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A. SUPPLEMENTAL ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR

1. This Court should strike the $200 criminal filing fee, 
$100 DNA Database fee and interest provision of the
judgment and sentence1 under the new controlling
precedent of State v.  Ramirez , __ Wn.2d __, __ P.3d
___ (No. 95249-3)(2018 WL 4499761) (September 20,
2018).2

2. Under Ramirez, 2018 changes3 to the legal financial
obligations statutes apply to appellant who was
indigent at the time of sentencing.

3. Appellant assigns error to the following preprinted
language on the judgment and sentence:

2.5 ABILITY TO PAY LEGAL FINANCIAL
OBLIGATIONS.  The court has considered the
total amount owing, the defendant’s past.
present and future ability to pay legal financial
obligations, including the defendant’s financial
resources and the likelihood that the
defendant’s status will change.  The court finds
that the defendant has the ability or likely
future ability to pay the legal financial
obligations imposed herein.  RCW 9.94A.753.

CP 90.

B. SUPPLEMENTAL QUESTION PRESENTED

2018 legislative changes to the relevant statutory scheme
eliminated the bulk of LFOs for indigent defendants.  In
Ramirez, supra, the Supreme Court held that the 2018 changes
applied to all cases pending on first direct appeal, regardless
when sentencing or even lower appellate court review had
occurred.

Is appellant entitled to relief under Ramirez where he was
ordered to pay LFOs and was indigent at the time of
sentencing?

1A copy of the judgment and sentence is attached as Appendix A.

2A copy of the decision is attached as Appendix B.

3A copy of Engrossed Second Substitute House Bill 1783 (2018) is attached
as Appendix C. 
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C. SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT OF THE CASE   

Mr.  Cummings was found indigent before and after trial.  See

CP 111-12; see Supp.  CP __ (Notice of Appearance, filed 4/12/16).4  At

sentencing, the judge stated his understanding that Mr. Cummings

was indigent, noting, “in fact, you’re homeless.”  RP 394-95.  The

judge then stated he would “waive any non mandatory legal financial

obligations[.]”  RP 395.  

The judgment and sentence ordered, inter alia, $200 for a

criminal filing fee and $100 for a DNA fee, as well as providing that

interest start running immediately.  CP 91.

On September 20, 2018, the Supreme Court decided Ramirez,

supra (App. B).  This Supplemental Brief follows.

D. SUPPLEMENTAL ARGUMENT

THIS COURT SHOULD STRIKE THE LEGAL FINANCIAL
OBLIGATIONS UNDER RAMIREZ

In 2018, the Legislature amended the statutory scheme under

which most court have imposed “legal financial obligations” (LFOs)

against defendants in state criminal cases.  See Laws of 2018, ch. 269

(Engrossed Second Substitute House Bill (“Bill”) 1783 (2018)(App. 

C)).  In Ramirez, supra, the state’s highest Court just held that those

amendments apply to all cases currently pending on direct review. 

See App. B.  As a result, appellant is entitled to relief from some of

the LFOs imposed below.

4A supplemental designation of clerk’s papers for this document is being
filed herewith.
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Before 2018, the relevant statutes allowed and sometimes even

required imposition of multiple LFOs on those convicted of a crime. 

See State v. Blazina, 182 Wn.2d 827, 344 P.3d 680 (2015).  At the time

of the sentencing here,“legal financial obligations” were defined in

former RCW 9.94A.030(30)(2012),as “a sum of money that is ordered

by a superior court” including 

restitution to the victim, statutorily imposed crime victims’
compensation fees as assessed pursuant to RCW 7.68.035,
court costs, county or interlocal drug funds, court-appointed
attorneys’ fees, and costs of defense, fines, and any other
financial obligation that is assessed to the offender as a result
of a felony conviction[.]

A sentencing court was limited (somewhat) in imposing costs,

because former RCW 10.01.160(1)(2013) provided that costs “shall be

limited to expenses specially incurred by the state in prosecuting the

defendant[.]”  Former RCW 10.01.160(3)(2013) further required that a

sentencing court “shall not order a defendant to pay costs unless the

defendant is or will be able to pay them.”  

When LFOs were ordered by a superior court, former RCW

9.94A.760 (2011) tasked the court with setting out separately each

LFO, i.e., assessments for restitution, “costs, fines, and other

assessments required by law.”  The lower court complied in this case,

setting forth on the judgment and sentence the following separate

orders: $200 for a criminal filing fee and $100 for a DNA testing fee. 

CP 91 (App. A).  It also ordered that interest should start running

upon the entry of the judgment and sentence.  CP 91-92.

In Blazina, supra, the state’s highest court noted the
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requirement of former RCW 10.01.160(3)(2013), that a sentencing

court “shall not order a defendant to pay costs unless the defendant

is or will be able to pay them.”  182 Wn.2d at 829-30.  The Blazina

Court also noted that most sentencing courts in our state were not

conducting any analysis of a defendant’s actual “ability to pay.”  Id. 

The Court condemned that use of “boilerplate” or pre-printed

“findings” of a defendant’s “ability to pay” if the record showed that

the court had not conducted a careful, individualized examination of

a defendant’s actual financial situation.  Id. 

Further, the Court recognized serious systemic problems with

the LFO scheme, which had led to significant inequities and issues

for defendants who were indigent when sentenced.  Blazina, 182

Wn.2d at 829-30. 

Since Blazina, courts have struggled to determine both what

constitutes an adequate inquiry and for which costs, exactly, a

Blazina analysis must occur.  See e.g., State v.  Sinclair, 192 Wn. App.

380, 367 P.3d 612, review denied, 185 Wn.2d 1034 (2016); State v. 

Stoddard, 192 Wn. App.  222, 686 P.3d 474 (2016); State v.  Clark, 191

Wn. App. 369, 362 P.3d 309 (2015).  It was expected that Ramirez

would provide some needed clarity, as the Supreme Court granted

review to “articulate specific inquiries trial courts should make in

determining whether an individual has the current and future ability

to pay discretionary costs” under Blazina.  App. B at 4.  

