driven Approach:
The RTM Team tracks statistical 
information in this high risk area 
through an automated dashboard that 
was created by the Intelligence Led 
Policing Division

• Risk Factors
• Criminal offenses
• 911 calls
• Weapons Violations
• Narcotics Violations
• Arrests

Risk Terrain Modeling Update
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Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions Update

• OIPSS strategic interventions involves coordination among 
multiple departments

Action taken/Interventions
• Community prosecution 

• Obtained a temporary injunction order against “Little World” 
convenience store which requires additional lighting and 
uniformed  security after dark

• Enforce zoning requirements to shut down a dangerous 
convenience store at 4311 Malcolm X

• Work with property owner at 2805 Reed Lane to implement 
crime abatement measures and make substantial repairs to the 
commercial property

• File lawsuit to bring JC’s Club, Old Rhythm, and Pinkies into 
compliance with Dallas City Code
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Office of Integrated Public Safety Solutions Update

Action taken/Interventions
• Dallas Police 

• Patrol Division focused operations within RTM area
• Narcotics Operations 
• Technology enhancements 
• Installation of Cameras
• Bait Vehicle
• Crime prevention through environmental design assessments 

completed
• Convenience Store Inspections
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Risk Terrain Modeling Update
Actions taken/Interventions Continued

• Code Enforcement
• Cases/violations worked: 538
• Properties/location addressed: 177

• Zoning cases: 54
• Substandard Structure cases: 38

• Cases/violations complied by owner: 254
• Vacant lots/buildings addressed: 103
• Criminal Trespass Affidavits submitted by owner: 15
• Businesses inspected: 12
• Administrative warrant served/executed: 8
• Homeless Encampments cleaned: 4
• Community Service Projects coordinated: 2
• Mow Clean/Heavy Clean Initiatives: 10

• 203,400 lbs of debris removed 

• Referrals to other departments and agencies: 60
• (Dallas Police Department, Office of Homeless Solutions, Dallas Water Utilities, Public Works, 

Sanitation, Stormwater Management, Dallas Marshal’s Office, City Attorney’s Office, Child 
Protective Services)
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Risk Terrain Modeling Update
• Before and After Pictures of Community Service Projects
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Risk Terrain Modeling Update
• Before and After Pictures – Code Violation Intervention
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Risk Terrain Modeling Update
• Before and After Pictures – Brush Clean-up of area used 

to conceal narcotics usage
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Example of an Intervention

25

• Car wash and church parking lot at 4600 Malcolm X used 
for congregation and illegal activity on weekend nights



Example of an Intervention

26

• RISK Detective Bueno worked with church leaders who 
own the lot and obtained a donation from Home Depot 
for large security cable to close off access to the lot when 
church is not in attendance



Example of an Intervention

27

• Photo from weekend night after the lot was secure in not 
accessible



Current Results 
• The coordination and hard work of multiple city 

departments in this high-risk focus area are yielding 
positive results

• Positive recognition from Revitalize South Dallas Coalition
• The Malcolm X/Marburg focus area is experiencing a 3% 

reduction in crime vs 2019
• Calls for police are down 6%
• There has only been one criminal offense (Burglary of Motor 

Vehicle) since September 25, 2020
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Next Steps
• Steps for success

• Continued community engagement
• Additional interventions to include 

• Blight remediation
• Lighting enhancements

• Popular local artist has agreed to do a Mural painting 
• Crosswalk design and painting
• Creation of a monthly dashboard

29
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 Memorandum 
 
 
 
  

 

DATE November 6, 2020 CITY OF DALLAS 

TO Honorable Committee Members of the Public Safety Committee  

SUBJECT KPMG Efficiency Study & Call Center Operations 
 

“Our Product is Service” 
Empathy | Ethics | Excellence | Equity 

On November 9th, 2020, the Public Safety Committee will be briefed on the status of three 
KPMG improvement recommendations recently received by the Dallas Police 
Department.  The briefing will cover the status of the following three endeavors:  
 

• Conduct an operational/performance review of the DPD 911 Call Center 
unit 

• Designing and implementing a patrol pilot resource optimization model  
• Development of a five-year strategic plan 

 
Attached you will find a copy of the briefing along with the full operational/performance 
review of the DPD 911 Call Center unit.  The packet also includes an executive summary 
of the patrol pilot resource optimization model thus far. 
 
Should you have any questions, please contact Major Israel Herrera.   
 
 

 
 

Jon Fortune 
Assistant City Manager 
 
 
 
 
 

c: T.C. Broadnax, City Manager 
Chris Caso, City Attorney  
Mark Swann, City Auditor 
Bilierae Johnson, City Secretary 
Preston Robinson, Administrative Judge 
Kimberly Bizor Tolbert, Chief of Staff to the City Manager 
 

Majed A. Al-Ghafry, Assistant City Manager 
Joey Zapata, Assistant City Manager 
Dr. Eric A. Johnson, Chief of Economic Development and Neighborhood Services  
M. Elizabeth Reich, Chief Financial Officer 
M. Elizabeth (Liz) Cedillo-Pereira, Chief of Equity and Inclusion  
Directors and Assistant Directors 
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• November 2018 City Council authorized a consultant contract with 
KPMG LLP to conduct a staffing study and analysis of the Patrol and 
Investigations Bureaus
 August 2019, KPMG presented their findings to the Public Safety Committee

• May 27, 2020 City Council approved a supplemental agreement with 
KPMG to provide technical assistance on three of the ten strategic  
recommendations

• June 2020 Major Herrera was appointed project manager over the 
KPMG project team
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Ten Core Recommendations Given During Initial Report 
Number Recommendation

1 Develop a five-year strategic plan, including core principles and strategic objectives

2 Design and implement patrol pilot of resource optimization model

3 Conduct an operational and performance review of Dispatch unit to include staffing, scheduling, call grading, and processes

4 Redesign patrol operating model to support strategy for Response and Community Policing and implantation of patrol recommendations

5 Optimize investigations case management workflow, including the bureau’s organizational structure, case management process, and record 
management system (RMS) functionality

6 Establish strategy and structures to promote partnerships and multiagency problem solving 

7 Redesign and automate Compstat process to inform user-tailored data collection and reporting

8 Review organizational and staffing structure, span of control, and use of civilians

9 Strengthen data management and recording practices

10 Redesign performance regime to include unit-level goals and KPIs to support the department’s strategic objectives



Presentation Overview
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• This presentation will provide an update on three 
recommendations from the KPMG staffing report which include: 

Conduct an operational/performance review of Dispatch unit

Design and implement patrol pilot resource optimization model 

Development of a five-year strategic plan

• Present a long term plan to sustain progress of strategic initiatives 
within the Dallas Police Department
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• KPMG completed an assessment of 911 call-taking and dispatch 
functions

• There were 21 recommendations within the following six categories:
 Staffing
 Call signals and call priorities
 Call diversion
 Staff process and performance management
 Training
 Hiring

Focus 1: Communications Review

Note: Presentation attachments include full report
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Overview of the 21 Recommendations 

• Staffing
Implement civilianization of Communications Division
Realign 911 Call Taker staffing levels and management
Realign Dispatcher staffing levels and management
Investigate new processes to manage sickness and days off

• Call signals and call priorities
Implement a full overhaul of the use of the “other” problem type
Consolidation of duplicate and extraneous problem codes
Review process to improve target dispatch times
Refresh process for swapped and multi-assigned calls
Reclassification of priority 1 modes of response

Focus 1: Communications Review

Note: Presentation attachments include full report
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Overview of the 21 Recommendations – continued:

• Call diversion
Actively promote diversion of calls to expeditors and / or DORS
Identify opportunities to divert calls to other City Agencies

• Staff process and performance management
Update the overtime reporting process 
Implement a more formalized and standardized performance management 

process for all staff
Amend the dispatch policy to dispatch the nearest next available officer to an 

incident rather than the next available officer

Focus 1: Communications Review

Note: Presentation attachments include full report
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Overview of the 21 Recommendations – continued:

• Training
Refresh the existing training process for new staff & increase the number of trainers
Implement a new train-the-trainer program for new supervisors
Investigate the feasibility of a dedicated training division

• Hiring
Align the hiring process with civilian-specific application, documentation and sign off 

requirements
Instigate a formal process to proactively track the hiring process and flag any delays
Investigate redesigning the hiring process to an electronic system
Amend process for exit interviews

Focus 1: Communications Review

Note: Presentation attachments include full report
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Focus 1: Communications Review
• Actions taken since report provided September 2020

Category Recommendation Current Status Time frame
Start – Completion

Hiring Implement a process to proactively 
track hiring progress

Completed – Established biweekly reoccurring 
meeting with top executive leadership to track 
the ongoing progress of hiring vacancies. 

Completed Oct 2020

Call Signals and Call Priorities Reclassification of priority 1 modes of 
response

Item 1.) Completed – Change all priority 1 calls 
have been modified to have a code 3 response.

Item 2.) In progress -Reviewing all call signals.

Item 1.) Completed 

Item 2.) Oct ‘20 - Mar. ‘21

Staffing Implement Civilianization
In progress - 28 positions sworn positions within 
Communications will be civilianized. Supervisor 
positions have been posted.

Oct 2020 - Mar. ‘21

Call diversion Identify opportunities to divert calls to 
other city agencies

In progress - All DORS/Phone report eligible calls 
will be handled in communications as of Jan. 1st.    

In progress - Coordinating with other city 
departments during FY22 budget development 
process to divert low priority calls 

Oct 2020 - Mar. ‘21
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• Deep dive on hiring:

• Hiring has been centralized in HR 
Onboarding matrix created and reviewed daily by HR
Regular meetings with Civil Service

• Result: Hiring process time has been reduced by 50%

• New Executive – DPD has recruited and hired a 
seasoned civilian Executive with 15 years of experience 

Note: Most up-to-date stat on Communications can be found on the 11/09/20 PS Dashboard

Focus 1: Communications Review
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• Objective: Realigning staff to call & 
expanding the number of shifts
 South Central Launched March 2020
 Northeast launched September 2020
 Southeast launches November 2020

• Results – South Central % of P1 calls met 
increased by 3.8%   

• Biggest Opportunity: 
Call Response Bandwidth
 Of the patrol officers scheduled, at the end of the day, roughly 

45% of the officers’ time is devoted to call response

Focus 2: Pilot of Patrol Staffing Model

Expanding Call Response Bandwidth

Step 1 - 10 Officers Scheduled: 

Step 2 - Day of ≈ 8.3 officers report:

Step 3 – ≈ 4.5 officers available as call 
responders, after all other demands

All other on duty demands: 

*Traffic Stops
*Convenience Store Follow Ups
*Directed Patrol
*Racers
*Response Teams (e.g.-protests)

(accounts for sick/vacation)



Focus 2: Pilot of Patrol Staffing Model
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Going Forward:  Strategies to improve call response bandwidth

1. Evaluate the ability of dedicating officers to priorities 1 – 4 call response
a.  Identify opportunities to divert calls to other City agencies
b.  Increase the use of DORS and phone reports (expeditors) to reduce call volume

Goal is 11% diversion currently at 7%

2. Finish implement enhanced staffing model to other stations 
 Southeast is scheduled to launch November 2020
 Southwest is scheduled to launch January 2021
 Northwest is schedule to launch March 2021
Central is scheduled to launch May 2021
 Northcentral is scheduled to launch July 2021

3. Evaluate officer staging opportunities in high volume beats to improve response times

4. Vehicle manning strategy to improve response times
 47% of responding vehicles were in a 2-man format 

Please note: Internal 
estimates calculate that 
the maximum limits of 
calls that can be diverted 
and resolved via the 
internet or phone is about 
11%.
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• Plan is being formatted to encompass the six 
pillars outlined from the Presidents Task Force 
for 21st Century Policing, R.E.A.L. Change 
initiatives, KPMG, and the Community 

 Staff conducted 17 community listening sessions and received 
over 1,400 comments from community meetings

 Solicited over 300 employee survey responses
Conducted over 9 employee focus group sessions  

• The plan will remain in draft form to allow the 
incoming chief the ability to provide input and 
modify the plan as necessary

Focus 3: Five Year Strategic Plan



• Structure of the plan is built around the six pillars of:

 Building Trust and Legitimacy
 Policy & Oversight
 Technology & Social Media
Community Policing & Crime Reduction
 Training & Education 
 Employee Wellness and Safety

• The plan will build out initiatives, sub-actions, deadlines and parties 
responsible for those actions over the course of the next five years

• The plan will remain in development form to allow the incoming 
Chief the ability to provide input, meet with City Council for their 
consideration, and then modify the plan as necessary

• Target to report back will be Spring 2021, depending on the Police 
Chief search

14

Focus 3: Five Year Strategic Plan
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Summary

Number Original Strategic Recommendation KPMG Deliverable Status

1
Develop a five-year strategic plan, 
including core principles and 
strategic objectives

• Support for the development of a five-year 
strategy document, 

• A comprehensive strategy  informed by DPD’s 
internal community stakeholders

Framework Developed -
Pending New Chief Review and 

Guidance

2 Design and implement patrol pilot 
of resource optimization model

• Data analysis and performance reporting for 
the South Central patrol pilot

• Development of optimized schedules for two 
stations and associated pilot roll out plan

Analysis of SC complete, two 
additional stations have been 

rolled out

3

Conduct an operational and 
performance review of Dispatch 
unit to include staffing, scheduling, 
call grading, and processes

• List of recommendations for process 
improvement and efficiencies within Dispatch 
operations 

• Implement plan for top three recommendations

List of recommendations & 
implementation plan complete.  

Staff to report out progress in 
coming months



16

Next Steps

• DPD has created an internal office dedicated to the 
administration of strategic projects within the department

• DPD will report to Public Safety via memo every month on 
the progress of Communication vacancies, hiring, and 
civilianization progress 

• Keep Public Safety Updated on 21 Communication 
recommendations, further patrol staffing pilots, and five 
year strategic plan development 
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Executive Summary 
KPMG conducted a review of the Dallas Police Communications division over a five-week period 
starting in July 2020. The intent of the review was to identify opportunities for increased efficiency and 
effectiveness due to the division’s critical importance within the Dispatch and Patrol process. The 
scope of the Communications operational and staffing review included: 

1) Assessment of CAD/call demand, online reporting and expediter utilization 

2) Analysis of staffing trends (e.g., attrition rate, sickness, overtime usage) 

3) Review of operational processes, procedures, and policies including officer dispatching practices 
and alternative options 

4) Analysis of staffing supply against demand to identify gaps in service levels 

A key focus of the analysis was on staffing levels for both 911 call takers and dispatchers and the 
potential effect these levels could have on performance metrics. Based on the analysis of historical call 
volume against staffing and performance levels, it appears that the current funded staffing levels of 
95 call taker and 54 dispatcher positions are largely appropriate to meet demand within the 
required performance metrics (pg. 23 and 27), suggesting that there needs to be an increased 
focus on staff performance, supervision, and quality assurance (pg. 54) to ensure that all staff are 
performing efficiently and maximizing the number of calls answered during each watch. Opportunities 
were also identified to realign staffing across watches to match changes in demand, ultimately helping 
to improve the overall performance against target. 

As part of the analysis, it was also identified that efficiencies could be made in existing call taker and 
dispatcher workload and processes through enhanced demand management, which could improve 
performance. In particular it was found that the enhanced utilization of the existing expediter unit 
and the Dallas Online Reporting System (DORS) would significantly reduce the workload of 
dispatchers and patrol officers, for example if 50 percent of all calls allowed for diversion were 
diverted to an expediter or DORS this would reduce workload for 28 patrol officers (pg. 50). 
While these programs are currently in operation, they have been significantly underutilized, and the 
department should prioritize enhance utilization to improve demand management and focus patrol 
officers on responding to priority calls. 

From an operational process perspective, some key insights were identified when reviewing call 
problem types and call priorities and specific recommendations have been made to streamline and 
standardize the call allocation processes and support staff in their day-to-day activities. Importantly, a 
lack of a formalized staff performance management and monitoring process was identified, which has 
a clear impact on DPD’s performance metrics, staffing, hiring, and training challenges. As such it is 
recommended that a clear performance management process be implemented across all areas to 
support leadership in gaining enhanced oversight of performance through quality assurance, 
transparency, and accountability (pg. 54).  

KPMG also identified a range of process efficiencies within the division. This includes the 
standardization of training processes, which play a key role in supporting DPD in achieving its 
performance targets, as well as supporting staff retention and career growth, which have been 
highlighted as key issues throughout the review. A number of inconsistencies were identified in both 
the training process, as well as the supervision of new staff, which was adversely affecting staff 
retention and new trainee success rates. It is therefore recommended that a thorough refresh of the 
training program be conducted (pg. 57) focusing on transitioning both classroom and on-the-floor 
training to be more modular and reality based, as well as implementing a new “train-the-trainer” 
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program. This new program would focus on equipping new and existing supervisory staff with the 
appropriate skills to both train and monitor their trainees for success. This would have beneficial 
impacts to both staff retention as well as performance and staffing needs. This has been successfully 
implemented in other agencies and helps to reduce the steep learning curve when trainees hit the 
floor, setting trainees—and DPD—up for success.  

A total of 21 recommendations over a number of topics have been highlighted for DPD’s consideration, 
as summarized in the table below. Many of the recommendations within this report were highlighted 
by staff during the interview process and validated through the data analysis. The organization should 
be commended for its participation in this study, which is not intended to criticize but to open the door 
to opportunities to improve overall performance. The individual recommendations have been prioritized 
based on priority, complexity, and level of effort to support DPD in identifying the key activities 
requiring immediate action. 

Topic Recommendation Page 

Staffing Realign 911 call taker staffing levels and management  p19 

Realign dispatcher staffing levels and management  p24 

Implement civilianization of communications division  p31 

Investigate new processes to manage sickness and days off p31 

Call Signal 
and Call 
Priorities 

Implement a full overhaul of the use of the “other” problem type p35 

Consolidation of duplicate and extraneous problem codes p36 

Align schedule overlaps to improve target dispatch times  p39 

Reclassification of priority 1 modes of response p43 

Refresh process for swapped and multi-assigned calls p43 

Call Diversion 
  

Actively promote diversion of calls to expeditors and/or DORS  p47 

Identify opportunities to divert calls to other City Agencies p51 

Staff Process 
and 
Performance 
Management 

Update the overtime reporting process p52 

Implement a performance management framework p54 

Amend and standardize the dispatch process p55 

Training Refresh the existing training program and review the required number 
of trainers 

p57 

Investigate the feasibility of a dedicated training division p58 

Implement a new train-the-trainer program p58 

Hiring Implement a process to proactively track hiring progress p59 

Align the hiring process to civilian position requirements p59 

Investigate the feasibility of implementing electronic sign-offs  p59 

Amend the process for exit interviews p59 
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DPD Communications Services 
Review 

Purpose and scope 
KPMG conducted an initial review of the Dallas Police Department Patrol and Investigations Bureaus in 
2019 and developed a series of strategic recommendations for the Department. As part of that review 
KPMG recommended that DPD conduct an operational and performance review of the 
Communications Services unit to include staffing, scheduling, call grading, and processes to identify 
opportunities for increased efficiency and effectiveness due to the divisions’ critical importance within 
the Dispatch and Patrol process. 

This report outlines the recommendations for the Communications Services division based on KPMG’s 
analysis and evaluation of the division’s operations, policies, procedures, and staffing and provides 
strategic insights to address the core requirement to improve performance and reduce response times. 

Overview of DPD Communications Services Division 
The City of Dallas is the ninth largest city in the United States, growing in population at an average of 
1.7 percent per year since 2010. DPD is responsible for reducing crime and providing public safety for 
the City of Dallas. As per the DPD’s mission statement, DPD strives to achieve its objectives by: 

 Recognizing that its goal is to help people and provide assistance at every opportunity 

 Providing preventive, investigative, and enforcement services 

 Increasing resident satisfaction with public safety and obtaining community cooperation 
through the Department’s training, skills, and efforts 

 Realizing that the Police Department alone cannot control crime, but must act in concert with 
the community and the rest of the Criminal Justice System. 

The Communications division is the critical link between community members calling in for assistance 
and the patrol officers in the field. They are responsible for handling all emergency and non-emergency 
calls as a first point of contact for the public, in addition to dispatching all priority calls for service to 
each of the City’s seven patrol divisions. In 2019, the Communications division handled over 2,400,000 
calls with over 1,200,000 of those calls handled by dispatch, and approximately 600,000 of those calls 
dispatched to officers. Below is a breakdown of calls by division and type from 2019. 
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*Other Category includes: Criminal Investigation, Expediter, Homeland Security, Jack Evans 
Headquarters Building, Special Investigation, and Traffic. 

Source: DPD Communications Call Volume Data 

DPD’s Communications Services is commanded by a Major of Police who reports to the Administrative 
Assistant Chief. Communications Services is comprised of the Radio Room, 911 Call Center, 
National Crime Information Center (NCIC), Reports Unit, and Training Unit. The Radio Room is 
divided into three watches, each of which is commanded by a Lieutenant of Police. Each Lieutenant 
reports directly to the Communications Major. The 911 Call Center is also divided into three watches, 
each of which is commanded by the Radio Room Lieutenant. Each watch in the 911 Call Center has a 
Manager II assigned who reports to the Radio Room Lieutenant. The Manager III over the Training Unit 
and the Manager III over the NCIC and Reports Unit also report directly to the Communications Major. 
The organizational chart for Communications Services is shown below. 

Source: DPD Communications Services Organization Chart (as of June 3, 2020) 
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The table below illustrates DPD’s Communications staffing as of September 2019 broken down by 
employee classification (i.e., civilian and sworn). As of September 2019, approximately 81 percent of 
DPD Communications employees were civilian officers. Sworn officers made up 19 percent of the DPD 
Communications workforce.  

Group Civilian Sworn Grand total 

Total Communications Staff 223 51 274 

Distribution of civilian and sworn staff 81% 19% 

 
Source: DPD Staffing Data 

While the Communications division handles all calls for service from the public, not all calls are 
dispatched to patrol officers. DPD offers diversion options for certain non-urgent calls that can be 
handled over the phone. This can be conducted through the expediter unit, which takes telephone 
reports for incidents, or more recently DPD has implemented a new online reporting system, Dallas 
Online Reporting System (DORS), in March 2020. As part of this new system, specific call types 
considered eligible for diversion to online reporting are provided with the option to transfer to this new 
system. DORS allows residents to report crimes online 24/7 without the need for patrol officer 
presence. 

Approach 
The KPMG project team began their five-week review of Communication Services in July 2020. The 
project team review focused on opportunities for increased efficiency across 911 call taker, Dispatcher, 
supervisor, trainer, and expeditor positions. The review and analysis of DPD’s Communications 
Services included a focus on staffing, scheduling, call signals, training, quality assurance (QA), and 
policy and process.  

The project team incorporated both quantitative and qualitative analyses of relevant data and processes 
as part of the approach. A full list of data received by DPD and analyzed is included in Appendix A.  

Interview and Shadowing Sessions 
A series of interviews with relevant communications staff were undertaken to understand current 
processes, operational challenges, and opportunities for improvement. These are summarized in 
Appendix B. To ensure the project team had a thorough understanding of the day-to-day operations and 
activities of each position, separate virtual ”shadowing” sessions for 911 call takers and dispatchers 
were also conducted. The shadowing sessions, alongside the interviews, were critical to gaining a 
clear picture of the current processes and procedures.  

Data Analysis 
KPMG’s review of the Communications division relied heavily on data analysis in order to assess the 
performance and efficiency of the operations, in addition to assessing current staffing levels. The 
operational review was conducted through examination of performance against the current service 
levels (i.e., calls answered within ten seconds for call takers, and calls dispatched by dispatchers within 
two and four minutes for Priority one and two calls, respectively). The staffing review utilized a 
workload-based approach to evaluate the effectiveness of call taker and dispatch staffing. The 
workload approach estimates future staffing needs by modelling the level of current and historical 
activity which can assist in determining the need for additional resources or relocating existing 
resources (by time and location), and detecting trends in workload that may illustrate changing activity 
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levels and conditions.1 This approach relies on an examination of calls for service received by the 
department, and these calls are modeled to understand demand and supply by time of day and call 
composition. Workload demands are modeled and then placed in context with other operational 
demands, minimum staffing requirements, and performance targets within the division. The result is a 
comprehensive assessment of workload through calls for service to estimate staffing needs. In 
addition, KPMG conducted a number of workload scenarios to determine staffing needs with increased 
utilization of the diversion methods such as the expediter unit and DORS, or increased diversion of 
certain problem types to other City agencies in light of recent national events. 

