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9-1-1 LEGISLATIVE TASK FORCE 
 

Tuesday, October 13, 2009 
 
 

STATEMENT OF OKLAHOMA MUNICIPAL LEAGUE 
 
 
1. Increasingly, federal regulatory policy promotes statewide E911 wireless coverage 

and coordination.   
 

• A funding condition for a recent federal grant opportunity to implement Phase II 
E911 service required all funded projects to conform to a State 911 Plan.   

 
• However, there is no official state plan and no coordinating body to oversee the 

development and implementation of a plan.   
 
2. In 2005, the Legislature created a Statewide 9-1-1 Advisory Board and gave it 

certain duties to support public safety answering points (PSAPs).   
 

• It has no regulatory or enforcement authority, no staff and no funding.  All Board 
members are volunteers. 

   
• Although the Statewide Board has taken a position to support regionalization 

among PSAPs, it has no carrots or sticks to implement that policy objective. 
 
3. 911 in Oklahoma is not a State endeavor.  It is supplied in a patchwork manner by 

local governments with varying degrees of funding, implementation and staffing 
capabilities.   

 
• This leads to inefficiencies, duplication of costs, inconsistencies in availability of 

service and, sometimes, actual antagonism among jurisdictions.   
 
• This in turn hampers coordinated planning and cooperation within regions.   

 
4. At the same time, state law restricts the amounts and uses of 911 fees.  
  

• The limitation on uses means that fees cannot be used for important 
components, such as dispatch, for delivering emergency response to a 911 call.   
Clarification of appropriate uses is needed in the statutes.   

 
• The restriction on amounts creates a funding crisis, which 911 ACOG will 

address.   
 
• It also produces an imperative that PSAPs have access to state and regional 

technological assets and a way to share a common backbone for 
communications. 
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5. Last session, the Legislature enacted SB1166 to establish a framework to deal with 
some of these issues.  

  
• Its stated purpose is to encourage the formation of districts to provide efficient 

delivery of 911 services throughout the state.   
⇒ It requires all municipalities and counties having authority to provide 

emergency services but not already participating in a  911 system offering 
Phase I and Phase II 911 service to form a district.   

They may accomplish this through interlocal cooperative agreements by 
December 31, 2012, or to be placed in a district by operation of law after that 
date.   

 
• Although SB1166 creates a template for regionalization, there is a need for 

amendments to it and other laws to clarify how a regional system will work.   
 
OML’ S REQUESTS OF THE TASK FORCE: 
1. Explore alternate funding options to more fully cover the costs of all components of 

emergency call response, including those steps after a call is received. 
 
2. Establish a working group under the aegis of the Task Force to identify and 

coordinate access for local PSAPs all available technological assets (such as fiber, 
broadband backbone, interoperability technologies) that can be shared by 911 
services.  

 
a) The working group should primarily include local government representatives but 

also state agencies that have assets or uses for communication technologies. 
 
b) A charge to the working group should be the development of a state plan for 

coordinated use and funding of these assets and updating information about 
availability of assets.  (For example, as part of the state’s response to stimulus 
grants for broadband, a task force formed by Secretary of State Savage is 
developing a map of available fiber networks.) 

 
3. Establish a working group to recommend needed changes in state law to facilitate 

local governments’ ability to achieve and maintain landline and Phase II E911 and to 
migrate to Next Generation technologies. 

 
a) The working group should consist of representatives of local government, PSAPs 

and other entities involved in providing 911. 
 
b) The working group should be asked to include in its review:   

⇒ analyzing the statutory structure for providing 911 services;  
⇒ identifying deficiencies or weaknesses in the current statutes;  
⇒ providing mechanisms to resolve disputes among existing PSAPs and 

jurisdictions;  
⇒ increasing accountability for use of funds and delivering 911 services;  
⇒ clarifying implementation of SB1166; and  
⇒ providing State support for coordination and a state plan.  