After review was granted in Ramirez, however, the 2018
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Legislature significantly amended our LFO system.  See Ramirez,

App. B at 4-5.  More specifically, Engrossed Second Substitute House

Bill (“Bill”) 1783 (2018) was passed.  See Laws of 2018, ch. 269 (ESSHB

1783 (App. C)).

With the amendments, the Legislature chose to “prohibit[]

the imposition of certain LFOs on indigent defendants[.]”  Ramirez,

App. B at 4-5.  Whereas before, under Blazina, former RCW

10.01.160(3)(2013) allowed imposition of “discretionary” LFOs with a

proper finding of “ability to pay,” the amendments to RCW

10.01.160(3) now “categorically prohibit” imposition of any

discretionary LFOs on a defendant who was indigent at the time of

sentencing.  See Laws of 2018, ch. 269, § (6)(3); Ramirez, App. B at 5.  

Other provisions of the bill prohibit imposition of specific

LFOs, such as the $200 court filing fee, if the defendant is indigent,

and declining to impose the $100 DNA testing fee if the defendant

has previously given the state DNA.  See Ramirez, App. B at 4-5; 

Laws of 2018, ch. 269, § 18 (App.  C),  

In Ramirez, after settling some issues regarding the Blazina

analysis, the Court then did not apply Blazina, instead finding that

the 2018 Bill had changed the law.  Ramirez, App. B at 10. The Court

first noted that the Bill was “concerning attorney fees and costs[.]” 

Ramirez, App. B at 11-12.  The Court then pointed out that the

“precipitating event” for such a statute is the end of any direct

appeal.  App. B at 11-12, citing, State v.  Blank, 131 Wn.2d 230, 249, 930

P.2d 1210 (1997).  Because the Bill’s provisions “concern the courts’
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ability to impose costs on a criminal defendant following conviction,”

the Ramirez Court held, the amendments wrought by the Bill applied

to defendants like Ramirez whose cases are “on appeal as a matter of

right.”  Ramirez, App. B at 12.  

Put another way, cases still pending on direct review at the

time of the statutory changes are “not final under RAP 12.7." 

Ramirez, App. B at 12.  As a result, the Ramirez Court held, the

changes to the LFO scheme contained in the 2018 Bill apply to all

cases still pending on direct review when those changes were

enacted -regardless when sentencing occurred  Id.

Under Ramirez, this Court should grant Mr. Cummings relief.  

The $200 “filing fee” cost is not longer authorized, nor is the $100

DNA fee - or imposition of interest.  The criminal filing fee statute,

former RCW 36.18.020(2)(h) (2014), authorized imposition of a fee

but now prohibits such fees against those who are indigent.  See

Ramirez, App. B at 10-11; Laws of 2018, ch. 269, § 17.  Interest may no

longer be charged on nonrestitution LFOs, either, based on the Bill. 

See former RCW 10.82.090 (2015); Laws of 2018, ch. 269, §§  1, 5 (App. 

C).  

Other statutory changes include amending former RCW

10.46.190 (2005) so that no jury fee can be ordered against a person

who is indigent at the time of sentencing (§ 9), former RCW

9.94A.780 (2011) to add a prohibition against ordering LFOS on

someone who is “indigent,” save for restitution and the crime victim

penalty assessment (§ 14), one eliminating a “plea fee,” previously
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allowed under former RCW 3.62.085 (2005) (§ 16), and eliminating

the DNA “fee” if the defendant has previously given their DNA.  See

App.  C.  With his Washington criminal history Mr. Cummings has

given DNA before.  See, e.g., CP 90.

 Under Ramirez, appellant is entitled to relief.  This Court

should strike the filing fee and DNA database fee, as well as the

interest provision.

E. CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated herein and in the opening brief, this

Court should grant relief. 

DATED this 13th day of October, 2018.

Respectfully submitted,           

         KATHRYN RUSSELL SELK, No. 23879
Appointed counsel for Appellant
RUSSELL SELK LAW OFFICE
1037 N.E. 65th Street, #176
Seattle, Washington 98115
(206) 782-3353

DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY EFILING/MAIL

Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington, I
hereby declare that I sent a true and correct copy of the attached Opening Brief to
opposing counsel VIA this Court’s upload service, to Pierce County prosecutor’s
office at pcpatcecf@co.pierce.wa.us, and to Nicholas Cummings, at DOC 798748,
WAP, 1313 N.  13th Ave., Walla Walla, WA.  99362. 

DATED this 13th day of October, 2018,

KATHRYN RUSSELL SELK, No. 23879
1037 Northeast 65th St., Box 176

Seattle, WA.  98115
(206) 782-3353
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

vs. 

NICHOLAS JEROME CUMMINGS, 

Plaintiff, GAUSE NO: 16-1-01469--2 

Defendant. 

WARRANT OF GO:MMITMENT 
1) • Gamty Jail 
2) Cl(Dept. of Gmrectirns 
3ytf Other Gustody 

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON TO THE DIRECTOR OF ADULT DETENTION OF PIERCE COUNTY: 

WHEREAS, Judgment has been prmounced against the defendant in the Superic:r- Court of the State of 
Washington fer-the Gamty of Pierce, that the defendant be punished as specified in the Judgment and 
Sentence'Order Modifying/Revoking Probstim/Gmununity Supervision, a full and carect cq,y ofwhidl is 
attadled hereto. 

[ l L YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant fc:r
dassificstion, cmfinement and placement as c:r-dered in the Judgment and Sentence. 
(Sentence of cmfinement in Pierce Gc,.mty Jail). 

YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to take and deliver the defendant to 
the proper officers of the Department of Gc:r-rectims; and 

YOU, THE PROPER OF1'1GERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, 
ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant fer- dassificstion, cmfinement and 
placement as c:r-dered in the Judgment and Sentence. (Sentence of ccnfinement in 
Department of Gc:r-rectirns <JJStody). 