 

 

  

 
 
 
 
1 Police Staffing Allocation and Managing Workload Demand: A Critical Assessment of Existing 
Practices (Jeremy M. Wilson, and Alexander Weiss) 
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DPD Communication Services 
Recommendations 

Overview  
KPMG identified a set of 21 strategic recommendations for the Communications division that will help 
to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the department as a whole. These recommendations 
have been grouped into specific topic areas to facilitate implementation. These topics include: 

 Staffing 

 Call Signals and Call Priorities 

 Call Diversion 

 Staff Process and Performance Management 

 Training 

 Hiring 

These recommendations are not all intended to be implemented immediately and should be reviewed 
based on priority, complexity, benefit, and level of effort. As such, the next section of this report 
provides a summary of the 21 recommendations in order of recommended priority. For the top 3 
prioritized recommendations, a high level implementation roadmap has also been included to provide a 
clear list of sequenced recommended tasks to guide their implementation. Finally, the detailed analysis 
and overall themes related to each specific recommendations are provided in the ‘Detailed 
Recommendations’ section.  

Prioritized Recommendations  
The suggested prioritized recommendations table on the following page highlights the identified 
recommendations that should be prioritized based on benefit, level of effort and risk, as well as time to 
implement. The project team recommends this near-term implementation timeline, as these 
recommendations present the greatest opportunities to optimize the use of DPD’s current resources, 
and to define a strategy that will inform DPD’s decision-making across numerous recommendations 
going forward.  

 

Legend 

Priority Near-term: within 6 months Medium-term: 6–12 months Long-term: >12 months 

Complexity L: low M: medium H: high 

Level of Effort 1–3 months 3–6 months 6–12 months 
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# Topic Recommendation Anticipated Benefits Priority Complexity Level 
of 
Effort 

1 Call Signal & 
Call Priorities 

Implement a full overhaul of the use of the “other” problem 
type  
• Update training, quality assurance and SOPs to review and 

confirm the use of the “Other” category for call takers and 
how to update the type at the end of the call 

• Add the following six new problem type codes to reduce the 
use of the “other” category: Trespassing/Loitering, Welfare 
Check/Mental Health, Drugs, Homelessness, Civil Matter and 
Child/Custody Issue 

• Leveraging the refreshed training and QA process, ensure 
the following problem types are re-allocated to existing call 
signals at the end of each call: Theft, 
Accident/Emergency/Ambulance, Gun shots, 
Disturbance/Noise, Intoxication and Assault 

• Improved accuracy in the 
categorization and tracking of calls 

• Increased support to patrol officers 
in the field 

Near-
term 

M 1–3 
months 

2 Call Signal & 
Call Priorities 

Consolidation of duplicate and extraneous problem codes 
• Combine all related “in progress” problem code types to 

their single parent type as detailed in the table in the 
preceding section 

• Remove the following non-use problem codes: 54 - 
Escort/Protection Detail, 68 - Verified Response Alarm, 12N - 
Burglar Alarm NonDisp, PSE/11B - Burg of Bus, MW - Most 
Wanted, TOW – TowRepo, 6X/01 Women's Shelter Dist., 
PSE/09V – UUMV (see full table in the preceding section) 

• Streamline choice 
• Reduce number of errors 

Near-
term 

L 1–3 
months 

3 Staffing Implement civilianization of Communications Division  
• Carry our initial in-depth analysis of current roles, 

responsibilities and salaries at senior communications levels 
to create a clear baseline understanding of the current impact 

• Carry out further research and investigation into the 
feasibility of the civilianization of the communications division 

• Reduced administrative burden on 
sworn staff 

• Career growth for civilian positions,  
• Reduced staff vacancies and 

attrition rates  
• Budgetary savings 
• Increased morale  
• Benefits to the entire city 

Medium
-term 

H 6–12 
months 

4 Training Refresh the existing training process for new staff & increase 
the number of trainers: 
• Classroom training to be modular and include reality-based 

training 
• Investigate and pilot optimal timing for on-the-floor training 

and consider reducing from 12 weeks to 8–9 weeks based 
on efficiencies arising from reality based training  

• Improved outcomes for new 
trainees 

• Faster results 
• Standardized training process 
• Lower training costs 
• Staff retention 
• Reduced trainer workload  

Near-
term 

 M 3–6 
months 
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# Topic Recommendation Anticipated Benefits Priority Complexity Level 
of 
Effort 

• Update 911 call taker On-the-Job training manual based on 
new processes (last updated in 2015) in line with new 
program 

• For classroom trainers, it is recommended that at least two 
trainers each for both dispatch and call taker classroom 
sessions be available to accommodate the numbers of 
trainees and account for potential sick days or leave 

• Analysis of existing “on the floor” training supervisors 
numbers against number of anticipated trainees and trainers 
time spent on training versus day job be undertaken to 
identify the appropriate number 

• Improved performance 
management 

• Technology enablers 
• Decreased workload for trainers 
 

5 Call 
Diversion 

Actively promote diversion of calls to expeditors and / or 
DORS  
• Review 911 call taker script and process to ensure diversion 

of appropriate call types 
• Enhance marketing and promotion of DORS to Dallas citizens 
• Review Expediter and Staff Review staffing levels based on 

enhanced utilization of diversion options 

• Process standardization 
• Increased uptake in call diversion 
• Budgetary savings 

Near-
term 

M 3–6 
months 

6 Staff 
Process and 
Performance  

Implement a more formalized and standardized performance 
management process for all staff:  
• Leadership to conduct evaluations on a regular basis to 

identify specific challenge and opportunity areas 
• Establish performance measures or KPIs at individual level 

based on job type. These performance measures should be 
formally signed off by both supervisors and leadership to 
ensure accountability at all levels 

• Update existing SOPs and training manuals to reflect new 
staff level performance measures 

• Create standardized checklists for supervisors and staff 
across dispatch and 911 to ensure accurate information is 
recorded at the end of each watch 

• Improved performance 
• Proactive action 
• Increase transparency and 

accountability 
• Issues resolved more quickly 
•  

Near-
term 

M 3–6 
months 

7 Hiring Align the hiring process with civilian-specific application, 
documentation and sign off requirements  
• Full review and amendment of disqualifiers for civilian hires 
• Full review and amendment of background documentation 

requirements for civilian positions 

• Faster hiring process 
• Improved staff retention 
• Alignment with City HQ on hiring 

process 

Near-
term 

L 1–3 
months 
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# Topic Recommendation Anticipated Benefits Priority Complexity Level 
of 
Effort 

• Align with City HQ to ensure that Civilian background checks 
are conducted at the appropriate level for their position and 
are prioritized to reduce vacancy rates 

8 Hiring Instigate a formal process to proactively track the hiring 
process and flag any delays  
• Regular reviews by leadership 
• Full review of existing sign-off process to streamline timing 

and responsibility 
• Formal progress tracking and regular reviews 

• Faster hiring process 
 

Near-
term 

M 3–6 
months 

 

9 Training Implement a new train-the-trainer program for new 
supervisors  
• Emphasis on skills required for day-to-day training 
• Focus on consistent and strong QA  
• Create “refresher” programs to ensure continuous education 

• Standardized approach to training 
• Improved QA and performance 

management 
• Better trainee outcomes 
 

Near-
term 

L 1–3 
months 

10 Hiring Investigate redesigning the hiring process to an electronic 
system  
• Facilitate digital sign-offs  
• Enable notifications by emails allowing  

• Proactive identification of delays in 
the process 

• Faster hiring process 
• Decreased workload for signatories  
• Technology enablers 

Near-
term 

M 3–6 
months 

 

11 Call Signal 
and Call 
Priorities 

Reclassification of priority 1 modes of response – Authorize all 
priority one calls be a code three response 

• Improved performance 
• Improved services level to citizens 
• Reduced travel time for priority 1 

calls 

Near-
term 

L 3–6 
months 

12 Staff 
Process & 
Performance  

Update the overtime reporting process – Update the overtime 
charge submission process to require the time of day and day of 
week when the overtime occurred to be included in the 
timesheet submission, as well as the inclusion of a specific 
reason code for each instance of overtime occurrence 

• Improved accuracy and reliability in 
monitoring overtime 

• Improved staff performance 

Near-
term 

L 1–3 
months 

13 Staff 
Process and 
Performance  

Amend the dispatch policy to dispatch the nearest next 
available officer to an incident rather than the next available 
officer.  
• Increase communications between the dispatchers and 

officers to ensure that dispatchers are aware of the status of 
in-progress incidents 

• Improved performance 
• Proactive action 
• Increase transparency & 

accountability 
• Issues resolved more quickly 
 

Medium
-term 

M 3–6 
months 
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# Topic Recommendation Anticipated Benefits Priority Complexity Level 
of 
Effort 

• Close monitoring from supervisors in the field to ensure that 
officers are updating their availability as soon as they are 
close to closing or have closed an incident 

• Consider reintroducing division sectors to provide boundaries 
within which officers can respond to incidents 

14 Staffing Realign 911 Call Taker staffing levels and management  
• Review potential opportunity to reduce the authorized funded 

staffing levels  
• Implement increased supervision and quality assurance of 

call takers  
• Review number of FTE per staff as indicated below: 

— Watch 1 (11:00 p.m.–7:00 a.m.): from 28 FTEs to 22 
FTEs 

— Watch 2 (7:00 a.m.–3:00 p.m.):  from 32 FTEs to 34 FTEs 

— Watch 3 (3:00 p.m.–11:00 p.m.): from 36 FTEs to 40 
FTEs 

• Improved performance  
• Budgetary savings 
• Maximize the number of calls 

answered during each watch 
 

Medium
-term 

M 3–6 
months 

15 Staffing Realign Dispatcher staffing levels and management  
• Implement a 30-minute watch overlap  
• Review potential of moving the weekend watches by one 

hour  
• Increase level of oversight and operational management of 

dispatch  
• Supervisors and management to enforce that all staff are 

ready and available to start their duties at the watch start 
time and that no one is logging off their watch early  

• Improved performance  
• Improved continuity of operations 
• Increased efficiency of dispatch 

times and reduced volume of calls 
that are not dispatched within the 
target 

• Alignment of staff to call demand. 
• Reduced dispatch time during watch 

changes. 

Medium
-term 

M 3–6 
months 

16 Hiring Amend process for exit interviews to include detailed reasons 
for leaving and monitor for improvements and efficiencies in 
attrition rates 

• Clear understanding of issues in 
staff retention 

• Monitoring and tracking of issues 

Medium
-term 

L 1–3 
months 

17 Call Signal & 
Call Priorities 

Review process to improve target dispatch times by 
implementing measures to reduce performance gaps during the 
beginning and end of each watch shift 

• Improved performance 
• Improved staff performance 

Medium
-Term 

M 3–6 
months 
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# Topic Recommendation Anticipated Benefits Priority Complexity Level 
of 
Effort 

18 Call Signal & 
Call Priorities 

Refresh process for swapped and multi-assigned calls  
• Reset timers within the CAD system when an officer is 

swapped from one incident to another  
• Implement a new system to record the time from when the 

officer is ready and able to respond to the incident rather 
than the time that the incident is “pending” their response  

• Improved accuracy in response time 
tracking 

•  

Medium
-term 

L 3–6 
months 

19 Training Investigate the feasibility of a dedicated training division – 
Investigate transferring training to the DPD training division 
specifically to handle training and QA matters  

• Standardized approach to training 
• Improved QA and performance 

management 
• Better trainee outcomes 

Long-
term 

H 6–12 
months 

20 Call 
Diversion 

Identify opportunities to divert calls to other City Agencies – 
Continue to work with the City of Dallas to explore options for 
diversion of specific call types to other City agencies 

• Increased uptake in call diversion 
• Budgetary savings 
 

Long-
term 

M 3–6 
months 

21 Staffing Investigate new processes to manage sickness and days off – 
Investigate the implementation of a rotational schedule for days 
off for all staff:  
• Initial investigation and analysis of current number of sick 

days being used per position and watch to evidence the 
outcome 

• Review of union agreements to ensure alignment 
• Maintenance of staff seniority to determine the best 

approach 

• Improved staff morale  
• Reduction in the number of sick 

days being used 

Long-
term 

M 1–3 
months 
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Implementation Roadmap 
A high-level implementation roadmap has been prepared to guide the implementation of the top three prioritized recommendations. This roadmap includes 
the activities and sequencing based on the estimated time to complete the recommendation. Please note: no implementation plan is provided for the 
civilianization recommendation, as this is already in progress and is included in future budget considerations. 

Recommendation Task Month 1 Month 2 Month 3 

Call signal and 
priorities  
 
#1 Implement a full 
overhaul of the use of 
the “other” problem 
type 
 
#2 Consolidation of 
duplicate and 
extraneous problem 
codes 

Set-up meeting / workshop with relevant internal stakeholders to: 
• Review list of additional recommended signals and confirm terminology 
• Review list of recommended signals to be removed and confirm obsolescence 
• Review list of recommended signals to be consolidated and confirm new terminology / 

numbering 

   

Remove reference to ‘/0 - in progress’ codes in the CAD signal list for appropriate call signals 
   

Update all relevant problem signals in the CAD system to reflect new coding and terminology  
   

Create updated and finalized list of problem signals to be used moving forward    

Update existing SOPs to include the new list of problem signals to be used     

Set-up refresher session / training with 911 Call Takers and Dispatchers, supervisors and relevant 
stakeholders to explain the changes and confirm the new approach including marking of ‘in progress’ 
in notes 

   

Create a new training session for supervisors to focus on how to QA call signals during watches and 
ensure all calls allocated to ‘other’ category are re-allocated and / or confirmed 

   

Updated process roll-out: 
• 911 Call Takers to use and implement new call signal list 
• Supervisors to implement new QA monitoring on call signals 

   

Update all future training sessions to include the updated call problem signal list and focus on a 
reduced use of the ‘other’ category with clear explanations as to why 

   

 

 

 

Milestone 
outcomes: 
— Engagement 

and buy-in 
from all 
stakeholders 

— Standardized 
system & 
usage 

— Refreshed 
training 
program 

Milestone 
outcomes: 
— Reduced 

number of call 
signal problem 
types 

— Agreement and 
standardization 
in CAD call 
signal 
problems 

Milestone outcomes: 
— Improved accuracy in the 

categorization and 
tracking of calls 

— Increased support to 
patrol officers in the field 

— Streamlined choices 

— Reduced number of errors 
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Recommendation Task Month 1 Month 2 Month 3 Month 4 Month 5 Month 6 

Training 
 
#4 Refresh the 
existing training 
process for new 
staff & increase 
the number of 
trainers 

Carry out full analysis of current and future training needs to include: 
• Current number of trainers for both floor and classroom 
• Average numbers of trainees per session (floor and classroom) 
• Expected number of new hires incoming over the year  
• Feedback from relevant stakeholders (trainers and trainees) to inform the 

analysis 

   

   

Carry out full analysis of trainer time spent on: 
• Training vs floor duties for on the floor trainers 
• In the classroom training vs other duties for classroom trainers 
• Feedback from trainers to inform the analysis 

   
   

Modular training content: 
• Full review and summary of existing classroom training schedule and 

content to identify gaps and inconsistencies (to include time spent by topic) 
• Update and break training content into specific modules by audience type to 

be delivered in separate sessions 

      

Best practice research to identify the optimal length of time for both classroom 
and on-the-floor training to support the best outcomes 

      

Reality-based training: 
• Investigate options and costs to include reality-based training as part of the 

classroom curriculum 
• Develop business case to support the inclusion of reality-based training as a 

regular training element – including costs, benefits quick wins and must 
haves 

      

Review and confirm recommended number of trainers required for both 
classroom and floor training to support optimal outcomes 

      

Confirm the appropriate length of training time as appropriate to consider 
efficiencies from reality-based training 

      

Implement a pilot study on new trainees to test new training program length, 
staffing and reality-based training 

      

Update training manual based on new processes       

Roll-out new modular and reality-based training program       

 

Milestone outcomes: 
— Fully tested refreshed 

training program with buy-in 
from stakeholders  

— Training program aligned to 
current needs 

Milestone outcomes: 
— Clear data-driven 

baseline understanding 
of the challenges to 
inform decision-making 

Milestone outcomes: 
— Improved outcomes for new trainees 

— Faster results 

— Standardized training process 

— Lower training costs 

— Staff retention 

— Reduced trainer workload  

— Decreased workload for trainers 
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Detailed Recommendations 
This section provides more background and detail on each specific recommendation by topic area, 
focusing on the analysis results and insights.  

Staffing 
The overriding challenge identified through the Communications review process is that current 
performance targets are not being achieved with current staffing levels, this includes answering all 
calls for service within 10 seconds for call takers and dispatching priority one and two calls within two 
minutes and four minutes, respectively, for dispatchers. During the interview process the project team 
was told that overtime was often mandated to accommodate call volumes, and supervisors are having 
to review staffing availability at the beginning of every watch due to shortages. As such, the below 
analysis focuses on identifying the workload generated through historic demand trends and identifying 
the staffing needed to meet demand and performance targets. 

Staffing Recommendation Summary 
The following recommendations have been detailed to enhance the operations of the division: 

 Staffing Recommendations 

1 Realign 911 Call Taker staffing levels – 
a) Realign 911 call taker positions to achieve authorized position levels to meet demand  
b) Implement increased supervision and quality assurance of call takers to ensure they are 

performing efficiently and maximizing the number of calls answered during each watch 
(see further detail in the Staff Process and Performance Management section) 

c) Realign number of FTEs per watch to accommodate call volume and performance 
metrics, as indicated below: 

(1) Watch 1 (11:00 p.m.–7:00 a.m.): from 28 FTEs to 22 FTEs 
(2) Watch 2 (7:00 a.m.–3:00 p.m.): from 32 FTEs to 34 FTEs 
(3) Watch 3 (3:00 p.m.–11:00 p.m.): from 36 FTEs to 40 FTEs 

2 Realign Dispatcher staffing levels -  
a) Implement a 30-minute watch overlap to improve the continuity of operations, increase 

the efficiency of dispatch times, and reduce the volume of calls that are not dispatched 
within the target 

b) Review potential of moving the weekend watches by one hour to match the change in 
call demand and ensure that staff are aligned to demand 

c) Increase level of oversight and operational management of dispatch to reduce the 
dispatch time during watch changes. Supervisors and management should enforce that 
all staff are ready and available to start their duties at the watch start time and that no 
one is logging off their watch early, which could also be contributing to reduced 
performance during these periods 

3 Investigate new processes to manage sickness and days off – Further investigate the 
implementation of a rotational schedule for days off for all staff to benefit staff morale and 
reduce the number of sick days being used. In particular:  

a) Initial investigation and analysis of current number of sick days being used per position 
and watch to evidence the outcome 

b) Review of union agreements to ensure alignment 
c) Maintenance of staff seniority to determine the best approach 

4 Implement civilianization of the Communications Division – Carry out further research and 
investigation into the feasibility of the complete civilianization of the communications division to 
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allow career growth for civilian positions, reduce staff vacancies, and attrition rates and 
contribute to cost savings 

a) Carry out initial in-depth analysis of current roles, responsibilities, and salaries within 
communications leadership positions to create a clear baseline understanding of the 
operational and financial impact 

 

1 - 911 Call Taker Staffing Levels 
The current watch pattern for 911 call takers is outlined in the table below. Staff are distributed across 
three watches: the highest call volumes are experienced on average between 3:00 p.m. and 10:00 
p.m. on watch three, and the busiest days of the week in terms of call volumes are Friday through 
Sunday.  

Watch Pattern 

Role 1 2 3 

911 Call Taker 11:00 p.m.–7:00 a.m. 7:00 a.m.–3:00 p.m. 3:00 p.m.–11:00 p.m. 

 
At the start of each watch, it is the responsibility of the supervisor to review minimum staffing levels 
for each watch based on prior watch call volumes and sickness levels. Currently supervisors review 
minimum staffing based on standards outlined in the standard operating procedures (SOPs) which 
have not been updated based on current demand. Current minimum and median 911 call taker staffing 
levels as identified in the Communications SOP are indicated in the table below for reference.  

Role Minimum Staffing Level Median Staffing Level 

911 Call Taker – First Watch 16 (weekdays); 22 (Fri–Sat); 27 
(Sun) 

27 

911 Call Taker – Second 
Watch 

21 33 

911 Call Taker – Third Watch 23 (Sun–Wed); 25 (Thu–Sat) 36 

Radio Room Supervisors 2 per area; 4 total 2 per area; 4 total 

911 Call Center Supervisors 2 per area; 4 total 2 per area; 4 total 

Source: DPD Staffing Schedule Samples (June 2020); Communications SOP (March 2019) 
 
Performance analysis 

Call taker performance is measured by how many calls are answered within 10 seconds, with a 
divisional budget performance measure (according to the Communications SOP) to have 90 percent of 
all incoming 911 calls answered within 10 seconds or less during the calendar year. Performance 
targets can be impacted by staffing levels and performance management of staff, and therefore a 
review of 911 call taker staffing levels against performance was conducted. An overview of call 
performance by month is summarized in the graph below. It is evident that there is a decreasing trend 
in the percent of calls answered within 10 seconds over the analyzed time period of January 2019 to 
June 2020. Most recently in June 2020 performance reached a low of 78.6 percent.  
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In order to further analyze the decreasing performance and identify potential causes or staffing 
constraints, analysis was conducted to compare performance against call volume by hour of the day. 
The data analysis, as summarized below, indicates fluctuations in the overall performance of call takers 
during specific times of day. Peak call performance appears to happen when the median call volume is 
at its lowest and staffing levels are also at their lowest and decreases as call volume increases. The 
data analysis suggests peak performance occurs between 4:00 a.m. and 7:00 a.m. with lowest 
performance at 9:00 a.m. and between 5:00 and 10:00 p.m. The dips in performance do not align to 
watch changes, which are often the cause of longer call answering times.  
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Low performance at 9:00 a.m. could potentially be due to the increasing number of incoming calls 
between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 a.m., resulting in too many calls for call takers to handle within 10 
seconds. However, based on a review of historic staffing levels, which increase around 8:00 a.m. from 
27 to approximately 30 call takers, this decline in performance does not appear to be due to staffing 
levels. This suggests there may be a need for increased management oversight and an issue with the 
efficiency of current staffing.  

Supply and demand analysis 

Based on the results of the performance analysis and to specify potential staffing recommendations for 
911 call takers, further analysis was carried out to evaluate how many 911 call takers would be needed 
to meet performance targets based on historical call volumes and the associated workload. The 
objective of this analysis is to develop the optimal number of call taker positions needed against 
current staffing levels to understand potential service gaps and areas for improvement. Three primary 
factors were considered as part of the analysis:  

1) The time spent on each call (on average 1–2 minutes) including abandoned calls based on historic 
CAD data  

2) Performance requirements (answering all calls within 10 seconds)  

3) The distribution of calls within five-minute increments (calls are not generated evenly throughout 
the watch).  

Based on these factors, the historic CAD data was used to derive a specific call volume schedule 
(using five-minute increments), to simulate the anticipated workload and the number of call takers 
required to meet the demand of all the incoming calls within the performance target set. In the 
simulation, it was assumed that each call taker spends two minutes on a call (one minute during the 
call and one minute after the call for reporting); as a result, the call taker would be available to take the 
next call after two minutes. In addition, each call was allowed to ring for at most 9 seconds, in order to 
ensure that all calls would be answered within the 10-second target. During the simulation, additional 
call takers were added if all current call takers were occupied or none were available to answer the call 
within 9 seconds. On the other hand, if any of the call takers were available within the constraints, no 
additional call takers were added. The result of the simulation was to determine the minimum (min), 
median (med), and maximum (max) number of call takers needed to meet historic demand. 

For each year, month, and hour of the day, the minimum, median, and maximum number of calls for a 
typical day were calculated and these were used to generate three potential staffing scenarios (min, 
med, max) to meet call taker requirements. The analysis also utilized pay code data to generate the 
productive hours for a call taker, which allowed the calculation of a relief factor to be included as part of 
the analysis to take into account the additional staffing needed to cover leave for vacation, sickness, 
training, etc. By applying the relief factor to the number of estimated call takers for each scenario, this 
provides the estimated number of staffing needed to meet demand. The estimated number of call 
takers by hour for each month and year were then aggregated for each scenario and each watch. The 
overall staffing level for call takers each month is the summation of staffing across the three watches. 
The complete staffing analysis overview, including assumptions and limitations can be found in 
Appendix C.  

Some important assumptions should be considered as part of this analysis, firstly, the analysis used 
historical CAD data to determine “answered calls” to estimate call volume. In addition to answered 
calls there are also abandoned calls which account for approximately 3 to 7 percent of calls, therefore a 
5 percent call volume assumption was used for abandoned calls. This simulation also assumes 
“perfect” compliance of each call taker, assuming each call taker will always be available after they 
finish each call. In reality, call takers could be unavailable due to other reasons in their normal working 
hours. 
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The summary of the analysis is described below. This graph shows the existing 911 call taker staffing 
by hour of day (blue line) compared to the three staffing scenarios (min, med, and max) based on call 
demand experienced in 2019. Any area where the blue line would fall below the green (median) line, 
would indicate a potential staffing shortage based on call volume at that time of day.  