WARRANT OF 
COMMITMENT -1 

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
930 Tacoma Awnue S. Room 946 
Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
Telephone: (25.1) 798-7400 
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[ J 3. YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant fer 

dassificstim, amfinem<!lt and placem<!lt as a-dered in the Judgment and Sentence. 
(Sentence of amfinem<!lt er placem<!lt net cooe-ed by Seaioos 1 and 2 abooe). 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
ss: 

Ccunty of Pie-ce 

I, Ksvin Stod<, Clerk of the abooe entitled 
Court, do he.-eby ce-tify that this fa-egoing 
inslrum<!lt is a true and cared: copy of the 
criginal now m file in my office. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I he-amto set my 
hand and the Seal of Said Coort this 
-- day of ____ ~ -,--~ 

KEVIN STOCK, Clerk 
By: _________ Deputy 

CJC 

WARRANT OF 
COMMITMENT -2 

!ft.I DPE'//fil 
C COLJR 

DPJ 

16-1-01469-2 

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
930 Tacoma Avenue S, Room 946 
Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
Telephone: (253) 798-7400 
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SUPERIORCOURTOFWASHINGTONFORPIERCECOUNTY 

STATE OFWASHINGTON, 

vs. 

NICHOLAS JEROME CUMMINGS 

SID: WAJ8397014 
DOB: 12/Zl/1980 

Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. 16-1-01469-2 

.JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FJS) 
Prism 

[ J RCW 9.94A 712\9.94A507 Prism Cmfinenent 
Defendanl I J Jail One Year <r Less 

I J First-Time Offmder 
[ J Special Sexual Offender Sentencing Alternative 
[ J Special Drug Offmder Sentencing Alternative 
I J Alternative to Caumement (ATC) 
[] Clelk's Action Required, para4.5 (SDOSA), 
4. 7 and 4.8 (SSOSA) 4.15.2, 5..3, 5.6 and 5.8 

Juvenile Decline · Discreti 

L HEARING 

1.1 A sentencing hearing was held and the defendant, the defendant's lawyer and the (deputy) prosecuting 
stt.amey were present. 

ll. FINDINGS 

There being no reasm why judgment shruld net be prcnounced, the caJrt FINDS: 

21 CURRENT OFFENSE(S): The defendant was famd ~lty an ~'~~~/~I .,_/~H~p_ 
by I J plea I X J jury-verdict [ J bench trial of: -

COUNT CRIME RCW l!NHANC!!Ml!NT DATl!:OF 
TYPI!• CRIME 

I UNLAWFUL 9.41. 040(1 )( a) NONE 04/09/16 
POSSESSION OF A 
FIREARM IN THE 
FIRST DEGREE 

- -
((i 

INCIDl!NTNO. 

PUY AI.LUP PD 
J(SQ()2(S38 

• (F) Firearm, (D) Other deadly weapais, ('l) VU CSA m a prctected zme, (VH) V eh. Hem, See RCW 46. 61.520, 
(JP) Juvenile present, (SI>.:!) Sexual Motivatiai, (SCF) Sexual Canduct with a Child f<r a Fee. See RCW 
9.94A533(8). (If the crime is a drug offeme, include the type of drug in the seccnd column) 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felmy) (//2007) Page I of 11 Office or Prosecuting Attorney 

930 Tacoma Avenue S. Room 946 
Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
Telephone: (253) 798-7-100 
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as d!srged in the ORIGIN.ALinfmnsticn 

[ J Gumm offenses encanpassing the same criminal ccnduct and counting as cne crime in detEmuning 
the offender sca-e are (JI..CW 9.94A589): 

[ J Other- CJrTent ccnvicticns listed under different cause numbers used in calculating the offender sca-e 
are (list offmse and cause lllllnber): 

22 CRIMINAL HISTORY (Jl.CW 9.94A.5.!5): 

CRIME DATE OF SENTENCING DATE OF ArrJ TYPE 
SENTENCE COURT CRIME ADULT OF 

:mv CRIME 
I MLMS3 11-1r.-1998 -· I... I - 11-28-1997 J PIERCECTY 
2 MLMS1 02-11-1997 I... I - 01-21-1997 J NV PIERCECTY 
3 D'M..83 - 12-03-2000 A MUNICIPAL COURT 
4 PSP3 12-10-2002 UICI' '"v I 1...UUr< I 1 11-28-2002 A (TACOMA) 
5 D'M.S3 ' 03-14-2003 A - .. 

MUNICIPAL COURT 
(5 D'M..S 3 UICI' '"v I 1...UUr< I 1 02-03-2007 A (TACOMA) 
7 -· ., ........... ,... ··'""'"" 04-2r.-2oog A 

CONDUCT COURT 
8 .. ..... 1wl.--..1wl --- ,I l 12-04-2009 A CONDUCT (TACOMA) 
9 FORGERY 07-14-1999 I., I - 02-02-1999 A NV PIERCECTY 
10 UPOF2 02-03-2004 I,; I - 01-04-2004 A NV PIERCECTY 
11 Ut"\,;:,- i.v SUPERIOR CT -PRESCRIPTION - 02-28-2005 PIERCECTY 01-31-2005 A NV 

METH 
12 ESCAPE2ND 05-31-2005 .. ,1...1 • 

03-08-2005 A NV PIERCECTY 
13 THEFT 1ST DEGREE 07-15-2005 I\IN\j I.CU. .. 05-09-2005 A NV COURT 
14 I •r·v.;;;;;Jw ur- 02-08-2006 . .; lw- I -

FIREARM 2 PIERCECTY 01-07-2006 A NV 

15 BURGLARY2 04-10-2007 : I... I - 03-13-2007 A NV PIERCECTY 
1(5 UPOF2 11-08-2011 : I,; I - 09-03-2011 A NV PIERCECTY 

[ J The ro.rt finds that the following prier ccnvicticns are cne offense frrlllll'Poses of determining the 
offender score (JI..CW 9.94A525): 

23 SENTENCING DATA: 

COUNT 01'1'1!NDl!lt S!IUOUSNl!SS 
NO. SCOR!! Ll!Vl!L 

I • vu 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felcny) (1!2<'ffl) Page 2 of 11 

STANDARD RANG!! 
(not including ehmcomo~ 

11-lu.1 m1vn i}1:') 

PLUS 
l!NHANCl!Ml!NTS 

Nu,.~ 

TOTAL STANDARD MAXIMUM 
RANG!! Tl!.RM 

(moluding ,nlumnm,nttl) 

11-l '" 111:n.Jn n~ IU Ytc<. 

Office of' Prosecuting Attorney 
930 Tacoma Avenue S. Room 946 
Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
Telephone: (253) 798-7400 
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2. 4 [ ] EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE. Substantial and canpelling reasms exist whim justify an 
l!ltC"!ltimal sentence: 

[ J within [ J below the stsndard range fer Caunt(s) ----~ 

[ J above the stsndard range fer Caunt(s) ----~ 
[ ] The defendant and state stipulate that justice is best served by impositia,. of the l!ltC"!ltimal sentence 

ab011e the standard range and the crurt finds the l!ltC"!ltimal sentence furthers and is cai.sistent with 
the interests of justice and the plllJloses of the sentencing reform aa. 

[ ] Aggravating factors were [ ] stipulated by the defendant, [ ] found by the crurt after the defendant 
Wai\'ed jury trial, [ ] found by jury by special interrogatcry. 

Findings of faa and cCllclusiai.s of law are sttacned in Appendix 24. [ ] Jury's special interrogst~ is 
sttacned The Prosecuting Attmney [ J did [ J did not rectnJ?nend a similar sentence. 

25 ABILITY TO PAY LEGAL FINANCIAL Om.IGATIONS. The court has cai.sidered the total emaunt 
owing, the defendsnt' s past, present and future ability to pay legal finsncial obligatia,.s, including the 
defendant's finsncial reswrces and the likelihood that the defendant' s 5tllll.ls will cnange. The court finds 
that the defendant has the ability or likely future ability to pay the legal financial obligatia,.s imposed 
herein RCW 9.94A 753. 

2.6 

[ ] The following extraordinary circumstances exist thatmalte restitution inapprq,riate (Ji.CW 9.94A 753): 

[ ] The following extraerdinsry circumstsnces exist that malte payment of nrnmsndat<ry legal financial 
obligatiai.s inappropriate: 

h(i FELONY FIREARM OFFENDER REGISTRATION. The defendant committed a fela,.y frrearm 
{iffense as defined inRCW 9.41.010. 

fJ The crurt cai.sidered the following factors: 

M the defendant's criminal hist~. 

[ J whether the defendant has prE!ITiously been found not guilty by reasa,. of inssnity of any offense in 
this state er elsewhere. 

[ ] E!ITidence of the defendant's prq,ensity fer \'iolence that wruld likely endanger per= 

[ l ether:----------------------
] The crurt decided the defendant [ ] shruld [ J shruld not register as a fela,.y frresrrn offender. 

m. JUDGMENT 

3.1 The defendant is GUILTY of the Gaunts and Charges listed in Paragraph 2 I. 

3.2 [ ] The crurt DISMISSES Gaunts ____ [ ] The defendant is found NOT GUILTY of Gaunts 

IV. SENTENCE AND ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED: 

4.1 Defendant shall pay to the Clmt of this Court: (Pino, CoumyCl,rl<.930 TaoomaAv,#110. TaoomaWA98•02) 

JASS CODE 
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_$,_ _____ Restituticn to: 

$ Restituticn to: 
(Name and Address--llddress may be withheld and prcwided CCl'lfidmtially to Clerk's Office). 

$ 500.00 Crime Victim assessment 

$ 100. 00 DNA Database Fee 

$ ____ Crurt-Appointed Attcrney Fees and Defense Costs 

$ 200. 00 Criminal Filing Fee 

$ Fine 

OTHER LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS (specify below) 

Sc__ ___ Other Costs fer: ___________________ _ 

$c__ ___ Other Costs fer: ___________________ _ 

$ <J DO,.... TOTAL 

[ ] The abcwe tots! does rux indude all restituticn which may be set by later erder of the coort. An agreed 
restituticn crder may be mtered. RCW !l.94A. 753. A restituticn hearing: 

[ l shall be set by the prosecntcr. 

[] is scheduled fer __________________________ ~ 

[ ] RE:SIII O IION. Order Attached 

[ ] The Department ofCDITT<licns (DOC)er derk ofthecrurt shall immediately issue a Notice of Payroll 
Deduaim RCW !l.94A. 7(1:J},, RCW !l.94A. 7&:!(Jr). 

[X] All paymmts shall be made in acccrdance with the policies of the derk, comm~ immediately, 
unless the crurt ecifi y fcrth the rate herein: Nat Jess than $ llv/" ™ . per mOlllh 
commencing . ~!:S&.Lt.U,~,:::::__. RCW !1.94.760. If the crurt dc,g net set the rate herein, the 
defendant shall r crt to the derk' s office within 24 hours of the entry of the judgment and sentence to 
set up a payment plan. 

The defendant shall repcrt to the derk of the crurt er as directed by the derk of the crurt to prcwide 
financial and ether infcrmsticn as requested. RCW !l.94A. 760(T)(b) 

[ ] COSTS OF INCARCERATION. In additicn to ether costs imposed he-ein, the crurt fmds that the 
defendant has er is likely to have the means to pay the costs of incarcmiticn, and the defendant is 
crdered to pay such costs st the stalll1cry rate. RCW 10.01.160. 

COLLECTION COSTS The defendant shall pay the costs of services to collect llllpaid legal fmancial 
obligBticns pe- cattratt er statute. RCW 36.18.190, !1.94.A. 780 and 1!1.16.500. 

INTEREST The fmancial obligBticns imposed inthisjudgment shall beer inte-estframthe date of the 
judgment until payment in full, at the rate applicable to civil judgments RCW 10.82.090 

COSTS ON APPEAL An award of costs en appeal against the defendant may be added to the tots! legal 
fmancial obligBticns RCW. 10.73.160. 

4. lb ELECTRONIC MONITORING REIMBURSEMENT. The defendant is ordered to reimburse 
________ (name of electronicmonitcring agency) st ___________ ~ 

fer the cost of prMal electrcnic monitcring in the amamt of$, ______ ~ 
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4.2 [X] DNA TESTING. The defendant shall have a blood/biological sample drawn fer purposes of DNA 
id!mificaticn analysis and the defendant shall fully cooperSl.e in the testing. The appropriate agency, the 
camty er DOC, shall be resprnsible fer obtaining the sample prier to the defendant's release fran 
ccnfinement RCW 43.43.754. 