 

The same analysis was conducted based on June 2019 through June 2020 data. The analysis shows a 
similar trend despite a slightly decreased call volume experienced since March 2020 due to the COVID-
19 pandemic. This analysis highlights that current staffing levels do not appear to be the significant 
driver of the missed performance targets as current staffing levels are in line with those estimated 
under the median scenario. This suggests that it may be the operational processes, management, and 
oversight of staffing that could increase performance. 
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The analysis shows that current call taker staffing levels are largely in line with historical needs, 
suggesting that performance dips are likely a result of factors other than staffing levels. However, the 
data does indicate that there is a level of “overstaffing” from 3:00 a.m. to 7:00 a.m., while there is a 
level of “understaffing” that peaks from 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. While staffing levels should be aligned 
to meet these peaks and troughs in demand, this also indicates that there may be a need for increased 
oversight and performance management of staff during each watch. The data analysis showed that call 
takers can have between 5 and 25 minutes between each call they answer, based on the levels of 
demand this suggests the call takers could be more efficient in responding to calls and may need 
enhanced supervision and QA across the watches to increase performance against targets. 

Recommendations – While the data analysis conducted highlighted three scenarios, it is not 
recommended that the maximum scenario be used to determine staffing levels as that would not be 
an efficient use of resources and would increase the cost of operations exponentially. It is 
recommended that the median scenario be used to guide staffing decisions with the use of overtime 
to meet peaks in demand. The data analysis suggests there is not a need for increased call taker 
staffing overall to be able to meet demand within the required performance targets. The filled call taker 
staffing levels were approximately 93 FTEs in 2019, however, this has decreased to 78 FTEs in 2020, 
while the median staffing simulation estimates a need for approximately 96 FTEs under “perfect” 
compliance. There are currently 95 authorized FTEs which is in line with the FTEs needed to meet 
demand based on the median scenarios. Based on the 2019 data the analysis highlights a need for 
increased supervision and quality assurance of call takers to ensure they are performing efficiently and 
maximizing the number of calls answered during each watch. Further recommendations regarding 
quality assurance and performance management can be found later in the report. 

In order to adjust staffing to meet demand, there appears to be an opportunity to reduce staffing 
during the first watch (11:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.) by approximately six staff, increase staffing during the 
second watch (7:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.) by two staff, and increase staff for the third watch (3:00 p.m. to 
11:00 p.m.) by approximately four staff, to improve the overall performance against target. A staggered 
start to Watch 1 should be considered to allow staffing to reduce at approximately 3:00 a.m. in line 
with demand. The analysis suggests the following amendments: 
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Watch Existing Staffing Levels Suggested Staffing Levels 

Watch 1 (11:00 p.m.–7:00 a.m.) 28 22 

Watch 2 (7:00 a.m.–3:00 p.m.) 32 34 

Watch 3 (3:00 p.m.–11:00 p.m.) 36 40 

2 - Dispatcher Staffing Levels 
Dispatchers are responsible for dispatching calls for service based on priority levels to patrol officers at 
each division. The demand for dispatchers is lower than that of call takers as not all calls for service 
require the dispatch of an officer, and calls are dispatched in a staggered manner based on call priority.  

Due to the nature of the position and alignment of dispatch staff for a patrol division, dispatch staff are 
distributed relatively evenly across three watches. On average, of the 1.2 million calls handled by 
dispatchers approximately 600,000 of these calls are priority one through four and non-cancelled.   

Watch Pattern 

Role 1 2 3 

Dispatcher 10:30 p.m. – 6:30 a.m. 6:30 a.m. – 2:30 p.m. 2:30 p.m. – 10:30 p.m. 

 
Current minimum staff levels for dispatchers are indicated in the table below.  
 

Role Minimum Staffing Level 

Dispatcher 11 
(8 division / 3 service desk and support) 

Source: DPD Staffing Schedule Samples (June 2020) 

Dispatchers are required to fill fixed posts at all times (24/7). The requirement for a fixed post position 
is due to the dispatcher having responsibility for managing all calls across the division at any one time, 
this not only includes calls from the public that have been dispatched and also includes self-initiated 
activity and special assignments of officers, in addition to the management of radio discussion to 
coordinate officer movement. A workload based staffing model could be considered for dispatch, this 
would determine staffing based on the number of calls dispatched and could allow for more flexibility 
of dispatchers across channels however this would also need to take into account operational 
constraints and activities that may not be recorded within the CAD data. 

There are 11 dispatcher posts in total, eight of which are assigned to each division and three of which 
cover the service desk and provide relief to dispatchers during breaks and other downtimes. Over the 
last number of years there has been an increase in staffing available within dispatch; however, this has 
been consistently below the authorized funded strength of 66 FTEs. 
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The busiest months of the year for dispatched calls are May through July, which also corresponds to 
when the highest volume of priority one and two calls occur, as shown in the graph below. It should be 
noted that this represents priority one to four calls for service; officers are also self-initiating their own 
activities, which account for 20 percent of all call demand and may impact performance levels due to 
lack of officer availability to attend priority calls. 

 

 

The target performance times for dispatchers are assigned by priority type and categorized as dispatch 
time and travel time to equate to total response time. These targets are indicated in the table below. 
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Target Response Time by Call Priority Type 

Priority Type Dispatch Time Travel Time Total Response Time 

Priority 1 2 minutes 6 minutes 8 minutes 

Priority 2 5 minutes 7 minutes 12 minutes 

Priority 3 23 minutes 7 minutes 30 minutes 

Priority 4 53 minutes 7 minutes 60 minutes 

 
As it specifically relates to the dispatch time targets, the graph below illustrates the historic 
performance levels as a measure of the percentage of calls which exceed the dispatch time targets. 
Historically, the most significant need for improvement in dispatch time can be found in priority two, 
where the percentage of calls that exceed target dispatch time remain over 50 percent. 

Percentage of Calls Exceeding Dispatch Time by Priority Type (2017-2020) 

 
In order to calculate the estimated staffing level required for dispatchers, an analysis was conducted to 
identify the productive hours of each dispatcher. Productive hours include the time spent for all work-
related activities, excluding the time spent for the following categories: sickness, training, vacation, and 
disciplinary/suspension. As training hours were not captured in the data, an assumption was made to 
include 10 hours of annual training for each dispatcher. This assumption is based on the information 
received from DPD that licensed tele-communicators (which include police dispatchers and senior 
police dispatchers) are required to complete 20 hours of training every two years. 

Based on the productive hours calculated for dispatchers (1,744 hours per year), a relief factor of 5.01 
was calculated to understand how many FTEs would be needed to fill all fixed posts in a 24/7 
environment. The difference between the staffing estimate generated for call takers and dispatchers is 
based on the need for fixed positions within dispatch, compared to call takers which is largely driven 
and can be predicted by call demand. Dispatchers are fixed-post positions as there is one dispatcher 
allocated to each channel to handle all calls for service to be dispatched within that division, and 
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therefore that post needs to be filled at all times whether there is one call to dispatch or 50 calls. The 
staffing estimate generated was based upon the minimum required staffing levels, productive hours 
available, and performance targets. Based on the temporal analysis, the additional support staff may be 
required primarily on Saturday, Sunday, or Monday as this is when the highest workload for dispatchers 
occurs. 

Historically, actual staffing levels for dispatchers have been between 49 to 59 FTEs over the past three 
years; however, historic authorized funded strength was 66 FTEs in 2019 before decreased to 54 FTEs 
in 2020. Based on the staffing estimates conducted, DPD needs approximately 55 FTEs within 
dispatch to cover the minimum staffing levels of 11 fixed posts. This analysis suggests that dispatch 
staffing levels are approximately sufficient, with the potential need to add one funded position, to meet 
the current call demand and performance targets, and there could be potential for budget reductions by 
reducing the number of authorized positions. 

Dispatcher Staffing Estimates FTEs Required 

# fixed dispatcher posts 8 

# fixed support posts 3 

Total fixed posts required 11 

Dispatcher productive hours 1,744 

Dispatcher watch relief factor for 7 day 
post 

1.67 

Dispatcher relief factor for 1 post  
(3*8 hour watch pattern)  

5.01 

# FTE required to fill 8 dispatch posts 40.08 

# FTE required to fill 3 support posts 15.03 

Total FTEs required 55.11 

 
Performance targets – A thorough analysis of dispatcher call time and performance against targets 
was undertaken to identify opportunities for improvement. Based on watch change times (6:30am, 
2:30pm, and 10:30pm), the data shows longer dispatch times than usual just prior to and immediately 
after watch changes (see the heat map below). In addition, the watch change times seem to be where 
dispatchers most commonly fail to meet their dispatch time targets for priority one and two calls, two 
and four minutes respectively, with over 50 percent of priority one calls not meeting dispatch targets 
during watch change periods (as depicted in the second graphic). This has an important impact on 
DPD’s ability to meet overall response time performance metrics. The graphic below illustrates the 
median dispatch time (in minutes) per call by day of week and hour of day; the darker blue boxes 
represent a longer median dispatch time. This may be due to inefficiencies while the watch change 
occurs (e.g. new dispatcher takes time to set up, prior dispatcher leaves early, etc.). 
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In addition, when analyzing dispatch call volume by day of the week, it can be seen from the heat map 
below that peak call volume times are shifted by one to two hours during the weekend, depicted by 
the shifting gradient in call volume during weekends, for example call volumes start to increase at 7:00 
a.m. Monday through Friday; however, on Saturday and Sunday, this increase does not appear until 
9:00 a.m. Similarly at 4:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, call volumes increase further; however, this 
increase does not occur until approximately 8:00 p.m. on Saturday and Sunday. There is potential to 
apply different watch start times for the weekend, amending to start one to two hours later to match 
the call volume peak times. The red lines on the chart below denote the current watch start and end 
times. 
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Recommendations – It is recommended that a 30-minute watch overlap would improve the continuity 
of operations, increase the efficiency of dispatch times, and reduce the volume of calls that are not 
dispatched within target. In addition, consideration should be given to moving the weekend watches 
by one hour to match the change in call demand and ensure that staff are aligned to demand. 

In addition, the data suggests that increased oversight and operational management could reduce the 
dispatch times during watch changes. Supervisors and management should enforce that all staff are 
ready and available to start their duties at the watch start time and that no one is logging off their 
watch early, which could also be contributing to reduced performance during these periods. 
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3 - Sickness and Days Off 
An additional factor to consider when evaluating the ability to meet demand is the unplanned time off 
of staff members due to sickness. The graph below depicts the median number of sick hours per 
person by each month over the last three years. Based on this data, the median number of sick hours 
per person has increased from 2017 to 2019, increasing from an annual number of sick hours per 
person of 119 hours in 2017 to 141 hours in 2019. Sick hours typically increase during winter months, 
increasing the importance of maintaining sufficient staff levels during this time and proactively 
mitigating against this when generating schedules. 
 

 
 
During the interview process it was also noted that there is currently a lack of flexibility in the rotational 
schedules for staff days off, which contributes to burn-out and the use of sick days. Currently, junior 
staff have dedicated Monday–Tuesday (or Tuesday–Wednesday) as days off, whereas more senior 
staff get Friday–Saturday / Saturday–Sunday with these schedules being set for the year. This can lead 
to increased sickness during the weekends if requests for time off are unavailable or have been 
denied. 

Recommendations – It is recommended that division leadership proactively monitor the use of sick 
time and call-off rates across all positions. Trends in sickness should also be used when generating 
schedules and planning use of overtime; while the trends vary slightly over the years, sickness rates 
typically beginning increasing from June and peak in October. This should be proactively built into 
schedules to reduce the reliance on overtime and reduce the risk of staffing shortages. 

It is also recommended that a rotational schedule for days off for all staff be reviewed to benefit staff 
morale and reduce the number of sick days being used. As part of this review, staff seniority and union 
agreements should be thoroughly investigated to determine the best approach. In addition, a review of 
sick days being used per position and watch should also be carried to evidence the outcome.  

4 - Civilianization of Communications Unit 
The civilianization of functions within police departments has been a growing trend nationally, with 
civilian positions being utilized increasingly for specialized tasks previously conducted by sworn officers 
to allow sworn positions to focus on their core duties and mandates. This is particularly important for 
the Communications division where the expertise required is a vastly different skill set than the rest of 
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DPD. Current staffing figures show the Communications division as having a split of 81 percent civilian 
to 19 percent sworn staff, with the majority of sworn staff occupying senior leadership roles over both 
the 911 and dispatch functions. This results in there being limited career growth opportunities for 
civilian positions after a certain level, resulting in a negative impact on existing staff vacancy rates and 
attrition. In addition, it is noted that there can be significant turnover among the sworn leadership 
positions, and civilian staff often provide training and support to the sworn staff as they adjust to the 
new environment and operations. This also has a morale impact on staff due to the lack of long-term 
leadership and direction within the division. The civilianization of all positions within the 
Communications division could allow for an increase in morale, staff retention, and provide a financial 
benefit to DPD as civilian staff operate at a lower cost profile than sworn officers. As mentioned 
previously this is a trend that is being increasingly seen across the industry. For instance, the 
Albuquerque Emergency Communications Center has gradually civilianized their Communications 
Center. They have also recognized the importance to further emergency communications as a 
profession and offer enhanced training and accreditations to communications staff and leadership to 
promote the development of a career path.2  

Recommendations – It is recommended that further research be carried out to investigate the 
complete civilianization of the Communications division. This would have the benefit of allowing career 
growth for civilian positions, reducing staff vacancies and attrition rates, as well as potential cost 
savings. An in-depth analysis of current roles, responsibilities, and salaries at senior communications 
levels would need to be carried out initially to create a clear baseline understanding of the current 
impact. It is also recommended that should civilianization be adopted, that leadership positions be 
offered industry accreditations and appropriate training to recognize the specialization of the positions. 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
2 https://www.policeforum.org/assets/EmergencyCommunications.pdf 
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Call Signal and Call Priorities 
When a call is received within the Communications division, it is the responsibility of the 911 call taker 
to assess the information and assign a problem type and an associated priority level. This information 
determines the speed of the response, the prioritization of the call, and the number of patrol officers 
deployed. 

An analysis of CAD data for the period 2018 to 2020 was conducted to review the composition of 
demand by problem type and call priority. As per the table below, the data highlighted that only three 
percent of calls are priority one, 29 percent are priority two, 29 percent are priority three and four, and 
the remainder of demand generated is initiated by the patrol officer (note: non dispatch data is 
excluded from the table below as it represents <1 percent of the total). This data suggests that there is 
an opportunity to use other methods of call resolution for the 29 percent of calls that are deemed a 
lower priority and non-urgent (i.e., priority three and four calls). Historically, despite the presence of 
expediters, only 2 percent of calls are diverted to expediters; however, during the COVID-19 pandemic 
this has risen to 4 percent of calls. Similarly, since DORS was launched in March 2020, only one 
percent of calls have been diverted to the online reporting system. The enhanced utilization of these 
diversion programs would reduce the workload on call takers, dispatchers, and patrol officers.  

1 - Emergency 3% 

2 - Urgent 29% 

3 - General Service 18% 

4 - Non Critical 11% 

5 - Expediter   1% 

7 - Unit Initiated 37% 

 
The problem type analysis highlighted that there are a total of 126 problem codes available for use by 
call takers (a full list is provided in Appendix D). Of these 126 problem codes, the top five most utilized 
include routine investigations, major disturbances, traffic stops, and ”other” type calls, with the next 
five being utilized less than 3 percent of the time over the timescale of the analysis (see table below) 

Top 10 used problem signals  Percent of calls 

58 - Routine Investigation 24% 

6X - Major Dist. (Violence) 12% 

55 - Traffic Stop 8% 

40 - Other 6% 

40/01 - Other 6% 

ODJ - Off Duty Job 3% 

32 - Suspicious Person 3% 

07 - Minor Accident 3% 

12B - Business Alarm 2% 

6M - Loud Music Disturbance 2% 
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The analysis also highlighted that 107 of these problem signals were being used less than 1 percent of 
the time, suggesting that the presence of 126 problem types can actually cause additional confusion 
for both call takers and dispatchers and there is an opportunity to streamline the problem types to 
improve the efficiency of the call taker and dispatcher process.  

Call Signal and Call Priorities Recommendation Summary 

The following recommendations have been detailed to enhance the operations of the division: 

 Call Signal and Call Priorities Recommendations 

1 Reclassification of “other” problem codes – Implement a full overhaul of the use of the 
“other” problem type call signal to accurately categorize and track demand, as well as to support 
patrol officers in the field. In particular:  

a) Update training, quality assurance, and SOPs to review and confirm the use of the 
“Other” category for call takers and how to update the type at the end of the call 

b) Add the following six new problem type codes to reduce the use of the “other” 
category: Trespassing/Loitering, Welfare Check/Mental Health, Drugs, Homelessness, 
Civil Matter and Child/Custody Issue 

c) Leveraging the refreshed training and QA process, ensure the following problem types 
are reallocated to existing call signals at the end of each call: Theft, 
Accident/Emergency/Ambulance, Gun shots, Disturbance/Noise, Intoxication, and 
Assault 

2 Consolidation of duplicate and extraneous problem codes – Consolidate existing list of 
problem codes to simplify choice by 911 Call Takers and avoid misuse of other codes. In 
particular:  

a) Combine all related “in progress” problem code types to their single parent type as 
detailed in the table in the preceding section 

b) Remove the following non-use problem codes: 54 - Escort/Protection Detail, 68 - 
Verified Response Alarm, 12N - Burglar Alarm NonDisp, PSE/11B - Burg of Bus, MW - 
Most Wanted, TOW – TowRepo, 6X/01 Women's Shelter Dist, PSE/09V – UUMV (see 
full table in the preceding section) 

3 Align schedule overlaps to improve target dispatch times – Focus on improving target 
dispatch times to better support the overall response time performance by implementing 
measures to reduce performance gaps during the beginning and end of each watch 

4 Reclassification of Priority 1 modes of response – Authorize all priority one calls to be a code 
three response to improve the department’s ability to meet the eight-minute response time 
target for all priority one calls, improve the service level provided to citizens, and reduce the 
travel time for priority one calls by officers 

5 Refresh process for swapped and multi-assigned calls –  
a) Reset timers within the CAD system when an officer is swapped from one incident to 

another to accurately reflect the response time and reduce the risk of skewing the 
response time data reported by the department 

b) Implement a new system to record the time from when the officer is ready and able to 
respond to the incident rather than the time that the incident is “pending” their 
response to allow the accurate response times to be recorded and reported by the 
department 
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1 - “Other” problem type call signals  
Based on the problem type analysis the high utilization of the ”other” category when managing 
incoming 911 calls was highlighted as a challenge, as 12 percent (292,946) of calls between 2018 and 
2020 were being allocated to categories “40 – Other” or “40/01 – Other.”  

The selection of the problem type alerts the dispatcher to what type of response is required and it is 
therefore important that the correct allocation is selected. The problem type determines the call 
priority, how many officers respond, how fast they need to respond, and provides officers with the 
relevant information regarding the situation they will be attending. The “other” category does not 
provide the necessary transparency to dispatchers or patrol officers which can create an officer safety 
issue. In addition, the use of the “other” category contains a lot of “hidden demand” in that leadership 
cannot accurately view the demand that is being serviced and proactively manage that demand. 
Without recording this information accurately, DPD cannot accurately predict what workload may be 
diverted from DPD and transferred to other City agencies, which will impact the staffing levels across 
City agencies, which is especially critical given current national events.  

A deep dive analysis was therefore conducted on the “other” call category to identify why this 
category is being disproportionately utilized and what demand it contained. In order to be able to 
identify the details of these calls to ascertain whether they were correctly allocated, a full review of the 
call taker commentary was analyzed to identify the primary call problem. This resulted in an exhaustive 
qualitative and quantitative search of over one million written comments. An initial search for targeted 
“keywords” allowed for the identification of keywords with the most word counts. This analysis was 
then further refined by identifying the primary problem for each master incident number. The below 
categories were identified as “primary keywords” in the comments sections of calls allocated to 
“other”: 

Primary Keyword  Percent 

Trespassing / Loitering 16% 

Theft 16% 

Accident / Emergency / Ambulance 12% 

Gun shots 9% 

Welfare Check / Mental Health 8% 

Drugs 6% 

Homeless 5% 

Disturbance / Noise 4% 

Civil Matter 2% 

Threats / Harassment 2% 

Child / Custody Issue 2% 

Intoxication 2% 

Assault 1% 

From this list, it is evident that many of the calls could have been allocated to an existing problem type. 
Additional categories such as “trespassing,” “homelessness,” and “welfare check” could be added to 
the problem code list to allow for accurate allocation. While, the analysis identified that there is a need 
for some additional problem types, and streamlining of existing problem types, it also emphasizes the 
need for refreshed training for call takers on problem type usage and allocation, in addition to enhanced 
quality assurance by supervisors to ensure appropriate usage and proactive correction where needed. 
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Recommendation – In order to accurately categorize and track demand, as well as to support patrol 
officers in the field, it is recommended that an overhaul of the use of the “other” problem type be 
instigated. In addition, based on the overall analysis of problem types, the below call signals are 
recommended to be either added or training provided regarding correct allocation to the relevant 
existing problem type. In addition, to support and underpin the importance of accurate assignment, it is 
recommended that more emphasis be placed on supervisors to QA the use of the “other” problem 
type to ensure these are accurately reported and the training module on call signals should be 
refreshed.  

 

Primary Keyword Recommend 
New Signal 

Allocate to 
Existing Signal Existing Signal 

Trespassing/Loitering      

Theft   

09 – Theft 
09/01 – Theft 
41/09 - Theft - In Progress 
PSE/09 - Theft 

Accident/Emergency/Ambulance   

07 - Minor Accident 
7X - Major Accident 
7XF - Major Accident 
Freeway 
6XE - Disturbance 
Emergency 

Gun shots   6G - Random Gun Fire 

Welfare Check/Mental Health    

Drugs    

Homeless    

Disturbance/Noise   6M - Loud Music 
Disturbance 

Civil Matter    

Threats/Harassment    

Child/Custody Issue    

Intoxication   08 - Intoxicated Person 

Assault   
25 - Criminal Assault 
41/25 - Criminal Aslt -In 
Prog 

2 - Duplicate and extraneous call signals  
From a review of the entire 126 available problem types, it became apparent that some of these were 
duplicate or underutilized and could be consolidated into a single entry to reduce confusion and 
streamline the allocation process. In addition, a number of problem codes were rarely used and could 
be removed. Recognizing that the /01 code refers to an incident in progress, our recommendation is to 
combine these codes, but ensure the appropriate priority is allocated and relevant information 
documented, thus reducing the use of incorrect problem signals and streamlining the process. 
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Recommendation – In order to simplify and consolidate the list of 126 problem types, it is 
recommended that a number of these be consolidated into a single category or removed to reduce the 
problem types from 126 to 86. This will support call takers with more efficient selection of problem 
type during calls and will also support the reduction of the use of the “other” category. The 
consolidation recommendations are provided below:  
 

Problem type Total call volume Recommend 
consolidation 

09 - Theft 23,050  

 
09/01 - Theft 7,038  

41/09 - Theft - In Progress 1,374 

PSE/09 - Theft 8,888 

09V - UUMV 28,214  

 
09V-01 UUMV Just Ocrd 3,208  

PSE/09V - UUMV 13 

41/09V - UUMV in Progress 705 

11B - Burg of Bus 8,696  

 
11B/01 - Burg of Bus 919  

PSE/11B - Burg of Bus 8 

41/11B - Burg Busn in Progress 2431 

11C - Burg Coin Oper 89  

 PSE/11C - Burg Coin Op 17 

11C/01 - Burg Coin Oper 75  

11R - Burg of Res 17,194  

 
PSE/11R - Burg of Res 14 

11R/01 - Burg Of Res 3,320  

41/11R - Burg Res in Progress 7,603 

11V - Burg Motor Veh 28,987  

 PSE/11V - Burg Motor Veh 4,558 

11V/01 - Burg Motor Veh 3,046  

12B - Business Alarm 54,890 
 

12N - Burglar Alarm NonDisp 6 

15 - Assist Officer 4,389 
 

15A - Assist Officer w/Amb 201 
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Problem type Total call volume Recommend 
consolidation 

16 - Injured Person 8,683 
 

16A - Injured Person w/Amb 1,609 

20 - Robbery 10,423  
 

20R - Robbery (report)+1hr 1,357  

30 - Prisoner 1996 

 30/01 - ODO w/Prisoner 580 

30D - Prisoner Other Agency 796 

31 - Criminal Mischief 18,062  
 

31/01 - Crim Mis/Prog/Non Felo 2,778  

40 - Other 155,752  

 
40/01 - Other 137,198  

PSE/40 - Other 2,411 

41/40 - Other - In Progress 5,203  

6XE - Disturbance Emergency 12,850  
 

6XEA - Disturbance Emerg Amb 3,045  

7X - Major Accident 44,018  

 
7XCE - Major Acc City Equip 341  

7XF - Major Accident Freeway 11,960  

7XFCE - Major Acc Fwy City Eq 58  

AC - Animal Cruelty 843  
 

AC/01 - Animal Cruelty In Prog 354  
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Problem type Total call volume Recommend 
removing 

54 - Escort/Protection Detail 1  

68 - Verified Response Alarm 2  

12N - Burglar Alarm NonDisp 6  

PSE/11B - Burg of Bus 8  

MW - Most Wanted 9  

TOW - TowRepo 10  

6X/01 Women's Shelter Dist 12  

PSE/09V - UUMV 13  

ET - Executive Threat 14  

PSE/11R - Burg of Res 14  

PSE/11C - Burg Coin Op 17  

42 - Chase 18  

3 - Call Priority Performance Targets 
The call priority is an important component of call monitoring and dispatching as it signals the required 
urgency of the call, the response time, and the number of officers required to attend the call. In 
addition, the response time for priority one calls is a key performance metric for DPD which is reported 
on monthly, as it is an in-progress call that requires an urgent response. Priority one calls require an 
overall response time of eight minutes, which allows for a two-minute dispatch time and six-minute 
travel time for the patrol officers. The table below outlines the dispatch and travel times by priority type 
to determine the overall response time target.  
 