[ ] HIV TESTING. The Health Department er designee shall test and camsel the defendant fer HIV as 
soai as possible and the defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing. RCW 70.24.340. 

4.3 NO CONTACT 

4.4 

4.4a 

4.4b 

4.5 

The defendant shall net have coots.a with, __________ (name, DOB) induding, but net 
limited to, per,aiai, verbal, telepht'llic, written er coots.a lhroogh a third party fer ___ years (net to 
exceed the msxinwm statutay sentence). 

[ ] Danestic Violence No-Coots.a Order, Antihsrassment No-Cootaa Order, er Sexusl Assault Prttea.icn 
Order is filed with this~ and Sentence. 

OTHER: Property may have been taken into CllStody in canjunaicn with this case. Property may be 
returned to the rightful owner. Any daim fer return of such property must be made within 00 days After 
00 days, if you do not make a daim, property may be disposed of according to law. 

Property may have been taken into CllStody in coojunaicn with this case. Property may be returned to the 
rightful owner. Any daim fer return of such property must be made within 00 days unless fcrfeited by 
agreement in which case no daim may be made. After 00 days, if you do net make a daim, property 1f'j'l' 
bedisposedofacccrdingtolaw. Fir-UM11.t1,-~ ~ p.v.~ 
BOND IS HEREBY EXONERATED ~Of1'fft ~ u--- lb t tlJa.-til-ft ~ 

CONFINEMENT OVER ONE YEAR The def~~~~. 

(a) CONFINEMENT. RCW9.94A.589. Defendant is sentenced to the follawingtermoftctal 
canfinernent in the custody of the Department ofCcrrectioos (DOC): 

_:f-L....J± __ mooths cn Count 

____ mooths cn Count 

____ mooths cn CCllllt 

mooths m Count ----
----mooths en CCllllt 

____ mClll:hs en CCllllt 

AClllai number ofmClll:hs oftctal confinement crdered is: _....:1_7-,.._..:cWl--'--'-'O"-'S"'-_. ________ _ 

(Add mandatory firearm, deadly weapms, and sexual mctivsticn enhancement time to run ccnsecutively to 
other ccunts, see Secticn :u, Sentencing Data, ab"'1e). 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
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[ ] The cmfmtment time an Ccunt(s) ___ cantain(s) a rrumdstay minimum term of ____ -' 

CONSECUTIVE/CONCURRENT SENTENCES. RCW 9.94A589. All camts shall be served 
cancurnmly, exa,pt for the portim of those camts far which there is a special finding of a firearm, other 
deadly wespai, sexual motivatian, VU CSA in a protected zme, ar manufaC!lln! af me!hamphetamine with 
juvenile present as set forth above at Seaim 2.3, and exa,pt for the following ccums which shall be served 
cmsecutively: ____________________________ _ 

The sentence herein shall nm cmsecutively to all felany sentences in other cause numbers imposed prier to 
the canmissim af the crime(s) being sentenced. The sentence herein shall nm cancurrently with felmy 
sentences in other cause numbers imposed afta- the canmissim afthe crime(s) being sentenced exo,pt fer 
the following cause numbers. RCW 9.94A589: _________________ _ 

Cmfmement shall commence immediately unless otherwise set forth here: _________ _ 

(c) The defendant shall receive credit fer time served prior to sentencing if that cmfmement was solely 
under this cause number. RCW 9.94A505. The time served shall be canputed ~ the j8'1 unless the 
credit for time served prior to sentencing is specifically set forth by the ccurt: ,;(5 L dR +[S 

[ J COMMUNITY PLACEMENT (pre 7/1/00 offemes) is erdered as follows: 

Count _____ fer ___ mmths; 

Count _____ for ___ mmths; 

Count _____ fer ___ mmths; 

[ J COMMUNITY CUSTODY (ro determine which offenses are eligible fer er required far ammunity 
aistody see RCW 9.94A 701) 

The defendant shall be an community aJStody fer: 

Count(s) ________ 36 manths fer Serirus Violent Offemes 

Count(s) 18 manths for Violent Offemes 

Ccunt(s) 12 manths (fer crimes against a persai, drug offmses, er offemes 
involving the unlawful possessim of a fireann by a 
street gang member er associate) 

Nate: c<mbined term of cmfmement and canmunity aistody for sey particular offense cannot exceed the 
stawtcry msximum. RCW 9.94A 701. 

(.B) While an community placement or community aistody, the defendant shall: (1) repcrt to and be 
available fer cmtact with the assigned community correaiais officer as directed; (2) wcrlt at DOC
approved educatiai, employment and/or canmunity restilll1im (service); (3) notify DOC of any change in 
defendant's address er employment; (4) nat cmsume caitrolled substances eia:ept pun;usnt to lawfully 
issued prescriptims; (5) ~ unlawfully possess cmtrolled substances while in ammunity aistody; (6) net 
own, use, or possess fireanns or emmunitirn; (T) pay supervisian fees as determined by DOC; (8) perfam 
affumative ads as required by DOC to emf um compliance with the erders of the court; ('y) abide by sey 
additimal canditiais imposed by DOC under RCW 9.94A 704 and .706 and (10) for sex offmses, submit 
to electrmic mmitcring if imposed by DOC. The defendant's residence locatian and living arrangements 
are subject to the prior approval of DOC while in canmunity placement or ammunity aistody. 
Canmunity aJStody for sex offenders~ sentenced under RCW 9.94A 712 may be extended fer up to the 
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statutcry maximum term of the sentE!lce. Violaticn of cannnmity CJJStody imposed far a sex offense may 
result in additional ccnfinenent. 

The cwn anlen that during the pEriod of supevisim the defa1dant shBII: 

[ ] coosume no alcoool. 

) have no contact with:---------------------------· 

[ ) renain [ ] within [ J OO!Side of a specified geographical baundary, to wit: ________ _ 

) not serve in any paid ar vohmteer capacity where he ar she has control ar supevisicn of minors under 
13 years of age 

J participate in the follcwing crime-related treatment ar counseling service.-.: _________ _ 

[ ] undergo an e<1aluaticn fart:realmell far [ J dcmest.ic violence [ J substance abuse 

[ J mental health [ J anger management and fully canply with all recanmE!lded treatment. 

[ J canply with the follcwing crime-related prolul>iticns: ______________ _ 

[ ] Other ccnditicns: 

[ ] Far sentences imposed under RCW 9.114A. 702, other cmditicns, induding elearmic mmitoring, may 
be imposed during crmmunity CJJStody by the Iruletaminate SE!llslce RE!<liew Board, ar in an 
energency by DOC. F.mergency cmditicns imposed by DOC shBII not remain in effect lcnger than 
seven wcrlcing days. 

Cwrt Ordered Treatment: If any cwn ceders mE!ltal health ar chenical dependE!lcy treatmE!lt, the 
defa1dant must notify DOC and the defE!ldant must release treatment. infarmatim to DOC far the duratian 
of incarceratim and supevisicn. RCW 9.114A. 562. 

PROVIDED: That under no circumstances shBII the total term of cmfinenent plus the term of crmmunity 
CJJStody aclllally served exceed the statutcry maximum far each offense 

4.7 [ ] WORKETHIC CAMP. RCW !l.114A.690, RCW 72.09.410. The cwrt finds that the defa1dant is 
eligible and is likely to qualify far wait ethic camp and the cwn recanmends that the defa1dant serve the 
sentence at a wait ethic camp. Upcn canp!Eticn of wait ethic camp, the defendant shBll be released en 
canmunity CJJStody far any remaining time of total cmfinement, subject to the ccnditicns below. Violaticn 
of the cmditicns of crmmunity CJJStody may result in a return to total cmfinement far the balance of the 
defE!ldant' s remaining time of total cmfinement. The ccnditicns of crmmunity mstody are stated above in 
Secticn 4.6. 

4.8 OFF LIMITS ORDER (known drug trafficker) RCW 10.66.020. The following areas are off limits to the 
defa1dant while under the supevisicn of the County Jail ar Department of Carrectims: _____ _ 

ruDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
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V. NOTICES AND SIGNATURES 

5.1 COLLATERAL A'ITACK ON JUDGMENT. Any petitien er mctien fer collateral attack en this 
Judgment and Sentence, induding but net limited to any perscnal restraint petition, state habeas ca-pus 
petition, mctien to vacate judgment, mctien to withdraw guilty plea, motien fer new trial er mctien to 
arrest judgment, must be filed within one year of the final judgment in this matter, excr,it as prooided fer in 
RCW 10.73. JOO. RCW 10.73.090. 

5.2 LENGTH OF· SUPERv ISION. Fcr an offense anunitted pricrto July 1, 2000, the defendant shall 
remain under the ccut's jurisdictien and the superv isien of the Department of Carrecticns fcr a period up to 
10 years frarn the date of sentence er release fran ccnfinement, whichever is lenger, to assure payment of 
all legal fmancial obligsticns unless the ccut extends the a-iminaJ judgment an additicnal JO year;. Fcr an 
offense canrnitted en crafter July 1, 2000, the cairt shall retainjurisdictien ooer the offender, fer the 
purpose of the offender's canpliance with payment of the legal fmancial cbligsticns, until the obligation is 
canpletely satisfied, regardless of the ststutcry maximum fer the crime. RCW 9.94A 7&::I and RCW 
9. 94A505. The derl<. of the ccut is mnhcrized to coll ea ~aid legal fmancial cbligstians at any time the 
offender remains under the jurisdictien of the court fer purposes of his er her legal financial cbligsticns. 
RCW 9.94A 760(4) and RCW 9.94A 753(4). 

5.3 NOTICE OFINCOME-WII'HHOLDINGACTION. Ifthe court has n~crdered an imrnediatenctice 
of payroll deduction in Sectien 4.1, you are notified that the Department of Carrecticns er the derl<. of the 
ccut may issue a nctice of payroll deduaien without. notice to you if you are ma-e than 30 days psst due in 
monthly payments in an amount equal to er greater than the amount payable fcr cne maith. RCW 
9.94A 7&::12. Other incane--withholding anion under RCW 9.94A may be taken without further nctice. 
RCW 9.94A 7&::I may be taken without furthernctice. RCW 9.94A 7606. 

5.4 Rl:Slll 0111.)N HEARING. 

[ ] Defendant waive!'> any right to bepre!'>E!llt at any restitutianhearing (sign initials): ---~ 

5.5 CRIMINAL ENFORCEMENT AND CIVIl. COLLECTION. Any violatian of this Judgment and 
Sentence is punishable by up to &::I days of cenfinement per violation. Per section 25 of this dOOJIIlent, 
legal fmancial cbligsticns are collectible by civil means. RCW 9.94A634. 

5. 6 FIREARMS. Yau must immediately surrender any cancealed pistol license and yoo may not IJ1ffl, 

use or possess any fireann unless your rio,t to do so is restored by a court or record (The ccut d<rl< 
shall fcrward a copy of the defendant's driver's license, identicard, er canparable identificatien to the 
Department of Licensing alcng with the date of canviction er anunitment.) RCW9.41.040, 9.41.047. 

5.7 SEX AND KIDNAPPING OFFENDER REGISTRATION. RCW 9A44. 130, 10.01.200. 

NIA 

5.8 [ ] The ccut finds that Count __ is a felony in the canmissian of which amotorvehide was used. 
The d<rl< of the ccut is directed to immediately fcrward an Abstraa of Court Record to the Department of 
Licensing, which must revoke the defendant's driver' s license. RCW 46. 20.285. 