Target Response Time by Call Priority Type 

Priority Type Dispatch Time Travel Time Total Response Time 

Priority 1 2 minutes 6 minutes 8 minutes 

Priority 2 5 minutes 7 minutes 12 minutes 

Priority 3 23 minutes 7 minutes 30 minutes 

Priority 4 53 minutes 7 minutes 60 minutes 

 
The percentage of calls which miss the target dispatch, travel, and response times by priority was 
analyzed to identify opportunities to improve current priority assignments and improve performance 
against targets. This analysis evaluated response times by time of day, day of week, and by division. 
Overall, the analysis suggests that dispatch time is not the primary driver of missed response times; 
rather it is the travel time, which most frequently exceeds the target.  

To begin, the graph below illustrates the percentage of calls not meeting total response time (including 
both dispatch and travel time targets) between 2017 and 2020. It can be seen that priority two calls 
have the most significant levels of exceeding call time (both dispatch and travel time) on an annual 
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basis, likely due the high volume of priority two calls, while priority four calls meet target response 
times most frequently, likely as a result of a significantly longer target response time target. 

 
  
The graph below highlights the specific target category contributing to the overall percentage of calls 
which are not meeting targets. Based on the analysis, travel time is the primary driver for missed target 
response times for priorities one, two, and four. Dispatch time is only the primary drive for missed 
target response times for priority three calls. Across all priority types, the median percentage of calls 
which missed target due to dispatch is 46 percent, while the median percent for travel time is 49 
percent. Historically, these trends and median percentages have remained consistent since 2017. 

 

 
The analysis below illustrates the percentage of calls not meeting response time targets by reason: 
either dispatch time, travel time, or both. This analysis was conducted by day of week and hour of day 
to further examine potential factors that could be causing missed response times. 
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The following graph depicts the performance of dispatch and travel time by hour of day with red lines 
indicating dispatch watch times. Overall, there is a noted trend of an increasing number of missed 
target dispatch times during second and third watch changes; however, the opposite is true for first 
watch change. This trend may be a result of increasing number of priority one calls during second and 
third watch; however, it is important to note that there may be a potential impact to dispatch response 
time performance at the end and beginning of dispatcher watches during the watch change period. 

 
 
A similar trend is seen for priority two calls in which response time targets are increasingly not met 
during the transition of both second and third watch.  

 
 
The graphs below illustrate the response time performance and reason for priority one and two calls by 
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day of the week. Overall, performance trends are consistent throughout the weekdays but tend to shift 
on the weekends. For priority one calls, dispatch time tends to miss target more frequently on 
Saturday and Sunday (up from approximately 19 percent missed target on weekdays to 22 percent on 
Sunday). This trend could be impacted the larger number of priority one calls occurring on weekends. 
Contrarily, travel time performance improves slightly on the weekends, from approximately 38 percent 
missed target on weekdays to 33 percent on weekends. The increased staffing of patrol officers over 
the weekend period could be a leading factor for the performance improvement. 

 
 
Performance targets for priority two calls differ significantly in comparison to priority one with regard to 
day of the week. While the overall trajectory remains consistent (longer dispatch time and improved 
travel time performance on weekends), the average percentages differ. For priority two calls, travel 
time performance is significantly better than for priority one calls (an average of 25 percent missed 
target for priority two with an average of 37 percent for priority one). This may be due to slightly longer 
target response for priority two calls. Generally, dispatch and travel times are missing performance 
targets 45 to 50 percent of the time across the priority type. 
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Recommendation – Overall, the historic trends in response time indicate that travel time is the 
primary driver of not meeting response time performance targets rather than the dispatch time. The 
Communications division is unable to control the performance of travel times and therefore this should 
be a focus area of the patrol divisions. We recommend the Communications division continue to focus 
on improving target dispatch times to better support the overall response time performance. As 
identified in the data analysis, there is an opportunity to reduce performance gaps during the beginning 
and end of each watch as these times tend to negatively impact performance. 

4 - Priority one mode of response  
Priority one calls can currently be attended via two modes of response—code one or code three. Code 
three allows for the use of “lights and siren” to attend the call whereas code one does not authorize 
the use of this expedited response mode. Despite the different modes of response authorized, both 
code one and code three priority one calls are held to the same eight-minute response time. The data 
for priority one response times in 2020 show a 3.1-minute difference in the response times for code 
one compared to code three responses, 12.06 minutes and 8.96 minutes respectively. 

Further analysis identified that if all priority one calls were authorized for a code three response then 
this could save approximately 51 travel hours for patrol officers per year, which based on productive 
hours of 1,630 equates to approximately two FTEs per year. 

Year Volume P1 
Code 3 calls 

Median P1 
Code 3 travel 
time (mins) 

Volume P1 
Code 1 calls 

Median P1 
Code 1 travel 
time (mins) 

Potential saved 
travel hours 
annually 
(hours) 

2017 20,400 5.42 7,973 5.82 52.28 

2018 19,722 5.30 7,744 5.62 40.87 

2019 21,817 5.30 8,258 5.75 62.55 

2020 (through July) 12,060 5.04 4,609 5.43 30.57 

 
Recommendation – Based on the analysis of historic response times it is recommended that all 
priority one calls be authorized for a code three response. This will improve the department’s ability to 
meet the eight-minute response time target for all priority one calls, improve the service level provided 
to citizens, and reduce the travel time for priority one calls by officers. 

5 - Swapped and multi-assigned calls response time reporting  
A swapped incident is designated as such when an officer is assigned to an incident and before they 
reach that incident are reassigned or “swapped” to another incident. For example, this may occur 
when an officer is responding to a priority two incident and is redirected to a priority one incident that 
requires an immediate response. In these cases the timestamp in the CAD system does not reset 
when the officer is swapped to the new incident and remains active from the time the officer began 
responded to the first incident they were assigned to. The result of this is that certain calls show 
significantly longer travel and response times which are not representative of the actual travel time of 
the incident. This can disproportionally impact the response and travel times reported for higher-priority 
calls, priority one and two calls, as an officer is more likely to be reassigned from a lower priority 
incident to a higher priority. 

A similar challenge is experienced with multi-assigned incidents, which occurs when an officer is 
assigned to multiple incidents at the same time. While this is not common practice, this might occur 
when an officer requests to be assigned to an incident then they are in the same area or when they 
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know they will be closing an incident and will be available soon to handle the next incident within the 
same vicinity. As the officer is assigned to multiple incidents at one time, the CAD system records the 
timestamps from the time when the officer is assigned to the incident and do not reset when the 
officer actually begins to respond to the secondary incident they are assigned to. This impacts the 
response and travel times for these incidents, showing them to be significantly longer than the actual 
time taken to respond to the incident. 

Recommendation – Based on the explanation above it is recommended that the timers within the CAD 
system reset when an officer is swapped from one incident to another to accurately reflect the 
response time and reduce the risk of skewing the response time data reported by the department. 
Similarly, for multi-assigned calls it is recommended that the system record the time from when the 
officer is ready and able to respond to the incident rather than the time that the incident is “pending” 
their response. This will allow the accurate response times to be recorded and reported by the 
department. 
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Call Diversion  
While the Communications division handles all calls for service from the public, not all calls are 
dispatched to patrol officers. DPD offers diversion options for certain non-urgent calls that can be 
handled over the phone. This can be conducted through the expediter unit, which takes telephone 
reports for incidents, or more recently DPD has implemented a new online reporting system, Dallas 
Online Reporting System (DORS), in March 2020. The expediter unit has been operational for a number 
of years, however an expediter is not consistently staffed across each watch, and there is typically only 
one expediter on a watch at any time. Therefore the utilization of the expediter unit has been 
historically low and has been declining since 2017, on average only two percent of all calls are diverted 
to the unit annually; however, utilization has increased to 4 percent since April 2020 due to the COVID-
19 pandemic and an increased focus on diversion of calls. There are currently three expediters funded 
within the unit, based on the call volume below and the assumption that each expediter call should 
take approximately 20 minutes, there should be opportunity to increase the utilization and productivity 
of current expediter staffing without adding any additional positions. There are scenarios outlined 
below that would require additional positions based on the level of diversion achieved. 

Year Number of calls 
diverted 

Percentage of 
total calls 

2017 12,840 2.1% 

2018 9,239 1.5% 

2019 5,547 0.9% 

2020 (through June) 8,254 2.7% 

 
As part of the new online reporting system, identified call types are considered eligible for diversion to 
online reporting and relevant calls are provided with the option to transfer to this new system. DORS 
allows residents to report crimes online 24/7, while the reports are reviewed and completed by 
members of the Staff Review unit. Since DORS was implemented in March 2020, 2,822 incidents have 
been reported through the system. 

.  

As the online reporting system is a relatively new process, and the historic utilization of expediters has 
been declining, the project team conducted a detailed scenario analysis to ascertain the impact of call 
diversion if it was utilized effectively. As 28 percent of calls were allocated to priority three or four 
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historically, this suggests a large percentage of calls that could be managed by DORS or expeditors 
rather than dispatched to officers. This analysis was conducted through examining the workload and 
staffing impact under four scenarios: 

1) Impact of calls that could be diverted to Expediters only 

2) Impact of calls that could be diverted to Expediters or DORS 

3) Impact of calls that could be diverted to DORS only 

4) Impact of calls that could be diverted to other City agencies. 

For each scenario regarding diversion to expediters or DORS, a variation of problem types were 
examined based on current DPD policy, as shown in the table below. For diversion to other City 
agencies, this analysis was based on hypothetical problem types provided by DPD. 

Diversion scenario  Problem types eligible for diversion Impact analysis 

Expediters only  “09 - Theft”  
 “09V - UUMV” 
 “11V - Burg Motor Veh” 
 “20R - Robbery (report)+1hr” 
 “31 - Criminal Mischief” 
 “09/01 - Theft” 
 “11V/01 - Burg Motor Veh” 
 “38 - Meet Complainant” 
 “26 - Missing Person” 
 “07 - Minor Accident” 

Diversion to Expediters only: 
 Calculated saved workload of 

dispatcher and patrol officer 
 Additional workload: expediter 

Expediters and/or DORS  “09 - Theft”  
 “09V - UUMV” 
 “11V - Burg Motor Veh” 
 “20R - Robbery (report)+1hr” 
 “31 - Criminal Mischief” 
 “09/01 - Theft” 
 “11V/01 - Burg Motor Veh” 

Diversion to Expediters: 
 Calculated saved workload of 

dispatcher and patrol officer 
 Additional workload: expediter 
 
Diversion to DORS: 
 Calculated saved workload of 

expediter, dispatcher and patrol 
officer 

DORS only  “07 - Minor Accident” 
  “09/01 - Theft” 
 “09 - Theft” 
 “09V - UUMV” 
 “31 - Criminal Mischief” 
 “38 - Meet Complainant” 
 “11V - Burg Motor Veh” 
 “20R - Robbery (report)+1hr” 
 “11V/01 - Burg Motor Veh” 

Diversion to DORS only: 
 Calculated saved workload of 

expediter, dispatcher and patrol 
officer 
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Diversion scenario  Problem types eligible for diversion Impact analysis 

Other city agencies  “23 - Parking Violation” 
 “37 - Street Blockage” 
 “6F - Fire Works Disturbance” 
 “6M - Loud Music Disturbance” 
 “PH - Panhandler” 
 “SIP - Sleeping In Public” 
 “22 - Animal Disturbance” 
 “46 - CIT” 
 “46A - CIT w/Ambulance”             
 “DH - Drug House” 
 “OADS - Open Air Drug Sales” 
 “33 - Prostitution” 
 “24 - Abandoned Property” 
 “TOW - TowRepo” 

Diversion to other City agencies: 
 Calculated saved workload of 

dispatcher and patrol officer 

 

The core methodology used is outlined below:  

Estimated Saved Patrol Officer Workload 
The workload for patrol officers was generated utilizing three components: 

1) The number of calls that could be diverted to expediter unit or DORS  

2) The median time one office spent on one call 

3) The annual productive hours of an officer.  

For each problem type the annual number of calls was calculated and multiplied by the historic median 
patrol officer time (travel and call duration) spent for each call, based on those calls not currently 
expedited. It was calculated that patrol officers have an average of 1,630 productive hours based on 
2,080 available work hours.  

Additional workload generated calculation 
The calculation of saved or additional workload generated by diversion is based on historic annual 
workload associated with each problem type across all positions within the Communications divisions 
and patrol officers. There are three components to understand the workload in FTE for each role under 
each diversion scenario.  

1) The number of calls that will be diverted from, or added to, a specific role  

2) The average time the position spend per call 

3) The annual productive hours for the position.  

It is important to note that since the dispatcher position is a fixed-post, the workload saved for a 
dispatcher is outlined; however, it is not shown by FTE, this workload saved would allow the 
dispatcher to focus on dispatcher higher priority calls more efficiently.  

The results of this analysis is summarized in the sections below along with associated 
recommendations. 
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Call Diversion Recommendation Summary 

The following recommendations have been detailed to enhance the operations of the division: 

 Call Diversion Recommendations 

1 Actively promote diversion of calls to expeditors and/or DORS – Carry out a full review of 
the call-taker process to ensure that the option is consistently provided to non-priority calls. 

a) Review 911 call taker script and process to ensure diversion of appropriate call types 
b) Enhance marketing and promotion of DORS to Dallas citizens 
c) Review Expediter and Staff Review staffing levels based on enhanced utilization of 

diversion options 

2 Identify opportunities to divert calls to other City Agencies – Continue to work with the City 
of Dallas to explore options for diversion of specific call types to other City agencies 

 

1 - Diversion to Expeditors and/or DORS 

Diversion to Expeditor only 

The enhanced utilization of the existing expediter unit would reduce the workload of dispatchers and 
patrol officers. There would be minimal workload saved for 911 call takers and they would still have to 
answer the call and divert it to the expediter unit.  

There are three components to calculate the additional workload for the Expediter unit: 

1) The number of calls need to be diverted to an expediter: The historic CAD data was used to 
identify expedited calls (calls with Priority 5 within Police Agency Type) and identified the current 
percentage of expedited calls for each problem on an annual basis. The diversion scenarios were 
then conducted at various enhanced utilization levels, 50, 75, or 100 percent. 

2) The median time per call for an expediter: For the problem types that have been historically 
diverted to the Expediter unit, the median expediter call time was used for that specific problem. 
This generated the expected workload per problem type for the expediter unit. The expediter time 
is defined as the time difference between “unit assigned” and “call closed” within the CAD 
system., and  

3) The productive hours for the expediter position: Expediters are assumed to have same productive 
hour as the call-taker position, 1,757 productive hours based on 2,080 available work hours.  

The additional expediter workload (in FTE) was then calculated between number of calls for diversion 
and the median expediter time per call divided by the annual productive hours.  

Results 
Based on 2018 and 2019 data, the analysis highlights that if 50 percent of calls within these 10 
problems were diverted to expediters, there could be a saving of patrol officer workload that equates 
to approximately 19 to 20 FTEs and approximately 20,300–20,460 dispatcher hours. This would require 
approximately 20 additional expediter FTEs to cover the increase workload. 
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Year Diversion 
target (%) 

Call 
Volume 

Currently 
Expedited 
Call 
Volume 

Additional 
Expedited 
Call Volume 

Potential 
Annual Need 
Additional 
Expediter in 
FTE 

Potential 
Annual 
Dispatcher 
Workload 
Saved in 
hours 

Potential 
Annual 
Patrol Officer 
Workload 
Saved in FTE 

2017 50% 109,061 11,441 43,090 18 14,559 17 

2017 75% 109,061 11,441 70,355 29 25,782 28 

2017 100% 109,061 11,441 97,620 40 37,006 40 

2018 50% 110,321 8,242 46,919 19 20,267 19 

2018 75% 110,321 8,242 74,499 30 33,610 30 

2018 100% 110,321 8,242 102,079 41 46,952 42 

2019 50% 110,222 5,057 50,054 20 20,461 20 

2019 75% 110,222 5,057 77,610 31 32,433 32 

2019 100% 110,222 5,057 105,165 42 44,405 44 

2020 50% 44,198 7,299 14,863 6 4,676 6 

2020 75% 44,198 7,299 25,850 10 9,504 11 

2020 100% 44,198 7,299 36,899 14 14,382 16 

Diversion to Expediter and/or DORS  

Similar to the analysis conducted above, there are a series of problem types that could be diverted to 
either the expediter unit or submitted through DORS. Under this scenario, both dispatchers and patrol 
officers workload would be reduced, alongside the potential to reduce the current workload of 
expediters through increased diversion to DORS. The same methodology was used to calculate the 
additional workload for expediters; however, under this scenario the additional workload for Staff 
Review who review the DORS reports was also generated.  

To calculate the workload for Staff Review there were three components used: 

1) The number of calls divert to DORS  

2) The median time one staff review position spent reviewing a DORS report 

3) The productive hours of a staff review position.  

Due to limited data availability is was assumed that it takes approximately 20 minutes for a staff review 
position to review a DORS report. It was also assumed that the staff review position has the same 
productive hour as a call taker position, 1,757 productive hours based on 2,080 available work hours.  

Based on the 2019 data the analysis highlights that there is a trade-off between diversion to the 
expediter unit and DORS. Diversion to the expediter unit creates increased workload for the 
expediters, while diversion to DORS reduces expediter and call taker workload but increases Staff 
Review workload. Under these scenarios the workload saved for dispatchers and patrol officers 
remains the same.  

Results 
Using 2019 data, should 25 percent of eligible calls be diverted to the Expediter unit while 75 percent 
are diverted to DORS, there is an opportunity to reduce dispatcher workload by 32,005 hours, and 
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reduce patrol officer workload by 28 FTEs. This would create a need for four additional Expediter 
positions and two additional staff review positions. 

Year Expediter 
Diversion 
Target 
(%) 

DORS 
Diversion 
Target 
(%) 

Call 
Volume 

Current 
Expedited 
Call 
Volume 

Additional 
Expedited 
Call 
Volume 

Potential 

Annual 

Patrol 

Officer 

Workload 

Saved in 

FTE 

Potential 
Annual 
Dispatcher 
Workload 
Saved in 
hours 

Potential 
Annual 
Expediter 
addition 
in FTE  

Potential 
Annual 
Saved 
Expediter 
in FTE  

Potential 
Annual 
Staff 
Review 
addition 
in FTE 

2017 0% 100% 57,921 9,461 0 32 33,791 0 43 0 

2017 25% 75% 57,921 9,461 7,593 29 28,888 4 12 1 

2017 50% 50% 57,921 9,461 19,500 28 27,066 9 0 4 

2017 75% 25% 57,921 9,461 33,980 28 27,066 15 0 6 

2017 100% 0% 57,921 9,461 48,460 28 27,066 21 0 9 

2018 0% 100% 60,286 6,986 0 33 42,427 0 34 0 

2018 25% 75% 60,286 6,986 8,829 30 37,388 4 3 2 

2018 50% 50% 60,286 6,986 23,157 30 36,773 10 0 4 

2018 75% 25% 60,286 6,986 38,229 30 36,773 17 0 7 

2018 100% 0% 60,286 6,986 53,300 30 36,773 23 0 10 

2019 0% 100% 55,334 4,151 0 31 34,889 0 24 0 

2019 25% 75% 55,334 4,151 9,683 28 32,055 4 0 2 

2019 50% 50% 55,334 4,151 23,516 28 32,055 10 0 4 

2019 75% 25% 55,334 4,151 37,350 28 32,055 16 0 7 

2019 100% 0% 55,334 4,151 51,183 28 32,055 22 0 10 

2020 0% 100% 21,013 5,825 0 13 13,085 0 34 0 

2020 25% 75% 21,013 5,825 2,093 11 10,927 1 16 0 

2020 50% 50% 21,013 5,825 4,682 9 9,121 2 0 1 

2020 75% 25% 21,013 5,825 9,935 9 9,121 4 0 2 

2020 100% 0% 21,013 5,825 15,188 9 9,121 6 0 3 

Diversion to DORS only  

The same analysis was conducted as per the above scenario to look at diversion to DORS only. 
Diversion to DORS only would require additional staff review positions however would reduce 
workload across expediters, dispatchers and patrol officers.  

Results 
Based on the 2018 and 2019 data analysis, should 50 percent of calls within the 15 eligible problem 
types be diverted to DORS there is the opportunity to reduce expediter workload by 1.5 FTEs, reduce 
dispatcher workload by approximately 27,800 to 29,300 hours, and reduce patrol officer workload by 
approximately 26 to 28 FTEs. This would require the addition of approximately 10 staff review positions 
to manage the additional workload generated. 
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Year DORS 
Diversion 
Target 

Call 
Volume 

Current 
Expedited 
Call Volume 

Additional 
DORS 
Report 
Volume 

Potential 
Annual 
Patrol 
Officer 
Workload 
Saved in 
FTE 

Potential 
Annual 
Dispatcher 
Workload 
Saved in 
hours 

Potential 
Annual 
Saved 
Expediter 
in FTE 

Potential 
Annual 
Staff 
Review 
addition in 
FTE 

2017 50% 104,274 11,018 52,137 25 23,324 2 10 

2017 75% 104,274 11,018 78,206 38 34,987 3 15 

2017 100% 104,274 11,018 104,274 50 46,649 4 20 

2018 50% 105,592 8,140 52,796 27 29,370 1 10 

2018 75% 105,592 8,140 79,194 40 44,054 2 15 

2018 100% 105,592 8,140 105,592 53 58,739 3 20 

2019 50% 104,508 4,587 52,254 27 27,853 1 10 

2019 75% 104,508 4,587 78,381 41 41,780 1 15 

2019 100% 104,508 4,587 104,508 55 55,707 2 20 

2020 50% 42,237 6,869 21,119 10 9,328 1 4 

2020 75% 42,237 6,869 31,678 16 13,992 2 6 

2020 100% 42,237 6,869 42,237 21 18,656 3 8 

2017 50% 104,274 11,018 52,137 25 23,324 2 10 

2017 75% 104,274 11,018 78,206 38 34,987 3 15 

2017 100% 104,274 11,018 104,274 50 46,649 4 20 

2018 50% 105,592 8,140 52,796 27 29,370 1 10 

2018 75% 105,592 8,140 79,194 40 44,054 2 15 

2018 100% 105,592 8,140 105,592 53 58,739 3 20 

2019 50% 104,508 4,587 52,254 27 27,853 1 10 

2019 75% 104,508 4,587 78,381 41 41,780 1 15 

 
Recommendation – To support the process of diverting calls to DORS or expeditors, a full review of 
the call taker process should be undertaken to ensure that the option is consistently provided to non-
priority calls. This should include a full review and update to call taker SOPs and training, with a focus 
being on call takers offering an upfront initial diversion to DORS or expediters for identified problem 
types as the first choice. If the public refuses the use of these services then they should set the 
expectation of how long it may take for an officer to arrive due to the low priority of the call. This 
should support the uptake of call diversion. To monitor and support call takers with the process, it is 
recommended that the supervisor process be expanded to ensure the appropriate QA of calls to 
ensure this process is being followed.  

In addition, the marketing and promotion of the DORS system should be renewed to help ensure that 
citizens of Dallas are aware of, and understand, the choices available to them and the level of service 
that will be provided. 
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Based on the analysis within these scenarios and the significant potential time and cost savings to 
officers, call takers and dispatchers, it is recommended that DPD review the existing expeditor and 
staff review staffing levels and increase these in line with demand for enhanced diversion. 

2 - Diversion to other City agencies 
Additional analysis was conducted given the current national movement to divert calls from police 
agencies to other City agencies that may be more equipped to handle certain problem types. The 
analysis investigated the impact on workload for dispatchers and patrol officers should that workload 
be diverted to other City agencies. The analysis scope focused on 14 specific problems types as 
provided by DPD (and described in Appendix C) which could potentially be diverted to other agencies. 

Results 
Based on the 2018 and 2019 data the analysis highlights that if 50 percent of calls within the 14 
problems were diverted to another other city agency. There is the opportunity to reduce dispatcher 
workload by approximately 34,000 to 36,000 hours, and reduce patrol officer workload by 
approximately 12 to 15 FTEs. Should 100 percent of these calls be diverted, this could reduce patrol 
officer workload by up to 31 FTEs. 