5.9 If the defendant is er became!'> subj ea to ccut-crdered mental health er chemical dependency treatment, 
the defendant must notify DOC and the defendant's treatment infcrmatien must be shared with DOC fer 
the duratien of the defendant's incarceratien and supervision. RCW 9.94A 562 
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5,10 OTHER: ____________________________ _ 

Print name: 

JUDGE 

Printnsme 

;J!Jlf b I :'> Cc. ' "''" 
Print name: I C ' c, > rll /YI I fl J ':::, 

Voting Rights Statement: I admowledge that I have lost my right to vote because of this felmy anvictim If! am 
registered to vote, my vllta" registnticn will be cana,lled 

My right to vote is provisicnally restcred as 1mg as I am net under the Slllhcrity of DOC (net sm,ing a smtena, of 
caumiment in the custody of DOC and net subject to canmunity custody as defined in RCW 9,94A030), I must re
register bef<re voting The provisicnal rigl,t to vote may be revoked if I fail to canply with all the terms of my legal 
financial obligsticns ir an agreement fir the payment of legal financial obligstians 

My right to vote may be pmnanently restored by cne of the following fir each felmy anvicticn: a) a certificate of 
discharge issued by the sentencing caJrt, RCW 9,94A637; b) a cairt irder issued by the smtencing cwrt restcring 
the right,RCW 9,!12.066; c) a fmal irder of discharge issued by the indeterminate smtena, review board, RCW 
9, % 050; ir d) a certificate of restaraticn issued by the gov emir, RCW 9,% 020, V cting befire the right is restcred 
is a dass C felmy, RCW 29A84,660, Registering to vote before the right is restcred is a dass C felcny, RCW 
29A84,l40, 

Defendant's signature: --

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
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CERIUm:ATE OF Cl EF'K 

CAUSE NUMBER of this case: 16-1-01469-2 

I, KEVIN STOCK Cleit of this Ccurt, catifythst the fcregoing is a full, true and ccn-ect ccpy of the Judgment and 
Sentence in the ab011e-entitled aaian now an reccrd in this office. 

WITNESS my hand and seal of the said Supericr Court affixed this date: 

Cleit of said Camty and State, by: ________________ , Deputy Cleit 

1~~ 
CD?J 

Clerk 

DEPUTY 
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IDENTIFICATION OF DEFENDA.Nr 
·I~ 

CDPJ 

SID No. WA183"70l4 
(Ifno SID take fingerprint card far State Patrol) 

FBI No. 187348KB6 

PCN No. 541587314 

Aliasnsme, SSN, DOB: 

Race: 
[ J Asian/Pacific [ l 

Islander 

[ l Native American [ J 

FINGERPRINTS 

Black/ African
American 

Other: : 

Date of Birth 1:1/27/1980 

Local ID No. "70210052 

Other 

Ethnicity: Sex: 
[ X] CSllcasian I J Hispanic I X] Male 

I XJ Nai- I l Female 
Hispanic 

LeftThumb 

Right fwr ruwn tsksl simultsneaJsly 
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NO. 95249-3
|

Argued June 26, 2018
|

Filed September 20, 2018

Synopsis
Background: Defendant was convicted in the Superior Court, Lewis County, 15–1–00520–
5, Richard Lynn Brosey, J., of third-degree assault with sexual motivation. He appealed.
The Court of Appeals, 2017 WL 4791011, affirmed. Defendant petitioned for further review,
which petition was granted only on issue of discretionary legal financial obligations (LFOs)
imposed at sentencing.

Holdings: The Supreme Court, Stephens, J., held that:

de novo standard of review applied to trial court's alleged error in failing to conduct adequate
inquiry prior to imposing discretionary LFOs;

trial court failed to conduct adequate individualized inquiry into defendant's ability to pay
prior to imposing discretionary LFOs; and

amendments to discretionary LFO statute, enacted after defendant's petition for review was
granted, applied prospectively to defendant's appeal.

Reversed and remanded.

Appeal from Lewis County Superior Court, (No. 15-1-00520-5), Hon. Richard Lynn Brosey,
Judge
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Opinion

STEPHENS, J.

*1  ¶ 1 In State v. Blazina, 182 Wash.2d 827, 839, 344 P.3d 680 (2015), we held that under
former RCW 10.01.160(3) (2015), trial courts have an obligation to conduct an individualized
inquiry into a defendant’s current and future ability to pay before imposing discretionary
legal financial obligations (LFOs) at sentencing. This case provides an opportunity to more
fully describe the nature of such an inquiry. An adequate inquiry must include consideration
of the mandatory factors set forth in Blazina, including the defendant’s incarceration and
other debts, and the court rule GR 34 criteria for indigency. Id. at 838, 344 P.3d 680. The
trial court should also address what we described in Blazina as other “important factors”
relating to the defendant’s financial circumstances, including employment history, income,
assets and other financial resources, monthly living expenses, and other debts. Id.

¶ 2 The trial court in David A. Ramirez’s case failed to conduct an adequate individualized
inquiry before imposing LFOs on Ramirez. While this Blazina error would normally entitle
Ramirez to a resentencing hearing on his ability to pay discretionary LFOs, such a limited
resentencing is unnecessary in this case. Engrossed Second Substitute House Bill 1783, 65th
Leg., Reg. Sess. (Wash. 2018) (House Bill 1783), which amended two statutes at issue and
now prohibits the imposition of certain LFOs on indigent defendants, applies prospectively
to Ramirez’s case on appeal. We reverse the Court of Appeals and remand for the trial court
to strike the improperly imposed LFOs from Ramirez’s judgment and sentence.

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

¶ 3 A jury convicted Ramirez of third degree assault and possession of a controlled substance,
and found by special verdict that he committed the assault with sexual motivation and
displayed an egregious lack of remorse. Clerk’s Papers (CP) at 63-66.
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¶ 4 At sentencing, the State sought an exceptional sentence of 10 years based on Ramirez’s
prior record and offender score. 2 Verbatim Report of Proceedings (Mar. 7, 2016) (VRP) at
346. Following the State’s argument for imposing an exceptional sentence, Ramirez took the
opportunity to directly address the trial court. Ramirez explained to the court that despite the
State’s representations, he “was doing everything right” before his arrest. Id. at 360. Ramirez
shared that prior to his arrest, he was working a minimum wage job at Weyerhaeuser as
part of a “temporary service team” and paying all his household bills, including a DirecTV
subscription that included Seattle Seahawks games. Id. at 359-60, 362-63. Ramirez had
opened a bank account for the first time in his life, was planning on getting his driver’s license,
and had moved into his own apartment with the help of his wife. Id. at 360, 362. Ramirez
discussed these favorable aspects of his life in an effort to show that despite his criminal
history, he did not deserve an exceptional sentence. Suppl. Br. of Pet’r at 3. He lamented that

because of his drug relapse and arrest, “I missed out on all of that.” VRP at 363. 1

1 Ramirez’s full statement was, “I missed out on all of that because I screwed up before even the first Seahawk game. That was
the weekend that I screwed up. It was the Saturday before the first Seahawk game.” VRP at 363.