Year Diversion 
Target 

Call Volume  Call Volume 
Diverted to 
other City 
agencies 

Potential 
Annual Patrol 
Officer 
Workload 
Saved in FTE  

Potential 
Annual 
Dispatcher 
Workload 
Saved in hours  

2017 50% 189,698 94,849 24 30,500 

2017 75% 189,698 142,274 36 45,750 

2017 100% 189,698 189,698 48 61,000 

2018 50% 184,905 92,453 13 36,180 

2018 75% 184,905 138,679 19 54,271 

2018 100% 184,905 184,905 26 72,361 

2019 50% 186,667 93,334 15 34,886 

2019 75% 186,667 140,000 23 52,329 

2019 100% 186,667 186,667 31 69,772 

2020 50% 88,529 44,265 14 15,122 

2020 75% 88,529 66,397 21 22,682 

2020 100% 88,529 88,529 28 30,243 

 
Recommendation – DPD should continue to work with the City and other agencies to explore the 
opportunities for diversion of calls to other agencies to ensure an appropriate response for the citizen. 
Similar analysis may need to be conducted once the problem type list is refined as there will be a 
staffing and budget impact for DPD and other agencies. 
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Staff Process and Performance Management  
As a result of the shadowing and interview exercise, a number of process improvements across the 
Communications division were identified to support standardized processes and improved 
performance management. These are summarized below.  

Staff Process and Performance Recommendation Summary 

The following recommendations have been detailed to mitigate and improve on these challenges: 

 Staff Process and Performance Recommendations 

1 Update the overtime reporting process – Update the overtime charge submission process to 
require the time of day and day of week when the overtime occurred to be included in the 
timesheet submission, as well as the inclusion of a specific reason code for each instance of 
overtime occurrence. This will lead to more accurate and reliable monitoring of overtime which 
can be used against performance to manage staffing more appropriately 

2 Implement a Performance Management framework – Implement a more formalized and 
standardized performance management process for all staff to improved performance, 
accountability, and action. In particular:  

a) Leadership to conduct evaluations on a regular basis to identify specific challenge and 
opportunity areas and to rapidly identify, address, and resolve any issues 

b) Establish performance measures or KPIs at individual level based on job type. These 
performance measures should be formally signed off by both supervisors and leadership 
to ensure accountability at all levels  

c) Update existing SOPs and training manuals to reflect new staff-level performance 
measures to ensure transparency and accountability 

d) Create standardized checklists for supervisors and staff across 911 and dispatch to 
ensure accurate information is recorded at the end of each watch, therefore enabling 
better performance monitoring and more rapid identification of any upcoming issues 

3 Amend and standardize the dispatch process - Amend the dispatch policy to dispatch the 
nearest next available officer to an incident rather than the next available officer.  

a) Increase communications between the dispatchers and officers to ensure that 
dispatchers are aware of the status of in-progress incidents 

b) Close monitoring from supervisors in the field to ensure that officers are updating their 
availability as soon as they are close to closing or have closed an incident 

c) Consider re-introducing division sectors to provide boundaries within which officers can 
respond to incidents 

1 - Overtime Reporting and Utilization  
Overtime can be an efficient means to manage short or unpredictable peaks in demand. However, 
when used inefficiently, overtime can result in unnecessary departmental expenses. Overtime is 
currently being used regularly to bolster current staffing levels. However, there is limited ability to be 
able to track when this overtime is being used, and if it is being used effectively to meet demand as 
the overtime information is not being recorded accurately within the Lawson system. 

There are two types of overtime that that are frequently utilized in the Communications division: 
planned overtime, where there is going to be a special event or known shortage of personnel, and 
unplanned overtime that arises due to unanticipated sick time or an emergency. 
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For planned overtime, a sign-up sheet will be created for the dates that employees can work overtime 
with an indication how many positions need to be filled. This sign-up list will be posted in the Radio 
Room and the 911 Call Center. Employees will be allowed to sign up on the sheet indicating their 
willingness to work a particular watch. If more than the necessary number of personnel sign up for a 
particular watch, the assignments will be given based on seniority going down the list until it is 
exhausted before starting at the top of the list again. 

For unplanned overtime, the Watch Commander or Manager II will first offer overtime to employees on 
the preceding watch who are available to stay over. The most senior employee who volunteers will get 
the assignment. If an employee is not found on the previous watch to work the assignment, then calls 
will be made to employees on other watches or their days off. 

Following an in-depth analysis of overtime data, it can be seen from the table below that total overtime 
hours across the Communications unit has increased from 45,201 hours 2018 to a 67,938 hours in 
2019, a 50 percent increase between the years. The majority, approximately 50 percent of overtime is 
utilized for 911 call takers, followed by approximately 25 percent for police dispatchers. Given the 
staffing analysis conducted within this report, the current 911 call taker staffing appears to be sufficient 
to meet demand, therefore it seems that there is potential to reduce the level of overtime used or use 
it more effectively to meet peaks in demand. This would come through additional governance, 
supervision and QA of the call taker process. 

 Total overtime hours Percent of total 

Position 2017 2018 2019 2020 
(Jan-
Mar) 

2017 2018 2019 2020 
(Jan-
Mar) 

911 Call Taker 33,063 20,457 34,803 11,473 46% 45% 51% 50% 

911 Call Taker Trainee 216 1,371 2,999 901 0% 3% 4% 4% 

Senior 911 Call Taker 17,912 11,590 18,289 6,466 25% 26% 27% 28% 

Police Dispatcher 4,828 1,427 2,570 1,492 7% 3% 4% 6% 

Senior Police Dispatcher 15,739 10,357 9,278 2,797 22% 23% 14% 12% 

Grand Total 71,758 45,201 67,938 23,129 100% 100% 100% 100% 

 
 
The chart below illustrates the trending increase in total number of overtime hours charged per month 
by each staff position, with a noticeable increase in the number of overtime hours for 911 call takers 
and police dispatchers beginning in mid-2019. However overall annual overtime for police dispatchers 
and senior police dispatchers has declined by 47 and 41 percent respectively between 2017 and 2019. 
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The significant number of hours charged to overtime and increasing trends could signal a number of 
issues and corresponding actions:  
— A potential need for increased staff to meet demand at certain times  
— Sickness levels should be analyzed by position and person to determine the driving factors  
— Overtime should be analyzed alongside the divisions demand profile to ensure it is being used 

effectively to meet peaks in demand  
— Enhanced performance management to ensure staff are working as efficiently as possible. 
 
Recommendation – As mentioned above, overtime can be an efficient means to manage short or 
unpredictable peaks in demand. However, when used inefficiently, overtime can result in unnecessary 
departmental expenses. Overall, the total number of annual overtime hours per position is increasing 
compared to historic figures, particularly among call taker trainees, which has increased 390 percent 
between 2017 and 2019. However, the metrics to track overtime are insufficient to be able to 
understand the time of day, watch, and day of week in which overtime is most frequently utilized and 
determine if this is being used effectively due to the current process for tracking overtime hours. For 
example, overtime hours are typically submitted once per week when a staff member submits their 
timesheet, this is often recorded in aggregate rather than at the granular daily level. In addition, 
overtime hours do not currently require a “reason” entry or “time period” for each overtime hour/day 
charged. This prevents DPD from fully understanding the gaps in staff supply as compared to demand 
for time of day and day of week. To better evaluate the effectiveness of overtime and be able to 
predict when it might be needed based on historic trends, we recommend updating the overtime 
charge submission process to require the time of day and day of week when the overtime occurred to 
be included in the timesheet submission. In addition, we recommend that a specific reason code for 
each instance of overtime occurrence be required to better understand the planned and unplanned 
overtime factors, for example; minimum staffing, sickness, special event, etc., and improve staffing 
capabilities in the future. This will lead to more accurate and reliable monitoring of overtime which can 
be used against performance to manage staffing more appropriately.  
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2 - Performance Management  

A number of questions arose throughout the study around the processes and training available to both 
supervisors and staff to ensure adequate monitoring and QA of reports, in particular with regards to call 
grading and signal review, reporting, and inconsistency in the number of QAs required to be conducted 
by supervisors. The Communications division has some clear and monitored metrics related to 
communications performance (e.g., calls answered within 10 seconds); however, in addition to current 
technology constraints, there appears to be a lack of consistency or formality in staff-related 
performance management within the division. This does not help to foster a culture of high 
performance, accountability, or proactive action and can contribute negatively to achieving performance 
measures. This is especially important for new trainees and has knock-on effects throughout the 911 
to dispatch to field elements.  

Recommendation – It is recommended that DPD implement a more formalized and standardized 
performance management process for all staff to improve performance, accountability, and proactive 
management. This would involve in particular the following activities:  

 Implement a formalized and standardized process across new trainees, 911 call takers, and 
dispatchers to routinely report performance upwards and take action where necessary. 
Performance management should be on an individual basis based on job type and follow 
standardized and consistent metrics for evaluation (e.g., number of QAs conducted by 
supervisors by watch). Leadership should be engaged in performance management and 
conduct evaluations on a regular basis to identify specific challenge and opportunity areas and 
to rapidly identify, address, and resolve any issues.  

 Establish performance measures or KPIs at individual level based on job type (specific 
examples are provided in the table below). These performance measures should be formally 
signed off by both supervisors and leadership to ensure accountability at all levels. The 
establishment of performance measures will allow DPD leadership to monitor behaviors, 
activities, outcomes, and performance and drive decisions and actions based on this 
information. Overall, it will allow DPD a system to measure how the department is functioning 
to meet its communications-related performance metrics and identify areas of efficiencies and 
improvement.  

Job Type Example Performance Measure / KPI 

Training 
Supervisor 

— Number of daily observation reports reported at the end of each watch by 
training supervisors 

Floor 
Supervisor 

— Number of reports that undergo QA by supervisors at the end of each 
watch to ensure the correct call signal and grading was assigned 

Call takers / 
dispatchers 

— Attendance and time of arrival  
— Attendance at key training and maintains relevant certifications 

Expeditors — Number of reports completed by shift 

 

 Update existing SOPs and training manuals to reflect new staff-level performance measures to 
ensure transparency and accountability 

 Create standardized checklists for supervisors and staff across 911 and dispatch to ensure 
accurate information is recorded at the end of each watch, therefore enabling better 
performance monitoring and more rapid identification of any upcoming issues.  
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3 - Dispatch Process Standardization 
Current dispatch policy states that dispatchers should dispatch the next available officer in order to 
maximize their ability to meet the dispatch and response time targets for all priorities. However, 
observations in the field and through the data analysis show that while this can positively impact the 
achievement of dispatch time targets, it can have a detrimental impact on officer travel time and the 
ability to meet overall response time targets. In order to dispatch the next available officer, officers can 
be assigned to an incident regardless of their location within the division boundaries. This means that 
officers are often travelling across the division geography to attend their next call, and officers are often 
passing each other to attend incidents. This is further emphasized by the lack of enforcement for 
division sectors and beats, which means that an officer can be assigned to incidents anywhere within 
the division. Many police departments operate a dispatch policy of not the next available officer but the 
nearest next available officer, considering the location of the officer alongside their availability in order 
to reduce travel times and help ensure efficient use of resources. 
 
Recommendation – It is recommended the department consider amending the dispatch policy to 
dispatch the nearest next available officer to an incident rather than the next available officer. The 
dispatchers have access to automatic vehicle location (AVL) data on their terminals, which allows them 
to monitor an officer’s location in relation to active and pending incidents, to determine the nearest 
available officer. This change in policy will require increased communications between the dispatchers 
and officers to ensure that dispatchers are aware of the status of in-progress incidents, alongside close 
monitoring from supervisors in the field to ensure that officers are updating their availability as soon as 
they are close to closing or have closed an incident. 
 
In addition, consideration should be given to reintroducing division sectors to provide boundaries within 
which officers can respond to incidents. These boundaries could and should be crossed when officer 
support is required or if there are no other officers available when a priority incident needs to be 
responded to; however, for the majority of the watch, officers should operate within their sector in 
order to reduce travel time and response times across all priorities. The assignment of officers to 
sectors should be based on historic call demand and call composition data (i.e., volume of priority calls 
and analysis of problem types), and not evenly distributed across all sectors. 
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Training 
Training is a vital element of the Communications division, both to ensure the competence of 911 call 
takers, dispatchers, and trainers, but also to support staff retention and career growth.  

Training Recommendation Summary 
The following recommendations have been detailed to improve the training process: 

 Training Recommendations 

1 Refresh the existing training program and review the required number of trainers – 
Refresh the existing training process for new staff to support more efficient outcomes and 
better performance with quicker results and increase the number of classroom/on-the-floor 
trainers to increase direct supervision and improve outcomes 

a) Classroom training to be modular and include reality-based training 
b) Investigate and pilot optimal timing for on-the-floor training and consider reducing from 

12 weeks to eight to nine weeks based on efficiencies arising from reality-based training  
c) Update 911 call taker on-the-job training manual based on new processes (last updated 

in 2015) in line with new program 
d) For classroom trainers, it is recommended that at least two trainers per group for both 

dispatch and call taker classroom sessions be available to accommodate the numbers of 
trainees and account for potential sick days or leave 

e) For on-the-floor trainers, it is recommended that an analysis of existing “on-the-floor” 
training supervisor staffing levels against volume of anticipated trainees and trainers 
time spent on training versus day job be undertaken to identify the appropriate number 

2 Investigate the feasibility of a dedicated training division – Investigate transferring training 
to the DPD training division specifically to handle training and help ensure standardization 

3 Implement a new Train-the-trainer program – Create a separate training program for new 
supervisors to standardize the approach to training and reporting and ensure trainers are more 
actively involved in trainee success 

a) Emphasis on skills required for day-to-day training 
b) Focus on consistent and strong quality assurance for new hires  
c) Create “refresher” programs to support continuous education 

1 - Trainer availability & process 
On a number of occasions, it was reported that there are currently not enough trainers or classroom 
supervisors available to support the volume of trainees within each session, resulting in disparate 
training processes, reduced training time, and recent hires leaving shortly after hiring. Currently there 
are only two classroom instructors (one for dispatchers and one for 911 call takers) and five trainers 
allocated across all three watches for on-the-floor-training (two morning, two day, and one night). This 
results in trainers being unavailable to fully support their new trainees. Senior call takers are primarily 
responsible for floor training; however, based on staff interviews, several non-senior call takers also 
participate in floor training. This is also supported by the data analysis, summarized in the graph below, 
which shows that in 2018 the number of trainees was nearly twice as large as the number of senior 
call takers; the gap decreased in 2019, but this is likely impacting the ability to fill vacancies and 
contributing to high attrition rates for trainees as described in a later section. 
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Recommendation – The qualitative information and data analysis clearly show that there are 
insufficient numbers of trainers for each trainee group at both the classroom and floor level. It is 
recommended that the number of trainers be increased to support increased demand for new hires, 
with a suggested number based on the number of floor / classroom trainees expected. For classroom 
trainers, it is recommended that there are at least two trainers each for both dispatch and call taker 
classroom sessions, to allow for additional hires and potential sick-days.  

Trainer process  

The training process (classroom and floor) is also considered lengthy and does not promote “real life” 
training, resulting in a slower learning curve for new trainees and more reliance on trainers for support. 
This contributes to additional pressures on both trainers and trainees in performing at their best and 
impacts staff retention. The current training curriculum is as follows: 

Training Schedule 

911 Call Taker • 12 weeks in the classroom (this includes the TCOLE licensing) 
• 12 weeks on the floor (OJT) – 3 rotations of 4 weeks 

Police Dispatcher 
(with no experience 
and not an internal 
promotion) 

• 2 ½ weeks classroom to get the TCOLE license 
• 2 week basic telecommunication classroom 
• 4 weeks of Dispatch specific training 
• 15 weeks on the floor – 4 rotations of 4 weeks with a final 3-week 

segment 

Police Dispatcher 
(internal promotion) 

• 4 weeks of dispatch specific training 
• 15 weeks on the floor – 4 rotations of 4 weeks with a final 3-week 

segment 

 
Recommendation – In order to promote a faster learning curve for new trainees and support new hire 
staff retention, it is recommended that the classroom training elements be changed to a modular 
format with more emphasis on “reality-based training.” This would require the full review of the 
existing training curriculum, including a review of the appropriateness of the 12-week 911 call taker 
floor training element, as well as the selection of appropriate reality-based training programs. Reality 
based training is vital to enhance the learning curve as a significant portion of the training happens on 
the job when on the floor. This will support new trainees to understand what happens on the floor prior 
to the floor training exercise, thereby reducing the need for a lengthy floor rotational. Modular reality 
based training is in line with what other agencies also carry out (e.g., New Orleans) and would have 
great benefits to trainee staff retention, trainer workload, and overall process management. For 
instance, the London Metropolitan Police Department partners with a vocational technical school that 
has a dispatch training center, where they train staff and have a dispatch center complete with mock 
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stations. The benefits are considered vast, especially with newer trainees who are technically savvy 
and have the early opportunity to understand the challenges of what they’re getting into.  

Once the classroom training refresh has been confirmed, DPD should investigate the optimal timing for 
on-the-floor training. With reality-based training as part of the classroom element, this could reduce the 
timing required from 12 weeks to approximately eight to nine weeks for 911 call takers with a similar 
timeframe for dispatch training.  

2 - Training division 
Additionally it has been seen that similar agencies utilize their training departments with dedicated full-
time staff to support training (e.g., New Orleans). It is recommended that DPD investigate the potential 
transfer of classroom training to the training division to support staff retention, workload management, 
and standardization of the training process. Under this transfer, new hires would remain within 
Communications, but the classroom trainers would sit under the training division and support the 
development of full training curriculums for both classroom and on-the-floor training and quality 
assurance processes for new hires. A review of on-the-floor training supervisors would need to be 
undertaken to understand how many were dedicated full time to training versus those in dual roles, 
including an in-depth analysis of time spent on training versus day job.  

3 - Training and QA for Trainers 
A lack of training and consistent QA process for the trainers was identified as a challenge during our 
interview process. This is vital to ensure trainers are able to support the new trainees appropriately and 
manage the reporting process and reduce disparate processes across the watches. Feedback from 
staff interviews also suggests that roughly 50 percent of trainees do not pass floor training, which 
could be a result of trainer availability and consistency. For example, the 911 call taker on-the-job 
training manual was last updated in 2015.  

Recommendation – In order to support trainers and trainees alike and promote staff retention and 
consistency in the training process, it is recommended that a new separate training program for new 
trainers (new hires and promotions) be instigated to ensure trainers are more actively involved in 
trainee success. The focus of the “train-the-trainer” module should be on day-to-day trainer 
management skills, as well as a strong emphasis on QA for new trainees during their on-the-floor 
training. In addition, a full refresh of the 911 call taker “on-the-job” training manual should be updated 
in line with new process, as this was last updated in 2015, as well as a process to accurately track 
trainee progress and outcomes.  
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Hiring  
Hiring and staff retention has been identified as a key challenge across the Communications division 
with vacancy rates increasing annually.  

Hiring Recommendation Summary 
The following recommendations have been detailed to enhance the operations of the division: 

 Hiring Recommendations 

1 Implement a process to proactively track hiring progress – Instigate a formal process 
(regularly reviewed by leadership and the hiring manager) to proactively track the hiring process 
and flag any delays  

a) Full review of existing sign-off process to streamline timing and responsibility 
b) Formal progress tracking and regular reviews 

2 Align the hiring process to civilian position requirements — Align the hiring process with 
civilian-position requirements, documentation, and sign-off requirements to promote a more 
efficient and timely hiring process and retain applicants  

a) Full review and amendment of disqualifiers for civilian hires 
b) Full review and amendment of background documentation requirements for civilian 

positions 
c) Align with City HQ to ensure that Civilian background checks are conducted at the 

appropriate level for their position and are prioritized to reduce vacancy rates 

3 Investigate the feasibility of implementing electronic sign-offs – Investigate redesigning the 
hiring process to an electronic system to facilitate digital sign-offs and enable notifications by 
emails allowing for proactive identification of delays in the process 

4 Amend the process for exit interviews – Amend process for exit interviews to include detailed 
reasons for leaving and monitor for improvements and efficiencies in attrition rates 

 
One of the contributing factors in hiring and filling these historical and current vacancy rates was not 
just a difficulty in receiving applications for the vacant positions, but the process and length of time the 
hiring cycle takes, which can result in applicants leaving the process when they find other positions in 
the time it takes to move through the process with the department. In particular, it was identified that 
civilian hiring processes follows the same strict standards as sworn positions, while it is recognized 
that there is a process to be followed through TCOLE this is not the same as what is required for 
sworn positions, and this can result in longer background checks, and ultimately applicant drop-offs as 
they receive offers from competing agencies. A significant contributing factor to the length of time the 
current hiring process takes is also attributed to the manual and administrative process as all the 
paperwork and sign-offs are performed manually and sequentially and require various levels of sign-offs 
before a decision can be made and a candidate informed of the outcome. The cycle time of hiring is 
difficult to quantitatively evidence as there is a lack of data management around the process however 
anecdotal evidence suggested that the civilian hiring process can take up to three months for positions 
with high and consistent vacancy rates and as such this should be addressed as a priority.  

Recommendations – It is recommended that in order to reduce the consistently high vacancy rates a 
significant overhaul of the hiring process is needed—at both the Communications and City HQ level—to 
align the process to requirements appropriate for civilian positions. This would involve two elements: 
(a) a refocus of the application review process in line with civilian requirements and (b) a move away 
from manual sign-offs towards the digitization of the administrative process. 
 
As a first step, it is recommended that a formal process to track the timing of the hiring process and 
recording of milestone events throughout the process be instigated to proactively monitor progress 
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and identify where bottlenecks or delays are occurring. This should focus on the date the application 
was received, completion of the application paperwork, completion of interviews, instigation and 
completion of background checks, relevant sign-offs and required medicals, etc. and should be 
reviewed by leadership, as well as the hiring manager on a regular basis to proactively monitor any 
issues arising in the process.  
 
In order to amend the process to align to civilian position requirements, a full review and amendment 
of background documentation requirements should take place to streamline the process and enable 
decision-makers to more rapidly review and qualify applications. To reduce the length of time the 
application process takes, it is recommended that an electronic hiring process, focusing on sign-off and 
notifications for signatories, be rolled out to facilitate digital sign-offs and enable notifications via email 
and ultimately minimize any delays in the process. The use of digital signatures is increasingly common 
across government agencies, it is a secure and efficient method to reduce the administrative burden 
on leadership and improve the cycle time of the overall process. 
 
As it was noted, over 50 percent of Communications division staff cite personal reasons for leaving the 
unit; however, no further detail was available to describe the individual reason (e.g. salary, benefits, 
training, workload etc.). To better understand the drivers of attrition, and implement changes to 
proactively reduce attrition rates among communications staff, it is suggested that the exit interview 
process be reviewed to include detailed reasons for leaving. The hiring manager and leadership should 
regularly review this data to identify issues in training, QA, process, or other reasons in order to 
implement changes that may provide for more efficient operations and staff retention and well-being.  
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Appendix A – Data Log 

The Dallas Police provided KPMG with the following datasets in order to conduct the Communications 
Review: 

Data Topic Short Description 

911 Average Call Duration 

911 Call Summary 

911 Calls per Hour by Day of Week 

911 Top Busiest Hours 

911 Top PSAP Metrics – Answer Time 

911 PSAP Ring Time 

911 Call Ind, Call RO, Markout, Sample Calls 

911 CAD_DORS 

911 Call Secs Relationship 

911Call Timestamp 

911Call Fields Explanation 

911Call Join with Call_Ind 

911Call 2019–2020 

Associations 18-1833 Meet and Confer Agreement Amend 12 12 2018 

Associations 18 1834 B-4 and B-5 Executive Schedules 

Associations AD 3-72 Family and Medical Leave 

Associations December 12, 2018 Agenda Item 81 Attachment Memo 120718 

Associations Meet and Confer 2016 Final Signed Agreement 

Associations Personnel Rules 2017 

Attrition Attrition 

Budget History Budget vs Actual History 

CAD Problem & Priority Change 

CAD Agency Type, Jurisdiction 

CAD Expediter vs Online 

CAD Timestamps 
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Data Topic Short Description 

CAD Timestamps order 

CAD Timestamps missing 

CAD Call Disposition 

Dispatch Processes On-the-Job Training Manual July 2015 

Dispatch Processes Text to 911 SOP Nov 9 2018 

Dispatch Processes Communications SOP March 2019 

Dispatch Processes Approved 911 Call Handling Guidelines June 2019 

Hierarchy Hierarchy; Communications Services - ORG Chart 6-3-2020 

Hiring Hiring Data 

Leave & Staffing Leave and Staffing 

Leave & Staffing Leave Policies 

Leave & Staffing Classification Breakdown 

Markout Level of detail 

Markout Agency Type 

Markout Emp_ID 

Markout Vehicle_ID 

Markout Radio_Name 

Markout Timestamp order 

Markout Source 

Online Reporting DORS Stats 

Online Reporting DORS Staff Review Manual  

Payroll Language Pay; Shift Assignment Pay 

Payroll  Matching with RO data 

Payroll  Work Schedule Code Lookup 

Payroll  Sick, Work, Leave 

RO Unit_Disposition, Event_Disposition 

RO Agency Type 

RO Priority Number 

RO Cancel Reason 

RO Patrol vs non-Patrol 

RO Timestamps in order 
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Data Topic Short Description 

RO Timestamps missing 

RO CaseNumber 

RO duplication 

RO Patrol vs non-Patrol 

SampleCall Filters applied 

SampleCall New columns 

SampleCall Key Calculation 

Vacancies Vacancies 
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Appendix B – Interview Schedule 
Summary 

The following positions were interviewed in depth as part of the review process. Follow-up interviews 
were also held and a weekly project team meeting was held with DPD to provide status updates and 
validation of findings throughout the five-week period. 

Role Name Date Interviewed 

911 Floor Supervisor III Brian Hansen 
Wednesday July 15, 2020 – 10:00 
a.m. 

Supervisor III Kealoha Hunt Thursday July 16, 2020 – 10:00 a.m. 

Dispatch Administrative 
Sergeant  Roberto Saldana Thursday July 16, 2020 – 11:00 a.m. 

Training Coordinator and 
911 Floor Supervisor III Kieyna Frank Thursday July 16, 2020 – 1:00 p.m. 

New Hire Instructor  Vicente Salas Friday July 17, 2020 – 10:00 a.m. 

Manager 3 Betty Wafer Friday July 17, 2020 – 11:00 a.m. 

Dispatcher Shadow Thursday July 23, 2020 – 11:00 a.m. 

911 Call Taker Shadow Session Friday July 24, 2020 – 11:00 a.m. 
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Appendix C – Call Taker Staffing 
Analysis Assumptions, Limitations, 
and Outputs 

Call Taker Staffing Levels 

Input for Simulation: The key input for the simulation is down to the minute level call volume 
schedule. We used the CAD data to estimate this down to an every five minutes interval (which by 
experiment turns out to be a good interval). For each year, each month, each hour of the day, we 
estimate the minimum, median, and maximum calls that could come in for a typical day. These later 
become our three scenarios (min, med, max), as illustrated in the table below: 

 
Call Taker Staffing Scenarios: Sample Output for Call Volume Schedule (April 2019; first 30 minutes) 

5 Minute Interval Minimum Call Volume Maximum Call Volume Medium Call Volume 

0 8 49 20.5 
5 12 50 20 

10 13 46 20 
15 11 35 21 
20 8 35 18.5 
25 12 34 21.5 
30 13 36 18.5 
35 10 38 20 
40 9 46 19 
45 12 57 20.5 
50 11 39 19.5 
55 11 31 19 

 
Output for Simulation: The analysis also utilized pay code data to account for call taker non-working 
hours and estimated that each call taker has approximately 1,757 productive hours annually. This is 
equivalent to a relief factor of 1.1838 (assuming five working days). When we have the number of 
estimated call takers for each scenario, we multiply by the relief factor to get the FTE call taker 
numbers. The table below provides a sample result from the simulation: 

 
Call Taker Staffing Scenarios: Sample Output for Call Takers (April 2019; first 3 hours) 

Hour of Day Maximum FTE Median FTE Minimum FTE 

0 67.4 26.0 15.3 

1 61.5 24.8 13.0 

2 43.8 21.3 13.0 

Once we have the number of call takers by hour for each month and year, we then aggregate the 
monthly level staffing required by solving for the median call takers need within each watch. The 
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overall staffing level for call takers each month will be the summation of the three watches. The table 
below provides an illustration: 

Call Taker Staffing Scenarios: Median Simulation Result by Month (April 2019; first three months) 

Month Scenario 
First Watch 

(in FTE) 
Second Watch 

(in FTE) 
Third Watch 

(in FTE) 

Total Call  
Takers 
(in FTE) 

1 Median 15.3 25.4 29.5 70.4 

2 Median 17.7 27.2 32.5 77.5 

3 Median 23.0 31.9 36.6 91.7 

 
Analysis Limitations: There are some implicit assumptions in this methodology. First, by using the 
CAD data, we are using the “answered calls” to estimate the actual incoming call volume. For 
example, we know there is approximately 3 to 7 percent of unanswered call in 2019. Moreover, the 
percentage of unanswered calls also varied by hour. Ideally, we would like to get an “incoming call 
volume” by every five minutes to improve the accuracy of the analysis; however, without this an 
assumption was made to include 5 percent of unanswered calls within the analysis. This simulation 
also applies “perfect” compliance of each call taker, assuming each will always be available after they 
finish their calls. In reality, call takers could be unavailable due to other reasons in their normal working 
hours. Another limitation of the analysis is that the findings cannot be compared with overtime usage 
because the overtime data does not identify which hour is more likely to be charged overtime.  

The hourly and monthly outputs of the 911 call taker staffing analysis referenced on page 12 are 
outlined in the tables below. The analysis was conducted by hour of day and month of year to facilitate 
staffing decisions. It is not recommended that the Maximum scenario is used to generate staffing as 
that would not be an efficient use of resources. It is recommended that the Median scenario be used 
to guide staffing decisions with overtime used to meet peaks in demand. 

2019 Hourly Call Taker Staffing Analysis 

Hour of Day 

Average call 
takers needed 
(Minimum 
Scenario)  

Average call 
takers needed 
(Median Scenario) 

Average of call 
takers needed 
(Maximum 
Scenario) 

Average current 
call takers 
available 

0 16.18 28.91 78.23 31.00 

1 13.71 25.26 63.73 30.00 

2 12.04 22.99 61.26 27.25 

3 10.75 19.63 53.27 26.67 

4 9.27 16.48 39.07 26.17 

5 8.09 15.49 36.90 26.83 

6 9.67 17.46 37.29 26.75 

7 11.64 24.17 48.44 28.67 

8 16.18 29.50 54.85 30.17 

9 18.84 31.96 55.44 30.08 

10 20.62 33.44 58.21 33.17 
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Hour of Day 

Average call 
takers needed 
(Minimum 
Scenario)  

Average call 
takers needed 
(Median Scenario) 

Average of call 
takers needed 
(Maximum 
Scenario) 

Average current 
call takers 
available 

11 21.41 34.13 56.03 34.00 

12 22.39 35.71 62.55 33.50 

13 23.87 36.70 62.94 33.92 

14 24.37 37.39 76.36 34.00 

15 26.64 40.35 81.98 37.17 

16 27.82 42.03 73.10 36.83 

17 28.41 41.83 80.50 36.75 

18 27.03 40.84 73.99 35.92 

19 25.55 38.08 66.79 35.08 

20 24.37 36.90 79.71 34.83 

21 23.78 36.70 79.51 35.25 

22 22.39 36.60 77.84 34.50 

23 19.34 32.46 85.14 31.42 

Grand Total 19.35 31.46 64.30 32.08 

 

2020 Hourly Call Taker Staffing Analysis 

Hour of Day 

Average call 
takers needed 
(Minimum 
Scenario)  

Average call 
takers needed 
(Median Scenario) 

Average of call 
takers needed 
(Maximum 
Scenario) 

Average current 
call takers 
available 

0 16.57 28.61 83.07 32.00 

1 14.40 26.64 66.29 30.67 

2 12.43 22.89 59.98 29.83 

3 10.06 18.74 49.13 29.00 

4 9.27 15.78 36.70 29.00 

5 8.29 15.78 31.77 28.50 

6 9.08 16.77 37.69 29.00 

7 11.84 21.90 41.63 29.67 

8 16.18 27.62 46.17 31.33 

9 17.36 30.78 53.86 31.33 
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Hour of Day 

Average call 
takers needed 
(Minimum 
Scenario)  

Average call 
takers needed 
(Median Scenario) 

Average of call 
takers needed 
(Maximum 
Scenario) 

Average current 
call takers 
available 

10 19.53 32.16 55.64 32.83 

11 20.52 33.74 56.82 34.00 

12 21.70 34.73 58.01 34.33 

13 22.30 35.12 57.61 34.33 

14 23.08 35.71 64.91 34.33 

15 24.27 38.28 73.99 39.33 

16 27.03 39.86 62.55 39.67 

17 27.23 40.05 67.87 39.00 

18 26.04 40.65 67.28 39.17 

19 24.47 37.29 70.04 38.67 

20 23.87 37.09 62.94 38.50 

21 25.06 37.29 68.86 38.00 

22 20.32 36.11 69.25 38.00 

23 18.55 31.77 62.35 32.67 

Grand Total 18.73 30.64 58.52 33.88 

 

2019 Monthly Call Taker Staffing Analysis 

 Minimum Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

Median Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

Maximum Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

Month of 
Year 

Watch 
1 

Watch 
2 

Watch 
3 

Watch 
1 

Watch 
2 

Watch 
3 

Watch 
1 

Watch 
2 

Watch 
3 

January 8.29 16.57 19.53 16.57 27.82 31.96 83.46 49.72 55.05 

February 10.06 17.76 21.31 18.94 29.00 34.33 42.03 50.90 63.34 

March 11.84 20.13 26.64 24.86 34.33 39.07 55.64 58.60 68.66 

April 12.43 20.13 26.04 21.90 34.33 39.07 50.90 55.64 72.21 

May 11.84 23.08 27.23 21.90 35.52 41.43 44.99 59.78 81.68 

June 13.02 24.27 29.00 22.49 35.52 42.62 49.13 60.38 87.60 

July 11.25 23.08 27.82 21.31 36.11 42.03 69.25 64.52 96.48 

August 12.43 21.90 27.82 21.90 36.70 40.84 48.54 57.42 76.95 

September 12.43 21.31 27.82 24.27 35.52 40.84 50.31 64.52 76.95 
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 Minimum Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

Median Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

Maximum Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

October 11.25 20.13 26.04 20.72 34.33 40.25 43.21 59.19 73.40 

November 11.84 20.13 26.64 21.31 33.74 37.88 53.27 56.23 81.68 

December 11.25 20.13 26.04 21.31 33.15 38.47 46.17 55.64 64.52 

Grand 
Total 11.49 20.72 26.00 21.46 33.84 39.07 53.08 57.71 74.88 

 

2020 Monthly Call Taker Staffing Analysis (through June 2020) 

 Minimum Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

Median Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

Maximum Scenario 
Staffing Estimates 

Month of 
Year 

Watch 
1 

Watch 
2 

Watch 
3 

Watch 
1 

Watch 
2 

Watch 
3 

Watch 
1 

Watch 
2 

Watch 
3 

January 11.25 18.94 25.45 20.72 32.56 38.47 86.42 55.64 65.11 

February 10.65 21.31 25.45 21.31 34.33 39.07 42.03 56.82 64.52 

March 11.84 19.53 23.68 21.31 33.15 38.47 46.76 54.46 63.34 

April 11.25 18.94 22.49 20.72 32.56 36.11 40.25 52.68 72.21 

May 11.84 19.53 27.23 21.31 33.15 39.07 44.39 55.64 72.81 

June 11.25 21.31 24.86 19.53 31.96 39.07 43.80 52.09 66.89 

Grand 
Total 11.35 19.93 24.86 20.82 32.95 38.38 50.61 54.56 67.48 
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Appendix D – Existing CAD Data 
Problem Codes 

  Problem Type Code Volume 

**PD Requested by Fire 9,985 

04 - 911 Hang Up 21,793 

06 - Minor Disturbance 17,631 

07 - Minor Accident 71,699 

08 - Intoxicated Person 1,945 

09 - Theft 23,050 

09/01 - Theft 7,038 

09V - UUMV 28,214 

09V-01 UUMV Just Ocrd 3,208 

11B - Burg of Bus 8,695 

11B/01 - Burg of Bus 919 

11C - Burg Coin Oper 89 

11C/01 - Burg Coin Oper 75 

11R - Burg of Res 17,194 

11R/01 - Burg Of Res 3,320 

11V - Burg Motor Veh 28,987 

11V/01 - Burg Motor Veh 3,046 

12 - Burglar Alarm Unknown 2,651 

12B - Business Alarm 54,890 

12N - Burglar Alarm NonDisp 6 

12R - Residential Alarm 31,882 

13 - Prowler 11,876 

14 - Stabbing, Cutting 2,326 

15 - Assist Officer 4,389 
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  Problem Type Code Volume 

15A - Assist Officer w/Amb 201 

16 - Injured Person 8,683 

16A - Injured Person w/Amb 1,609 

17 - Kidnapping in Progress 689 

17C - Child Abduction 195 

18 - Structure Fire 2,104 

18A - Vehicle Fire 76 

19 - Shooting 2,609 

20 - Robbery 10,423 

20R - Robbery (report)+1hr 1,357 

21B - Business Hold Up 7,544 

21R - Res Panic Alarm 6,408 

22 - Animal Disturbance 5,648 

22A - Animal Attack 1,001 

23 - Parking Violation 5,801 

24 - Abandoned Property 26,620 

25 - Criminal Assault 3,813 

26 - Missing Person 9,157 

26/01- Missing Person-Critical 4,952 

27 - Dead Person 248 

28 - Open Carry 59 

29 - Open Building 1,845 

30 - Prisoner 1,996 

30/01 - ODO w/Prisoner 580 

30D - Prisoner Other Agency 796 

31 - Criminal Mischief 18,062 

31/01 - Crim Mis/Prog/Non Felo 2,778 

32 - Suspicious Person 77,331 

33 - Prostitution 2,057 

34 - Suicide 7,311 
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  Problem Type Code Volume 

36 - Abandoned Child 398 

36/01 - Aband Child Critical 2,933 

37 - Street Blockage 32,123 

37F - Freeway Blockage 18,517 

38 - Meet Complainant 12,296 

39 - Speeding/Racing 12,691 

40 - Other 155,750 

40/01 - Other 137,196 

41/09 - Theft - In Progress 1,374 

41/09V - UUMV in Progress 705 

41/11B - Burg Busn in Progress 2,431 

41/11R - Burg Res in Progress 7,603 

41/11V - BMV-In Progress 2,453 

41/20 - Robbery - In Progress 2,007 

41/25 - Criminal Aslt -In Prog 445 

41/31 - Crim Mis/Progress/Felo 323 

41/40 - Other - In Progress 5,202 

42 - Chase 18 

42FP - Foot Pursuit 107 

43 - Road Rage 1,485 

44 - Person in Danger High Wtr 1,028 

46 - CIT 26,277 

46A - CIT w/Ambulance 5,552 

54 - Escort/Protection Detail 1 

55 - Traffic Stop 201,251 

58 - Routine Investigation 572,515 

62 - Public Service 48 

68 - Verified Response Alarm 2 

6F - Fire Works Disturbance 5,306 

6G - Random Gun Fire 38,000 



 

Confidential - Dallas Police Department Staffing Analyses 

74 
 

  Problem Type Code Volume 

6M - Loud Music Disturbance 50,930 

6S - School Dist (Violence) 249 

6X - Major Dist (Violence) 285,101 

6X/01 Women's Shelter Dist 12 

6XA - Major Dist Ambulance 12,681 

6XE - Disturbance Emergency 12,850 

6XEA - Disturbance Emerg Amb 3,045 

70 - ETS Activation 115 

76 - Warrant Service 2,172 

7CE - City Equipment Accident 4,582 

7X - Major Accident 44,018 

7XCE - Major Acc City Equip 341 

7XF - Major Accident Freeway 11,960 

7XFCE - Major Acc Fwy City Eq 58 

AC - Animal Cruelty 843 

AC/01 - Animal Cruelty In Prog 354 

BCA - Bait Car Activation 397 

DAEF-Dist Armed Encounter Foot 6,578 

DAEV-Dist Armed Encounter Veh 2,785 

DASF-Dist Active Shooter Foot 3,097 

DASV-Dist Active Shooter Veh 2,793 

DH - Drug House 3,124 

ET - Executive Threat 14 

MW - Most Wanted 9 

OADS - Open Air Drug Sales 8,433 

ODJ - Off Duty Job 79,461 

PH - Panhandler 13,602 

PK - Park Check 37,085 

PSE/09 - Theft 8,888 

PSE/09V - UUMV 13 
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  Problem Type Code Volume 

PSE/11B - Burg of Bus 8 

PSE/11C - Burg Coin Op 17 

PSE/11R - Burg of Res 14 

PSE/11V - Burg Motor Veh 4,558 

PSE/24 - Lost Property 172 

PSE/26 - Missing Person 3,493 

PSE/31- Criminal Mischief 3,317 

PSE/40 - Other 2,411 

PSE/58CL - Cop Logic 150 

SIP - Sleeping In Public 245 

TOW - TowRepo 10 

WIC - Walk In CASE # 930 
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Appendix E – Data Analysis by 
Station  

Overview 
The graphs below show the data analysis for all stations combined by topic.  

Call Volume 

Annual Total Call Volume 
The graph below illustrates annual total call volume. From 2018 to 2019, total call volume grew by 4.2 
percent. Call volume includes 911, all seven divisions, and other call categories including Criminal 
Investigation, Expediter, Homeland Security, Jack Evans Headquarters Building, Special Investigation, and 
Traffic. 

 
 

The graph below illustrates annual total call volume for divisions only. 
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Percent of Total Call Volume by Division 
The graph below illustrates the percentage of annual call volume by division. 
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Median Call Volume by Hour of Day 
The graph below illustrates median call volume by hour of day for all divisions. 

 

Median Call Volume by Day of Week 
The graph below illustrates median call volume by day of week for all divisions. 
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Median Call Volume by Month 
The graph below illustrates median call volume by month for all divisions. 

 

Priority 

Annual Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates annual call volume by priority for all divisions. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority for all divisions. 

 

Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Day of Week 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority by day of week. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Hour of Day 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority by hour of day. 

 

Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Month 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority by month. 
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Performance 

Median Call Time  
The graph below illustrates the median call duration by priority for all divisions. 

 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by hour of day for 
all divisions. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 2) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 2 response time by hour of day for 
all divisions. 

 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by day of week for 
all divisions. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 2) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 2 response time by day of week for 
all divisions. 

 

Staffing Supply and Demand 

911 Call Taker Supply and Demand by Scenario 
The graph below illustrates 911 call taker availability in comparison to call demand levels.  
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Central Division 
The graphs below show the data analysis for the Central division by topic.  

Call Volume 

Annual Total Call Volume 
The graph below illustrates the annual call volume for the Central division. 
 

 

Median Call Volume by Hour of Day 
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Median Call Volume by Day of Week 

 
 

Median Call Volume by Month 
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Priority 

Annual Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates annual call volume by priority for the Central division. 

 

Percent of Total Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority for the Central division. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Day of Week 

 

Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Hour of Day 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Month 

 

Performance 

Median Call Time  
The graph below illustrates the median call duration by priority for the Central division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by hour of day for 
the Central division. 

 
 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 2) 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 1) 
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North Central Division 
The graphs below show the data analysis for the North Central division by topic.  

Call Volume 

Annual Total Call Volume 
The graph below illustrates the annual call volume for the North Central division. 
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Median Call Volume by Day of Week 

 

Median Call Volume by Month 
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Priority 

Annual Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates annual call volume by priority for the North Central division. 

 

Percent of Total Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority for the North Central division. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Day of Week 

 
 

Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Hour of Day 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Month 

 

Performance 

Median Call Time  
The graph below illustrates the median call duration by priority for the North Central division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by hour of day for 
the North Central division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 1) 

 
 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 2) 
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Northeast Division 
The graphs below show the data analysis for the Northeast division by topic.  

Call Volume 

Annual Total Call Volume 
The graph below illustrates the annual call volume for the Northeast division. 
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Median Call Volume by Day of Week 

 

Median Call Volume by Month 
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Priority 

Annual Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates annual call volume by priority for the Northeast division. 

 

Percent of Total Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority for the Northeast division. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Day of Week 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Month 

 
 
 

Performance 

Median Call Time  
The graph below illustrates the median call duration by priority for the Northeast division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by hour of day for 
the Northeast division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 1) 

 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 2) 
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Northwest Division 
The graphs below show the data analysis for the Northwest division by topic.  

Call Volume 

Annual Total Call Volume 
The graph below illustrates the annual call volume for the Northwest division. 
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Median Call Volume by Day of Week 

 

Median Call Volume by Month 
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Priority 

Annual Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates annual call volume by priority for the Northwest division. 

 
 

Percent of Total Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority for the Northwest division. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Day of Week 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Month 

 

Performance 

Median Call Time  
The graph below illustrates the median call duration by priority for the Northwest division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by hour of day for 
the Northwest division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 1) 

 
 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 2) 
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South Central Division 
The graphs below show the data analysis for the South Central division by topic.  

Call Volume 

Annual Total Call Volume 
The graph below illustrates the annual call volume for the South Central division. 
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Median Call Volume by Day of Week 

 

Median Call Volume by Month 
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Priority 

Annual Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates annual call volume by priority for the South Central division. 

 

Percent of Total Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority for the South central division. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Day of Week 

 
 

Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Hour of Day 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Month 

 

Performance 

Median Call Time  
The graph below illustrates the median call duration by priority for the South Central division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by hour of day for 
the South Central division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 1) 

 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 2) 
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Southeast Division 
The graphs below show the data analysis for the Southeast division by topic.  

Call Volume 

Annual Total Call Volume 
The graph below illustrates the annual call volume for the Southeast division. 
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Median Call Volume by Day of Week 

 

Median Call Volume by Month 
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Priority 

Annual Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates annual call volume by priority for the Southeast division. 

 

Percent of Total Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority for the Southeast division. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Day of Week 

 

Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Hour of Day 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Month 

 

Performance 

Median Call Time  
The graph below illustrates the median call duration by priority for the Southeast division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by hour of day for 
the Southeast division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 1) 

 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 2) 
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Southwest Division 
The graphs below show the data analysis for the Southwest division by topic.  

Call Volume 

Annual Total Call Volume 
The graph below illustrates the annual call volume for the Southwest division. 
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Median Call Volume by Day of Week 

 

Median Call Volume by Month 
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Priority 

Annual Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates annual call volume by priority for the Southwest division. 

 

Percent of Total Call Volume by Priority 
The graph below illustrates percent of total call volume by priority for the Southwest division. 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Day of Week 
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Percent of Call Volume by Priority by Month 

 

Performance 

Median Call Time  
The graph below illustrates the median call duration by priority for the Southwest division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Hour of Day (Priority 1) 
The graph below illustrates percent of calls failing to meet target Priority 1 response time by hour of day for 
the Southwest division. 
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Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 1) 

 

Percent of Calls Not Meeting Response Time by Day of Week (Priority 2) 
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Executive Summary
The pilot periods measured factors and performance in three areas:

Demand Capacity Response

The volume, nature, and timing of 
calls for service

Who is on shift and available to 
respond and what they are spending 
time on

How well we meet our targets for 
different priorities, problems, and 
times of day and week

Overall demand was 1% higher than 
the baseline periods and 6% higher 
for P1 calls. Although the % of P1 
calls increased, the Divisions’ overall 
average response time for P1 calls 
improved by 12%.

Schedule fulfillment  was 57% for 
the pilot periods with only 45% of 
those Officers who showed up 
responding to calls. The schedule 
considers that 100% of available 
officers should be responding to 
calls. 

Target response time improved 12% 
for P1 calls and 9% for P2 calls from 
baseline. 

— 66% of P1 calls were in target

— 37% of P2 calls were in target

Dallas Police Department

Southeast & Northeast Division Pilot
Southeast Division Pilot: 05/01/2020-07/31/2020
Northeast Division Pilot: 09/16/2020-10/11/2020

November 5, 2020

Observation Opportunity

Schedule fulfillment  to the bid schedule was below the 
90% target; further, the percentage of present officers 
that were available to respond to calls was averaging 
45%.

Improve schedule fulfillment  to better assess pilot 
performance for potential refinement and adoption. 
Consider modifying the schedule model’s parameters to 
better fit today’s reality (e.g., workforce size).

DORS-initiated calls have averaged 2% of total P1-P4 
calls addressed by both Divisions.

Assess inhibitors/dynamics that influence community 
utilization of DORS (e.g., outreach, nature of calls), as 
well as strategies to employ other diversion techniques 
(e.g., community policing). Determine approach to 
measure true diversion rates as  DORS is not a complete 
measure of call diversion. 

An average of 47% of responding vehicles were in a 2-
man format during the pilot durations, effectively 
lowering the capacity to respond to more calls. Although 
some calls do require two persons or more to respond, 
the vast majority of calls do not.

Evaluate the factors (e.g., fleet availability, call types 
necessitating 2-man response, officer 
training/experience) and impacts (i.e., benefits and 
tradeoffs) of 2-man vehicles on call response time and 
resolution time against demand to determine whether this 
format constricts response time and agility.

P7 tasks comprise 30% of all work by volume.  58 –
Routine Investigation comprised 70% of all P7 tasks and 
a significant portion of officer workload for the pilot 
durations.

Perform a deep dive into these tasks to assess task 
durations, impact of timing on response performance, 
and material outcomes of effort invested (e.g., resulting 
case numbers).

Trainees are more utilized over the weekend than the 
weekdays.

Evaluate effect of increased use of trainees on weekends 
to average response time.

There are a few beats with high call volumes and high 
workload, which also have high travel times.

Assess response and responding force dynamics in more 
detail to evaluate opportunity for potential staging 
strategy.

There have been some high workload (hours spent on 
scene) incidents that appear to have detracted from the 
response time of P3 and P4 calls during and shortly 
after the incident time, which might be expected.  

Evaluate level of response (i.e., “crewing”) for these high 
workload incidents.



 Memorandum 
 
 
 
  

 

DATE November 6, 2020 CITY OF DALLAS 

TO Honorable Members of the Public Safety Committee  

SUBJECT Dallas Fire-Rescue’s EMS Quality Management Program   
 

“Our Product is Service” 
Empathy | Ethics | Excellence | Equity 

Dallas Fire-Rescue (DFR) responds to approximately 173,000 requests for Emergency 
Medical Services (EMS) each year. It is paramount that each one of these calls is 
answered with care that is both effective and efficient.  As the demand for EMS service 
increases each year, we recognize the corresponding need to develop programs that 
ensure the quality of those services.  To that end, in February 2020, the Dallas City 
Council approved funding to enhance the DFR EMS Quality Management Program.  
 
The DFR Office of the Medical Director (OMD) is comprised of a team of medical 
professionals including: 
 

• One (1) full-time Medical Director 
• Three (3) part-time Deputy Medical Directors 
• One (1) Civilian EMS Quality Management Coordinator 
• Three (3) EMS Civilian Quality Management Specialists 
• One (1) Uniformed Officer 

 
Together, this team is responsible for gathering data, analyzing trends, identifying 
priorities for improving service delivery, and creating continuing education programs 
designed to highlight and enhance DFR’s EMS services and capabilities. 
 
The intent of the EMS Quality Management Program is multifold: 
 

• Enhance EMS delivery 
• Improve documentation  
• Provide coaching, mentoring and field instruction for DFR’s paramedics, 

firefighters, and officers 
• Improve morale within the Department through the recognition of excellent 

customer service and exemplary care 
• Produce and deliver targeted educational offerings to enhance Knowledge, Skill, 

and Abilities (KSA) of DFR’s EMS Providers 
• Provide data demonstrating our commitment to excellence and improving the 

already high quality of services for our local stakeholders and state partners  
 
 
 
 
 



DATE November 6, 2020 
SUBJECT Dallas Fire-Rescue’s EMS Quality Management Program  

 

“Our Product is Service” 
Empathy | Ethics | Excellence | Equity 

 
We are very excited about the further development of the Quality Management Program 
and the value it brings to our patients and the community we serve. 
 

 Please contact me if you have any questions or need additional information. 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Jon Fortune 
Assistant City Manager  
 
 

c: T.C. Broadnax, City Manager 
Chris Caso, City Attorney  
Mark Swann, City Auditor 
Bilierae Johnson, City Secretary 
Preston Robinson, Administrative Judge 
Kimberly Bizor Tolbert, Chief of Staff to the City Manager 
 

Majed A. Al-Ghafry, Assistant City Manager 
Joey Zapata, Assistant City Manager 
Dr. Eric A. Johnson, Chief of Economic Development and Neighborhood Services  
M. Elizabeth Reich, Chief Financial Officer 
M. Elizabeth (Liz) Cedillo-Pereira, Chief of Equity and Inclusion  
Directors and Assistant Directors 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



DFR EMS Quality 
Management Program

1

Public Safety Committee
November 9, 2020

Armando Garza, Lieutenant
Dallas Fire-Rescue 
Department

S. Marshal Isaacs, MD
Medical Director
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• To provide a high-level overview of the DFR 
Quality Management Program (QMP):
• Background/History
• Program Goals
• Program Enhancements
• Action Cycle

Presentation Overview



Background / History

3

• Previous program, the Incident Management 
System (IMS), involved incident review and 
investigation

• IMS focused on complaints and concerns 
with occasional commendations
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Background / History

• Identified Opportunities for IMS 
Improvement:

• Be Proactive rather than Reactive
• Avoid a Focus on Punitive Actions
• Improved Documentation (Patient Care, 

Liability, Reimbursement)
• Reduced Complaints / Investigations
• Improved Data Collection and Analysis
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Program Goals

• Identified Program Goals:
• Improve Data Reporting and Statistical 

Analysis to Identify Trends and Areas of 
Concern

• Improve Accessibility and Avenues of 
Communication between Field Personnel and 
EMS Leadership

• Improve Training and Education Programs
• Develop Tracking and Evaluation Methods for 

Program Effectiveness
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• Anticipated Benefits:
• Improved System and Personnel Performance
• Improved Documentation
• Improved Morale
• Decreased Liability 
• Decreased Complaints

Program Goals
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Program Enhancements

• City Council approved funding to support the 
continued development of the DFR EMS Quality 
Management Program in February 2020

• Quality Management Team in place August 1, 2020

• Hired through UTSW
• On-boarded through both UTSW and DFR
• QM Team operates within DFR Office of the Medical 

Director
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Program Enhancements

Office of the Medical Director:

• Full-time Medical Director
• Three (3) part-time Deputy Medical 

Directors
• One (1) Civilian EMS Quality 

Management Coordinator
• Three (3) Civilian EMS Civilian Quality 

Management Specialists
• One (1) Uniformed Officer working in 

concert with the DFR EMS Leadership
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• DFR QM follows the Action Cycle:

Action Cycle



Action Cycle - Evaluation
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• Evaluation of implemented changes to EPCR software with goal 
of improving audio documentation of refusals of transport:



Action Cycle - Evaluation
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• Evaluation of implemented plan to foster excellence by 
increasing the number of Commendations for Exemplary 
Service



12

Action Cycle - Planning

Future Expansion:
• Development of a Peer Review Process
• Re-Imagining of EMS Field Supervisors’ Roles 
and Responsibilities 

• Development of real-time problem resolution 
procedures
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Action Cycle - Planning

Future Improvements: 
• Increase number of cases reviewed by QM Staff, Field 

Supervisors, and Medical Directors
• Decrease time to case resolution
• Decrease in frequency and number of State concerns 

and actions
• Identify repetitive performance deficiencies by 

division, shift, district, station, crew and individual 
provider
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Action Cycle - Planning

• Future Enhancements:
• Development of a QM dashboard with key 

performance measures
• Tracking and Evaluation high risk/low frequency 

procedures
• Patient Outcome Statistical Analysis and 

Reporting (e.g., STEMI, Stroke, Cardiac Arrest, 
Trauma, Pediatrics)



DFR EMS Quality 
Management Program

15

Public Safety Committee
November 9, 2020

Questions?
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DATE November 6, 2020 CITY OF DALLAS 

TO Honorable Members of the Public Safety Committee  

SUBJECT 2018 Fire Code Amendment Adoption 
 

“Our Product is Service” 
Empathy | Ethics | Excellence | Equity 

On November 9, 2020 the Dallas City Council will be briefed on the necessity and process 
of adopting Section 510: Emergency Responder Radio Coverage, of the 2018 
International Fire Code (IFC) as a single 2020 Dallas Fire Code Amendment, as well as 
begin the adoption process for the 2021 version of the IFC with 2021 Dallas Fire Code 
Amendments.  
 
The Fire Code publication and adoption process occur every three years. The adoption 
process includes the following steps: A review of a draft of the code by the North Central 
Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG), a review by the Fire Code Advisory and 
Appeals Board, an internal review by DFR, and public meetings with business 
communities.  After completion of this process, a formal briefing is presented to the Public 
Safety Committee members.   
 
As part of the normal adoption process, Dallas Fire-Rescue reviews the most current 
version of the fire code for adoption. The 2018 International Fire Code did not offer 
significant changes from the currently adopted 2015 International Fire Code.  The 2021 
version of the IFC was released in October 2020.  The NCTCOG code review process is 
tentatively scheduled to begin before the end of the calendar year 2020 with anticipation 
of completing the internal review process by the Spring of 2021. 
 
We believe that the adoption of the proposed section from the 2018 IFC will meet the 
growing needs of the City of Dallas and external stakeholders for new construction 
projects.  Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or concerns.  
 

 
 
 
 

Jon Fortune 
Assistant City Manager 
 

c: T.C. Broadnax, City Manager 
Chris Caso, City Attorney  
Mark Swann, City Auditor 
Bilierae Johnson, City Secretary 
Preston Robinson, Administrative Judge 
Kimberly Bizor Tolbert, Chief of Staff to the City Manager 
 

Majed A. Al-Ghafry, Assistant City Manager 
Joey Zapata, Assistant City Manager 
Dr. Eric A. Johnson, Chief of Economic Development and Neighborhood Services  
M. Elizabeth Reich, Chief Financial Officer 
M. Elizabeth (Liz) Cedillo-Pereira, Chief of Equity and Inclusion  
Directors and Assistant Directors 
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• Background/History
• Purpose
• Key Aspects of Adoption Process
• 510 Emergency Responder Radio Coverage
• Proposed Action
• Next Steps



Background/History
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• International Fire Code is updated every three years.  
• Normal Adoption Process:

• Review of the most current version of the fire code for adoption.
• Review of the Regional Fire Code Amendments from the North 

Central Texas Council of Governments
• Engage internal stakeholders on code changes, requirements, 

and needs
• Engagement of external stakeholders has occurred during 

predevelopment meetings with several large-scale projects over 
the last two years 



Background/History
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• 2015 International Fire Code adopted on June 22, 2016
• 2018 International Fire Code released by the International 

Code Council in October 2017
• North Central Texas Council of Governments reviewed 

• Fire Advisory Board 11/17-2/18
• Regional Code Council approved 6/5/2018

• Internal stakeholders 
• DFR Fire Prevention/Dallas Building Inspection
• Fire Code Advisory & Appeals Board 
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• Adoption of Code 510 Emergency Responder Radio 
Coverage from 2018 code will provide consistency and 
familiarity for developers during the predevelopment and 
plan review process with the City of Dallas. This will 
provide the following:    

• A degree of first responder safety
• Cost savings for construction, end users
• Maintains business continuity for end user
• Maximizes use of staff during a prolonged incident

Purpose



Key Aspects of Adoption Process
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• North Central Texas Council 
of Governments

• Align with adopted regional 
practices 

• Necessity to align with other 
City policies, procedures, 
practices 

• Opportunity to enhance the 
predevelopment process for 
external stakeholders



Key Aspects of Adoption Process
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• 2018 International Fire Code did not offer significant 
changes from the currently adopted 2015 International 
Fire Code

• Delaying full adoption until the 2021 International Fire 
Code would align with Sustainable Development's 
planned adoption of the 2021 International Building Code 

• Consistency for both internal and external stakeholders 
by adopting 2021 IFC and 2021 IBC in the same year     

• Adoption minimized to Section 510 Emergency 
Responder Radio Coverage of the 2018 International Fire 
Code    



510 Emergency Responder Radio Coverage
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• The Emergency Responder Radio Coverage (ERRC) code section 
was introduced in the 2009 International Fire Code.  The intent of 
this section was to provide a tool to help maintain critical radio 
communications for First Responders during emergency incidents  

• Current construction, which generally includes steel, concrete and 
green initiative material components, can create signal strength 
problems at varying levels inside structures of significant size or 
depth

• The ERRC section provides the local authority and developers 
guidelines for addressing this issue by adding communication 
resources and infrastructure to enhance the signal strength where 
issues are identified

• Inclusion at this date will ensure that key projects are not missed 
before adoption of the 2021 International Fire Code 
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510 Emergency Responder Radio Coverage 
• This section was originally adopted as a part of the 

standard 2012 International Fire Code with 2014 Dallas Fire 
Code Amendments 

• Subsequently omitted during the adoption of the 2015 
International Fire Code with 2016 Dallas Fire Code 
Amendments 

• Intent of omission was to simplify the plan review process 
for the external stakeholder by allowing the pre-
development process the ability to determine need on 
case-by-case basis  

• Meetings were not enhanced by omission as expected, 
Predevelopment process will be enhanced by re-adoption   
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Proposed Action
• Adopt the change identified
• Prepare for adoption of the 2021 IFC
• External stakeholders will have a clear understanding of

ERRC requirements
• Critical data for ERRC requirements can be prepared by

external stakeholder in advance of predevelopment
process.

• The predevelopment meeting will subsequently be more
productive for the external stakeholder in the long term
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Next Steps
• City Attorney Review and Document Prep
• Council Briefing

• January 6, 2021*
• Council Agenda

• January 13, 2021*
• Tentative effective date

• March 1, 2021*



2018 Fire Code 
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• Goals and Objectives
• Month of October
• Where We Are
• Project Safe Neighborhood
• Operations/Initiatives
• Performance Metrics Updates
• Holiday Crime Initiative 



Goals and Objectives
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Crime Reduction Goals
• 10% Reduction in murders and aggravated assaults in the Southeast, Southwest, and South-

Central Divisions
• 10% Reduction in individual and business robberies in the Northeast and Southwest Divisions
• 5% Overall reduction in the violent crime category across all divisions

Objectives
• Implement a data-driven, comprehensive approach to address people, places, and behaviors  

impacting violent crime
• Increase clearance rates and solvability of violent crime
• Improve coordination and communications within the department and with external partners
• Optimize departmental resources using technology and improved key operational and  

organizational changes



• Aggravated Assaults and Homicides continue to be the department’s primary area of
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concern.
• Homicides – 31

• 15 Argument / Conflict
• 4 Family Violence
• 1 Robberies
• 11 Unknown

• Aggravated Assaults (NFV) - 574
• Argument / Conflict is the major cause for majority of these offenses.
• Locations

• Convenience Stores, Multi Family Locations
• YTD Comparison Incidents VS Victims

• 2019 - 2747 Incidents VS 3824 Victims
• 2020 – 3407 Incidents VS 5006 Victims

The Month of October
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The Month of October
YTD Homicide Comparison (Victim Relationship) 

GANGS / DRUGS
2019 2020 DIFF

NUM PCT NUM PCT
GANG INVOLVED 30 17.5% 32 16.0% -8.8%
GANG MOTIVATED 11 6.4% 4 2.0% -68.9%
DRUG INVOLVED 34 19.9% 34 17.0% -14.5%
TOTAL 75 70

ARGUMENT CONFLICT
RELATIONSHIP

2019 2020
NUM PCT NUM PCT DIFF

Acquaintance 34 19.9% 58 29.0% 45.9%

Boyfriend 1 0.6% 1 0.5% -14.5%

Stranger 19 11.1% 30 15.0% 35.0%

Unknown 15 8.8% 2 1.0% -88.6%
TOTAL 69 91

MOTIVE
2019 2020

NUM PCT NUM PCT DIFF
ARGUMENT/CONFLICT 69 40.4% 91 45.5% 12.8%
ARSON 0 0.0% 0 0.0% N/A

BURGLARY
0 0.0% 1 0.5% >100%

CRIMINAL NEGLIGENCE 0 0.0% 0 0.0% N/A
FAMILY VIOLENCE 34 19.9% 31 15.5% -22.0%

HOME INVASION
0 0.0% 4 2.0% >100%

OFFICER INVOLVED 1 0.6% 0 0.0% -100.0%
ROBBERY 38 22.2% 34 17.0% -23.5%
SEXUAL 0 0.0% 0 0.0% N/A
OTHER 0 0.0% 0 0.0% N/A
UNKNOWN 25 14.6% 38 19.0% 30.0%

TOTAL 167 199

*Note there was an update for 1 offense on November 5th. The original offense date was 10/27/2020.



6

The Month of October

SUSPECT 
RELATIONSHIP 

2019 2020
NUM PCT NUM PCT DIFF

Acquaintance 46 18.8% 92 37.6% 100.0%

Boyfriend 4 1.6% 10 4.1% 150.0%

Child 2 0.8% 1 0.4% -50.0%

Common Law 3 1.2% 4 1.6% 33.3%

Girlfriend 2 0.8% 0 0.0% -100.0%

Grandchild 0 0.0% 1 0.4% >100%

Grandparent 0 0.0% 0 0.0% N/A

In-Law 0 0.0% 0 0.0% N/A

Other Family 7 2.9% 1 0.4% -85.7%

Parent 3 1.2% 1 0.4% -66.7%

Roommate 5 2.0% 4 1.6% -20.0%

Sibling 0 0.0% 3 1.2% >100%

Spouse 5 2.0% 3 1.2% -40.0%

Stranger 66 26.9% 62 25.3% -6.1%

Unknown 56 22.9% 61 24.9% 8.9%

TOTAL 199 243

YTD Homicide Comparison (Suspect Relationship)



Where We Are
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NIBRS COMPSTAT DAILY CRIME BRIEFING Saturday, October 31, 2020

NIBRS CompStat Crime YTD TY YTD LY Cnt Diff % Chg
AGG ASSAULT - FV 1668 1517 151 9.95%
AGG ASSAULT - NFV 5006 3824 1182 30.91%

Sub-Total ASSAULT OFFENSES 6674 5341 1333 24.96%
MURDER & NONNEGLIGENT 
MANSLAUGHTER 198 168 30 17.86%

Sub-Total HOMICIDE OFFENSES 198 168 30 17.8%
ROBBERY-BUSINESS 549 838 -289 -34.49%
ROBBERY-INDIVIDUAL 2282 3073 -791 -25.74%

Sub-Total ROBBERY 2831 3911 -1080 -27.61%
SEX OFFENSES 554 736 -182 -24.73%
Sub-Total : Violent 10257 10156 101 0.99%

NIBRS Compstat Crime YTD TY YTD LY Cnt Diff % Chg
BURGLARY-BUSINESS 3583 3612 -29 -0.80%
BURGLARY-RESIDENCE 3084 3679 -595 -16.17%

Sub-Total BURGLARY
ENTERING 6667 7291 -624 -8.56%

BMV 13112 12997 115 0.88%
OTHER THEFT 7315 7841 -526 -6.71%
SHOPLIFTING 1912 1948 -36 -1.85%

Sub-Total LARCENY/ THEFT
OFFENSES 22339 22786 -447 -1.96%

UUMV 8890 9159 -269 -2.94%
Sub-Total MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 8890 9159 -269 -2.94%

Sub-Total : Non-Violent 37896 39236 -1340 -3.42%
GRAND TOTAL 48153 49392 -1239 -2.51%



Violent Crime History
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Violent Crime Targeted Divisions YTD
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Violent Crime Other Divisions YTD
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YTD Violent Crime All Divisions
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Offense CENTRAL NORTH CENTRAL NORTHEAST NORTHWEST SOUTH CENTRAL SOUTHEAST SOUTHWEST TOTAL

Agg Aslt NFV 428 268 733 352 961 1344 940 5026
Bus Robbery 59 50 86 83 73 74 124 549
Ind Robbery 213 177 409 298 377 463 357 2294

Murder 16 10 37 20 36 46 35 200
Total 716 505 1265 753 1447 1927 1456 8069

716
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1456
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YTD Violent Crime



Project Safe Neighborhood
• One of the objectives is to reduce gun related crimes in  

Northeast- Forest / Audelia and 5 points
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Project Safe Neighborhood
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Operations / Initiatives
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• The violent Crime Response Team is focusing on individuals  
wanted for violent felony offenses.

• Collaborative fugitive apprehension operations are designed to  
get the offender off the street, to prevent further acts of violence

• Warrant Round-Up
September 28-October 2
October 12-16
October 26-30

• February 24-28
• March 9-13
• April 6-10
• April 27 – May 1
• May 11-15
• May 25-29

June 22-26
July 13-17
July 27-31
August 10-14
August 31-September 4
September 14-18



Operations / Initiatives–Arrest & Release Data
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Violent Crime Warrant Round Up
February 24-28 March 9-13 April 6-10 April 27 - May 1 May 11-15 May 25-29 June 22-26 July 13-17 July 27-31

Goal 100 75 70 80 80 70 50 50 50
Arrested 53 72 54 66 57 51 36 39 36
Apprehension Rate 53% 96% 77% 83% 71% 73% 72% 78% 72%
Repeat Offenders 39 41 26 34 45 32 15 19 17

Offender Status
1-10 Days in Jail 15 19 15 17 26 18 9 15 16
11-20 Days in Jail 0 3 6 2 5 1 6 3 0
21-30 Days in Jail 0 5 2 0 1 0 3 6 0
More than 30 Days 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Still in Jail 34 31 20 39 18 23 16 11 0
Extradited 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 18
Not Available 3 12 11 8 7 9 2 4 2
Total 53 72 54 66 57 51 36 39 36
Total

August 10-14 August 31-September 4 September 14 - 18 September 28-October 2 October 12 - 16 October 26-30
Goal 70 50 75 75 75 75
Arrested 55 29 52 42 62 56
Apprehension Rate 79% 58% 69% 56% 83% 75%
Repeat Offenders 41 16 29 29 34 28

Offender Status
1-10 Days in Jail 18 9 6 22 12 16
11-20 Days in Jail 3 0 6 11 0 0
21-30 Days in Jail 2 0 11 0 0 0
More than 30 Days 0 0 1 0 0 0
Still in Jail 18 0 14 0 25 0
Extradited 0 11 1 2 1 24
Not Available 14 9 13 7 24 16
Total 55 29 52 42 62 56

National average for a multiple day operation is 25%
Warrant round up goal was reduced to limit officer COVID-19 exposure



Operations / Initiatives
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Operation Beat / Street
• 33 Felony Arrests & 39 Misdemeanor Arrests
• 642 Traffic Stops & 121 Pedestrian Stops
• 10 Weapons confiscated
• 22 Drugs confiscated
• 19 Stolen Vehicles Recovered



2020 Performance Metrics Update
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• The 2020 Crime Plan has additional metrics that support  
the department as a whole and assist with overall  
crime reduction and efficiency.

• A timeline was established to ensure we remain on  
target

• The following is an update on the progress of each  
metric



Performance Metrics Update
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National Average Clearance Rate
Homicide 62.8%
Robbery 30.4 %
Aggravated Assault 52.5%
Source: www.statista.com/statistics/194213/crime-clearance-rate-by-type-in -the-us

0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

70.00%

80.00%

90.00%

2019 2020 2019 2020 2019 2020

Homicide Aggravated Assault Robbery

YTD Clearance Rate 

http://www.statista.com/statistics/194213/crime-clearance-rate-by-type-in


Performance Metrics Update

• Gang Activity is defined as the following:
• Gang member commits offense against another gang member
• Gang member commits violent criminal act

• Gang detectives and enforcement officers respond to all drive-by shootings to  
determine if they are gang related. This rapid response and relentless follow up has  
allowed us to identify and apprehend more offenders
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Performance Metrics Update

Narcotics offenses are defined as:
• Any incident in which illicit drugs are determined to be a direct or indirect factor of the  

crime
• To address the increase, the Narcotics Division has conducted 101 undercover 

operations  and executed 14 search warrants netting 61 arrest for the month of October.
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Performance Metrics Update
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Records Management (RMS) & Review Process
• Goals have been met
• All detectives received basic RMS training
• Continuous Review of Open/Closed cases

Caseload Management
• As a result of RMS training, we are able to audit and manage detectives case  

load more efficiently
• Supervisors review the open/closed cases



Performance Metrics Update
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Critical Incident Response
• Homicide Response Team provides rapid response to a scene to identify all witness  

and evidence related to the incident
• 4 responses in October

• 0 - Suspects arrested
• 4- Canvased Neighborhood for Witness and Suspects
• 2 - Investigation follow up with Homicide detective

* Deployment of this team has increased the departments clearance rate



Performance Metrics Update
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Real Time Crime Center Update
• 5 applicants began work at the RTCC on 

November 5 applicants have start dates 
between November 23 and January 4

• 11 applicants are in the background 
process with an expected completion 
date of December 4

• Due to disqualifications, additional 
interviews are being conducted to fill the 
final position



Performance Metrics Update
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• South Central Patrol Pilot Staffing Model

South Central Observations:
• Past 14 days this year (71.64%) compared to past 14 days last year (50.70%), increase of 20.94% on Priority 1 calls answered in less 

than 8 minutes.
• Past 28 days this year (71.19%) compared to past 28 days last year (51.60%), increase of 19.59% on Priority 1 calls answered in less 

than 8 minutes.
• Month to date this year (6.97) compared to month to date last year (9.96), decrease of -2.99 on Priority 1 response time.
• Year to date this year (7.77) compared to year to date last year (8.76), decrease of -0.99 on Priority 1 response time.
• More usage of the Dallas Online Reporting System (DORS) program from the public.

South Central
Average Response Times

Priority Oct. ‘20 Oct. ‘19 Change Time
1 6.97 9.96 -2.99
2 20.54 28.18 -7.64
3 66.43 102.00 -35.57
4 89.34 130.75 -41.41

South Central
Crime Percentage

Crime Oct. ‘20 Oct. ‘19 Change Time
Violent 188 176 6.82%
Non-Violent 367 424 -13.44%

Total 555 600 -7.5%



Performance Metrics Update

25

Northeast Patrol Pilot Staffing Model

Northeast Patrol Observations:
• Past 14 days this year (65.75%) compared to past 14 days last year (56.12%), increase of 9.63% on Priority 1 

calls answered in less than 8 minutes.
• Past 28 days this year (64.45%) compared to past 28 days last year (57.25%), increase of 7.50% on Priority 1 

calls answered in less than 8 minutes.
• Month to date this year (7.82) compared to month to date last year (9.57), decrease of -1.75 on Priority 1 

response time.
• Year to date this year (8.57) compared to year to date last year (9.20), decrease of -0.63 on Priority 1 

response time.
• More usage of the Dallas Online Reporting System (DORS) program from the public.

Northeast
Average Response Times

Priority Oct. ‘20 Oct. ‘19 Change Time
1 7.82 9.57 -1.75
2 24.13 25.93 -1.8

3 93.73 97.58 -3.85

4 135.62 136.63 -1.01

Northeast
Crime Percentage

Crime Oct. ‘20 Oct. ‘19 Change Time
Violent 179 153 16.99%
Non-Violent 699 688 1.6%
Total 878 841 4.4%



Performance Metrics Update
• Increase Usage of Dallas Online Reporting System (DORS) &  

Expeditor Reports

• 3137 DORS and Over the Phone Reports completed in October
• 28% of priority 4 type calls were handled through DORS and Over  

the Phone in October
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Holiday Crime Initiative

• The Holiday Crime Initiative will focus on reducing 
property and violent crime during the holiday 
season within targeted entertainment and 
shopping areas.

• Officers will focus on the identified target areas to 
reduce individual robberies, business robberies, 
thefts, burglary of motor vehicles and 
unauthorized use of motor vehicles.
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Holiday Crime Initiative
• Historically targeted locations include:
• Shopping Malls
• Retail Districts
• Entertainment Districts
• Residential Neighborhoods
• Home for the Holidays Initiative
• Coordinated through the Traffic Unit
• DWI initiative (November 25 – January 5)
• Program created by the National Highway Traffic Safety                                                                       

Administration (NHTSA) and Mothers Against Drunk Driving (MADD)
• Dedicated to DWI related offenses and preventing crashes
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Holiday Crime Initiative
• One key objective of the operation is to provide a highly visible 

uniformed presence. The following units will be utilized to meet this 
goal:
– Bicycle Officers
– Mounted Officers
– Tactical Officers
– Reserve Officers
– Helicopter Unit
– Covert Deployment Officers
– Volunteers in Patrol (VIPs)
– Sky Tower
– Bait Vehicles
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Holiday Crime Initiative Tips
• Keep all car doors locked and windows closed while in or out of 

your car. Set your alarm or use an anti-theft device.
• If you must shop at night, park in a well-lighted area.
• Never leave your car unoccupied with the motor running or with 

children inside.
• Do not leave packages or valuables on the seat of your car. This 

creates a temptation for thieves. If you must leave something in 
the car, lock it in the trunk or put it out of sight.

• When approaching or leaving your vehicle, be aware of your 
surroundings.

• Do not approach your car alone if there are suspicious people in 
the area.
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Holiday Crime Prevention Campaign

The Department will use multiple avenues to communicate with the 
public on being safe

– Utilize the Public Information Office
– Enlist Neighborhood Police Officers
– Post tips to Social media
– Create videos
– Post to the City Web TV
– Partner with local media outlets
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Function 2020 Assigned 2019 Assigned 2018 Assigned
CBD 101 101 95 Person Property MTD Total YTD Total Priority 1 Priority 2
Central 180 185 189 ‐5.52% ‐5.21% ‐6.80% ‐3.06% 6.76 21.58
NE 356 315 309 6.84% 0.08% ‐3.24% 3.82% 8.57 26.43
SE 314 297 307 7.31% ‐5.66% ‐4.63% 2.22% 8.71 32.03
SW 289 270 286 7.37% ‐0.96% ‐1.09% 3.73% 8.00 24.02
NW 251 237 217 ‐0.72% ‐7.75% ‐2.06% ‐3.97% 7.57 21.07
NC 188 182 182 7.12% ‐3.02% ‐5.42% 1.32% 8.44 23.09
SC 325 285 305 7.56% ‐7.99% ‐8.68% 1.50% 7.77 22.29
Nuisance Abatement 6 8 3

2020 YTD 2019 YTD % Change
287 212 35.4%
38 27 40.7% 911 Calls YTD Oct. Avg Answer

1,611,174 17 Seconds
6 1
10 12 Trainee Operator Actual  Authorized
27 56 7 65 72 98

Notes: 

644629650Investigations & Tactical

477  592 477Administrative**

Awaiting Chief of Police HearingActive Investigations
Investigation suspended
Awaiting Corrective Action

***** Crime reporting now includes NIBRS data.  Data is preliminary.

Dispatched Calls and Response Time

FY20‐21 Hiring Goal : 150

911 Operator Staffing

**Administrative includes Office of the Chief of Police, and Police Academy Trainees (131).  2020 Data is YTD. 2019 and 2018 
data is Dec 31st of that year.

FY 20‐21 Hiring and Attrition Top 911 Calls 
Total 
Awaiting Bureau Chief Hearing3,137 3,101 3,014Total

****Other Escalated Calls ‐ used when a call is received but does not fit into any other category of signals and is a priority in 
nature. Ex. person walking on the shoulder of freeway, suspicious activity that could lead to an. offense

*DPD is still showing “at budget” for FY21

****** Investigations suspended : Awaiting criminal investigation.  Awaiting Corrective Action: Cases not involving suspension or 
termination .

***Other Incident Calls ‐ used when a call is received but does not fit into any other category of signals. Ex. harassing phone 
calls, criminal trespass, death notifications 

Dallas Police Department Dashboard 10/31/2020
CRIME REPORTING*****

Total Arrests
FY19‐20 BUDGET

68.6%

*CBD crime and response time data included in Central

Investigations Completed
Use of Force Complaints Received

COMMUNICATIONS
911 Call Center Information

Oct. Service Level

INTERNAL AFFAIRS

Investigations Over 200 Days ******

Complaint Type

Response timeCrime Change by Division

PATROL PERFORMANCE
YEAR TO DATE

SWORN STAFFING AND HIRING

1,8931,8802,010Patrol Total
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Priority 1 Priority 2 Priority 3 Priority 4
Response 

Time
Response 

Time
Response 

Time
Response 

Time

Oct-20 7.39 24.81 88.02 122.97 49,678

YTD 2020 8.04 24.65 84.70 117.51 482,421
Oct-19 9.27 27.05 99.55 140.20 53,149

YTD 2019 8.42 22.61 74.64 106.48 522,705

Date Dispatched 
911 Calls

Type Calls YTD October‐2020 October‐2019
Major Disturbance 96,407           9,536              9,269             

Other Incidents
***

49,375             4,829                5,189               

Other Escalated
****

46,807             4,698                4,562               
Suspicious Person 23,640           2,283              2,812             
Minor Accident 22,271           2,422              2,974             
Business Alarm 15,553           1,385              2,229             
Major Accident 13,447           1,452              1,801             
Loud Music 20,297           2,198              1,536             
Burg Motor Veh 3,533             401                 889
Crisis Intervention 8,823             923                 848                
911 Hang‐up 6,729             650                 806                

Offense 2020 2019
Count 
DIFF

% 
Change

Clearance 
Rate

Assault Offenses   24,675   23,304 1,371 5.9% 59.6%
   Agg Assault FV   1,668   1,517 151 10.0%
  Simple Assault FV   14,000   14,281 -281 -2.0%

Homicide Offenses   211   177 34 19.2% 68.8%
Human Trafficking    19    29 -10 -34.5% 64.7%
Kidnapping / Abduction   136   58 78 134.5% 76.2%
Sex Offenses, Forcible   554   736 -182 -24.7% 72.8%
Sex Offenses, Nonforcible   -     3 -3 - -
Sub-Total   25,595   24,307 1,288 5.3% 60.1%
Arson   157   131 26 19.8% 3.2%
Bribery   4   2 2 - 50.0%
Burglary / Breaking & 
Entering   6,667   7,291 -624 -8.6% 6.3%

Counterfeiting / Forgery   427   621 -194 -31.2% 25.9%
Destruction / Vandalism   9,171   8,712 459 5.3% 9.0%
Embezzlement   167   322 -155 -48.1% 23.2%
Extortion / Blackmail    4   -  -1 - 25.0%
Fraud   1,431   1,442 -11 -0.8% 51.3%
Larceny / Theft   22,339   22,786 -447 -2.0% 6.3%
Motor Vehicle Theft   8,890   9,159 -269 -2.9% 10.0%
Robbery   2,831   3,911 -1,080 -27.6% 20.4%
Sub-Total   52,088   54,377 -2,289 -4.2% 9.8%
Animal Cruelty    97    119 -22 -18.5% 12.4%
Drug / Narcotics   5,728   4,192 1,536 36.6% 78.5%
Gambling    61    24 37 154.2% 0.0%
Pornography / Obscene 
Material    35    86 -51 -59.3% 45.7%

Prostitution Offenses   438   592 -154 -26.0% 91.8%
Weapon Law Violations   1,750   1,255 495 39.4% 70.6%
Sub-Total   8,109   6,268 1,841 29.4% 76.0%
Total   85,792   84,952 840 1.0% 30.1%

Person

Property

Society

Year to Date Crime (NIBRS)
January 1, 2020 - October 31, 2020

$17.3 $17.3*
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Total Budget EOY Estimate

Total BudgetSworn OvertimeOctober Top 10 OT Activity Codes (By Hrs.)

FY21's Oct. Budget Target ≈ 19,768 Hrs.



Notes:

Hazardous Citations:  Citations involving safety violations such as red light / stop sign violations.

Regulatory Citations: Citations of an administrative violation such as registration, insurance, driver's license. 

Dallas Police Department Racing / Speeding Dashboard 10/31/2020
Racing / Speeding Hotspots Racing / Speeding Operational Activity
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72

26

Call Center Staffing

Total Call
Takers

Call Taker
Vacancies

Average Answer Time 

Call Takers in Training Call Takers in Background 

Monthly 911 Calls 

7 13*

162,766 0:17 

73% 

October 2020 9-1-1 Communications Monthly Dashboard 

Monthly Service Level 

68.64% 
YTD Service Level 

76.13% 
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Function October 2018 October 2019 October 2020

Dispatch Comms & GIS 59 61 59

Fire Prevention & 

Inspection
90 93 93

Arson Investigation 

EOD
22 23 21 Specialized Fire EMS

Aircraft Rescue Fire 

Fighting (ARFF)
35 35 37 112 5,025 15,986

Total Uniform 1,932 1,980 1,979 0.53% 23.79% 75.68% 221,099

Class 357 Class 358 Class 359

16 19 21

11/27/2019 11/27/2019 4/15/2020

1/29/2021 1/29/2021 3/21/2021

2/2021 2/2021 3/2021

FIRE INVESTIGATIONS & ARSON CLEARANCE BY ARREST

EMS & Emergency 

Response and Special 

Ops. Admin.
1604 1679 1706

Training & 

Recruitment, HR and 

Wellness
122 89 63

Start Date

End Date

ERB Assigned

# of Trainees

SWORN STAFFING AND HIRING OCTOBER 2020 INCIDENT RESPONSE DATA - PER COUNCIL DISTRICT

2020 Year to 

Date Calls & 

Dispatches

Class ID

FIRE PREVENTION SMOKE DETECTOR INSTALLS

January 1st through October 31st, 2020
City of Dallas Fire Fatalities = TWO (2)

CURRENT RECRUITS IN DFR ACADEMY

FIRE FATALITIES - National Benchmark is < 13FIRE MARSHAL INSPECTIONS & RE-INSPECTIONS

Dallas Fire-Rescue Department Dashboard: Month Ending October 31, 2020

FY 2021 BUDGET

DFR Budget & YTD Expenses*Sworn Overtime* Optimal Ambulance Performance UHU Rate is 25% - 30%Significant Fires - Rolling 12 Months

AMBULANCE UNIT HOUR UTILIZATION RATESIGNIFICANT FIRES 

OCTOBER 2020 FIRE COMMUNICATIONS & DISPATCH

EMERGENCY RESPONSE TIME METRICS

Percentage of EMS Responses within Nine Minutes 

or Less (NFPA Standard #1710)
90.85%

* YTD-Exp – Do Not Include Encumbrances

46.94%
Percentage of EMS Responses within Five Minutes 

or Less, Includes ALL  DFR Apparatus (NFPA 

Standard #1710)

Percentage of First Heavy Apparatus On Location of Structure Fire 

Dispatches within 5:20 or Less (NFPA Standard #1710)
90.00%
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City Detention Center Book-Ins 

Warrant Enforcement

15,397 
12,438 12,777 11,200 

821 
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13.4% 14.9%

43.9%

61.6%

45.1%

33.6% 26.4%
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0.0%
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Trial

Dismissed
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CS/WR/DS/
Time Served

Def.
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Guilty & Fine

Dismissed
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173,306 150,442 173,663 152,230 160,047

188,361 175,348 246,002 410,433 423,831

Citation Count & Final Dispositions

Citations
Final 
Dispositions

FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21
YTD

OCT
2020

180 Days 69% 68% 70% 68% 58% 58%

90 Days 62% 64% 66% 62% 60% 60%

23 Days 41% 47% 49% 45% 50% 50%

41% 47% 49% 45% 50% 50%

62% 64% 66% 62% 60% 60%

69% 68% 70% 68% 58% 58%

*YTD numbers are based on estimates since actual data is not available at this time



 Memorandum 
 
 
  

  
 

DATE November 6, 2020 CITY OF DALLAS 

TO Honorable Members of the Public Safety Committee 

SUBJECT Paramedic Staffing Plan 
 

“Our Product is Service” 
Empathy | Ethics | Excellence | Equity 

Recently, members of the City Council have expressed concerns regarding Fire-Rescue’s 
backlog of firefighters waiting to attend Paramedic school.  This concern is valid; fully trained 
paramedics are the driving force behind DFR’s ability to provide effective and efficient Emergency 
Medical Services to the citizens of Dallas.  This backlog was created years ago when paramedic 
school was temporarily suspended in an effort to reduce budget.  Instead of attending paramedic 
school immediately following fire academy, members would be assigned to the field as 
Firefighter/EMTs and would receive paramedic training at a later date. 
 
After much consideration, the decision has been made to now send recruits directly from the fire 
academy to paramedic school. This change will ultimately reduce the overtime budget, as these 
members will not occupy positions that would require backfill once they leave for paramedic 
school.  Additionally, having recruits start their permanent assignments as fully trained 
paramedics makes for a more resourceful workforce with overall increased morale.  
 
These changes were based in part on feedback from members, the EMS Council, and the three 
recognized fire department associations.  Furthermore, these changes are necessary to reduce 
the overall workload and to continue downgrading paramedics to non-rotational status on a 
consistent basis. 
 
After 40 members began paramedic school October 19, there remains a backlog of 204 
firefighters assigned to the field who will be sent to paramedic school during strategically planned 
periods to minimize overtime caused by their absence from station assignments.  An additional 
40 will go in May of 2021, after which the total backlog will be 164 firefighters.  We are also looking 
into several alternate plans, including one that would both expedite the process and achieve 
considerable cost savings.  These plans are very preliminary at this time, and if viable, will be 
presented later.     
 
As we move forward, the department is reviewing multiple options to address the issue. While we 
will take every measure to reduce the impact to our members, service to our citizens remains the 
primary objective. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Jon Fortune 
Assistant City Manager 
 
 
 



 DATE November 6, 2020  
SUBJET Paramedic Staffing Plan 

 

“Our Product is Service” 
Empathy | Ethics | Excellence | Equity 

 
c: T.C Broadnax, City Manager 

Chris Caso, City Attorney  
Mark Swann, City Auditor 
Bilierae Johnson, City Secretary 
Preston Robinson, Administrative Judge 
Kimberly Bizor Tolbert, Chief of Staff to the City Manager 
 

Majed A. Al-Ghafry, Assistant City Manage 
Joey Zapata, Assistant City Manager 
Dr. Eric A. Johnson, Chief of Economic Development and Neighborhood Services  
M. Elizabeth Reich, Chief Financial Officer 
M. Elizabeth (Liz) Cedillo-Pereira, Chief of Equity and Inclusion  
Directors and Assistant Directors 

 



Memorandum

DATE November 6, 2020 CITY OF DALLAS 

TO Honorable Members of the Public Safety Committee 

SUBJECT Dallas Police Chief Search Process 

“Our Product is Service” 
Empathy | Ethics | Excellence | Equity 

I am pleased to announce that the search for Dallas Police Chief is now underway. You 
can access a copy of  the recruitment brochure using the following link: 
https://publicsectorsearch.com/recruitments/chief-of-police-dallas-tx/.  

Additionally, the firm leading the search, Public Sector Search & Consulting (PSSC), has 
initiated the community outreach process to survey community members for their input 
on preferred leadership qualities, departmental priorities, and professional qualifications. 
Below, you will find the English and Spanish links to access the survey or message line.  

English 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/DallasCommunity or call (214)671- 5190 

Spanish 
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/VHLWGXX or call (214)671-5190 

 The recruitment phase will continue through the end of November, and the first review of 
applicants is scheduled for early December. During the week of December 14th, PSSC 
will engage directly with community stakeholders to coordinate meeting and interviewing 
finalist to provide further input to the City Manager. City Manager and executive team 
interviews will occur shortly thereafter. The City Manager selection of the successful 
candidate is expected to occur by January 1, 2021. Staff is currently working with PSSC 
to identify the community stakeholders to participate in the process.  

Please contact me should you have any questions or concerns. 

Jon Fortune 
Assistant City Manager 

c: T.C. Broadnax, City Manager 
Chris Caso, City Attorney 
Mark Swann, City Auditor 
Bilierae Johnson, City Secretary 
Preston Robinson, Administrative Judge 
Kimberly Bizor Tolbert, Chief of Staff to the City Manager 

Majed A. Al-Ghafry, Assistant City Manager 
Joey Zapata, Assistant City Manager 
Dr. Eric A. Johnson, Chief of Economic Development and Neighborhood Services  
M. Elizabeth Reich, Chief Financial Officer 
M. Elizabeth (Liz) Cedillo-Pereira, Chief of Equity and Inclusion 
Directors and Assistant Directors 

https://publicsectorsearch.com/recruitments/chief-of-police-dallas-tx/
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.surveymonkey.com%2Fr%2FDallasCommunity&data=04%7C01%7Cjon.fortune%40dallascityhall.com%7C3cb2929beecc4110873d08d881d49a08%7C2935709ec10c4809a302852d369f8700%7C0%7C0%7C637402097403827917%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=jXwADY7T1cOnzvg0cVLkw8rV4ZjzCKCVRrYXr52tjlI%3D&reserved=0
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/VHLWGXX
tel:(214)671-5190


Memorandum 

CITY OF DALLAS 
□ATE November 6, 2020

rn Honorable Members of the Public Safety Committee

susJEcT Response to recommendations from the Domestic Violence Task Force 

In order to assist in the mayor's realization of a 25% reduction in domestic violence
related aggravated assaults over the next three years, the Dallas Police Department will 
play the following role in fulfilling the recommendations presented by the Domestic 
Violence Taskforce. These recommendations include: creating domestic violence 
training videos and aides for patrol officers, providing on-going training for detectives, 
better serving multi-cultural & diverse populations, hiring a caseworker to assist with 
outreach and community education, as well as provide transportation to shelters when 
needed, help decrease severe injury or death to victims. 

Training 

To ensure that Dallas police officers have adequate training and tools needed to 
respond appropriately to domestic violence incidents, DPD will enlist the help of the 
lnservice Academy to create domestic violence training videos and aides (on an array of 
domestic violence topics) that can be easily accessed by patrol officers if a refresher is 
needed 
Currently, the domestic violence section of the District Attorney's office is partnered with 
the Domestic Violence Unit, providing training on topics specific to DV investigations 
and case filing. Will have established training videos available by March 2021. 

Better Serving Multi-Cultural & Diverse Populations 

To better serve and address racial inequity within our Dallas communities, the domestic 
violence unit will work with division commanders in minority communities to create 
presentations at crime watch events as well as provide social media awareness on 
domestic topics and provide information on available services. We will begin online 
implementation in December and transition to in person as opportunities allow. Due to 
the large percentage of domestic violence offenses in minority communities, we will 
work with PIO and NPO units to promote social media awareness in English and 
Spanish. 

Hiring a Caseworker 

To assist with victim outreach and community education, funding has been approved for 
the hiring of a caseworker who will also be tasked with providing victims with 
transportation to shelter when there are no other means available. The caseworker's 
additional duties will include counseling of victims, domestic violence liaison with 

"Our Product is Service" 
Empathy I Ethics I Excellence I Equity 



DATE 

SUBJECT 

November 6, 2020 

Response to recommendations from the Domestic Violence Task Force 

governmental and non-governmental agencies, maintaining analytical statistics. This 
additional resource should be in place by January 2021. 

Decrease the Risk of Injury and Death to Victims 

There are two recommendations that we will implement in an effort to help decrease the 
risk of severe injury or death to domestic violence victims. First, the caseworker will 
work with the High-Risk Team to follow up on tier 2 cases and connect victims to 
services to prevent the escalation of violence. Anticipated implementation is within a 
month of the hiring of the caseworker. Next, we will have patrol officers provide a copy 
of the Lethality Assessment Profile (LAP) to the magistrate upon the arrest of suspects. 
The LAP will assist the magistrate in setting a higher bond for violent offenders. We are 
currently drafting roll call training bulletin for circulation. 

While this is not an exhaustive list of Dallas PD's implementation efforts, we feel 
confident that with the collaboration of the Domestic Violence Taskforce all 
recommendations will be implemented within the next four months. Beyond that, we will 
continue to work towards prevention and education, both internal and externally, to 
create a greater awareness, and improve outcomes for victims of domestic violence in 
our community. 
__..� 

/should you ha any additional questions or need additional information, please let me 
\ know.• 

c: 

R·��-t::1

Chief of Police 

T.C. Broadnax, City Manager
Chris Caso, City Attorney 
Mark Swann, City Auditor 
Bilierae Johnson, City Secretary 
Preston Robinson, Administrative Judge 
Kimberly Bizor Tolbert, Chief of Staff to the City 
Manager Majed A. AI-Ghafry, Assistant City Manager 

Jon Fortune, Assistant City Manager 
Joey Zapata, Assistant City Manager 
Dr. Eric A. Johnson, Chief of Economic Development and Neighborhood Services 
M. Elizabeth Reich, Chief Financial Officer
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 Memorandum 
 
 
 
  

 

DATE November 6, 2020 CITY OF DALLAS 

TO Honorable Members of the Public Safety Committee 

SUBJECT Upcoming Agenda Items regarding Court & Detention Services 
 

“Our Product is Service” 
Empathy | Ethics | Excellence | Equity 

The following items regarding Court & Detention Services Department (CTS) will be 
considered by City Council on the December 9, 2020 Agenda: 
 
Court Collections Contract: CTS is responsible for the collection and processing of 
fines and fees associated with Class C misdemeanor and civil violations enforced within 
the City limits.  Cases which are unresolved, and delinquent are assigned to a private 
vendor for collection. Per State law, a 30% add-on commission is placed on each case 
and is paid by the defendant.  Approval of this item will authorize a three-year service 
contract, with three one-year renewal options to Linebarger Goggan Blair & Sampson, 
LLP, the most advantageous proposer of four. Approximately $3.9M in annual net 
revenue to the City is associated with this service contract. 
 
Contract Security: This item will authorize a four-year service price agreement for armed 
and unarmed security guards and associated security services with an estimated amount 
of $36,760,072.53 to Universal Protection LP dba Allied Universal Security Services, the 
most advantageous proposer of seventeen. CTS along with several other departments, 
utilize this agreement for armed and unarmed security guards to protect City facilities 
such as Love Field and Executive airports, various Water Utilities locations, libraries, and 
recreation centers and provides guards for events Citywide. 
 
Please contact Gloria López Carter, Director of Court & Detention Services at 
g.carter@dallascityhall.com if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
 

  
 
 

Jon Fortune 
Assistant City Manager 
 

c: T.C. Broadnax, City Manager 
Chris Caso, City Attorney  
Mark Swann, City Auditor 
Bilierae Johnson, City Secretary 
Preston Robinson, Administrative Judge 
Kimberly Bizor Tolbert, Chief of Staff to the City Manager 
 

Majed A. Al-Ghafry, Assistant City Manager 
Joey Zapata, Assistant City Manager 
Dr. Eric A. Johnson, Chief of Economic Development and Neighborhood Services  
M. Elizabeth Reich, Chief Financial Officer 
M. Elizabeth (Liz) Cedillo-Pereira, Chief of Equity and Inclusion  
Directors and Assistant Directors 
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