*2  ¶ 5 The trial court sentenced Ramirez to five years for the third degree assault conviction
and two years for possession of a controlled substance, to be served consecutively. Id. at
372-73. The trial court also imposed $2,900 in LFOs, including a $500 victim assessment fee, a
$100 DNA (deoxyribonucleic acid) collection fee, a $200 criminal filing fee, and discretionary
LFOs of $2,100 in attorney fees, and set a monthly payment amount of $25. Id. at 375-76.
After the court announced the sentence, Ramirez presented a notice of appeal and a motion
for an order of indigency, which the court granted. Id. at 373; Suppl. CP at 1-4. According
to the financial statement in his declaration of indigency, Ramirez had no source of income
or assets and no savings, and owed more than $10,000 at the time of sentencing (apparently
previously imposed court costs and fees). Suppl. CP at 2-4.

¶ 6 Prior to imposing LFOs, the trial court asked only two questions relating to Ramirez’s
current and future ability to pay, both of which were directed to the State. First, the court
asked, “And when he is not in jail, he has the ability to make money to make periodic
payments on his LFOs, right?” VRP at 348. The State responded that Ramirez had the ability
to pay his LFOs “[w]hen he’s not in jail and when he is in jail,” noting that Ramirez could
work while incarcerated. Id. The trial court then asked the State to once more confirm that
LFOs were appropriate in Ramirez’s case: “But as far as you are concerned, the LFOs should
be imposed.” Id. The State answered, “Yes.” Id.

¶ 7 The trial court did not directly ask Ramirez or his counsel about his ability to pay at any
point during sentencing. The only statement made by Ramirez concerning his ability to pay
came after the trial court announced its decision to impose discretionary costs. After finding
that Ramirez had “the ability to earn money and make small payments on his financial
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obligations,” the court listed the specific costs imposed and ordered Ramirez to pay “25
bucks a month starting [in] 60 days.” Id. at 375-76. Ramirez then asked, “How am I going
to do that from inside?” Id. at 376. Ramirez’s counsel responded, “I will explain.” Id. The

discussion then moved on to a different subject. 2

2 Ramirez’s counsel made only one mention of LFOs, in correcting the trial court’s original estimate of the amount of attorney
fees. The court initially stated that these discretionary costs totaled $900, but Ramirez’s counsel clarified that $2,100 was the
correct amount. VRP at 375.

¶ 8 On appeal, Ramirez argued that the trial court failed to make an adequate individualized
inquiry into his ability to pay before imposing discretionary LFOs, contrary to Blazina,

182 Wash.2d at 837-38, 344 P.3d 680. 3  In a 2-1 unpublished opinion, Division Two
of the Court of Appeals affirmed the trial court, holding that the court “conducted an
adequate individualized inquiry and did not err in imposing the discretionary LFOs.” State
v. Ramirez, No. 48705-5-II, slip op. at 13, 2017 WL 4791011 (Wash. Ct. App. Oct. 24, 2017)
(unpublished), https://www.courts.wa.gov/opinions/pdf/D2%2048705-5-II%20Unpublished
%20Opinion.pdf. In reviewing the trial court’s decision to impose discretionary LFOs on
Ramirez, the Court of Appeals majority applied an overall abuse of discretion standard;
it cited the information offered by Ramirez in his statement to the trial court as sufficient
grounds for finding Ramirez able to pay LFOs. Id. at 12-13.

3 Ramirez’s appeal additionally raised several guilt-phase claims of error, which the Court of Appeals rejected. State v.
Ramirez, No. 48705-5-II, slip op. at 7-11, 13-15, 2017 WL 4791011 (Wash. Ct. App. Oct. 24, 2017) (unpublished), https://
www.courts.wa.gov/opinions/pdf/D2%2048705-5-II%20Unpublished%20Opinion.pdf. These issues are not before us.

¶ 9 In dissent, Chief Judge Bjorgen argued that the question of whether a trial court made
an adequate inquiry into a defendant’s ability to pay discretionary LFOs should be reviewed
de novo, not for an abuse of discretion. Id. at 16 (Bjorgen, C.J., dissenting). Applying the de
novo standard, Chief Judge Bjorgen concluded that the trial court’s inquiry into Ramirez’s
financial status fell short of the Blazina standards. Id. at 19.

*3  ¶ 10 On March 7, 2018, we granted Ramirez’s petition for review “only on the issue
of discretionary [LFOs].” Order Granting Review, No. 95249-3 (Wash. Mar. 7, 2018). On
March 27, 2018, just weeks after we granted Ramirez’s petition, House Bill 1783 became
law. LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269. House Bill 1783’s amendments relate to Washington’s system
for imposing and collecting LFOs and are effective as of June 7, 2018. House Bill 1783 is
particularly relevant to Ramirez’s case because it amends the discretionary LFO statute to
prohibit trial courts from imposing discretionary LFOs on defendants who are indigent at
the time of sentencing. Id. at § 6(3).
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ANALYSIS

¶ 11 This case concerns Washington’s system of LFOs, specifically the imposition of
discretionary LFOs on individuals who lack the current and future ability to pay them. State
law requires that trial courts consider the financial resources of a defendant and the nature
of the burden imposed by LFOs before ordering the defendant to pay discretionary costs.
See RCW 10.01.160(3).

¶ 12 We addressed former RCW 10.01.160(3) in Blazina and held that the statute requires trial
courts to conduct an individualized inquiry into the financial circumstances of each offender
before levying any discretionary LFOs. 182 Wash.2d at 839, 344 P.3d 680. As Ramirez’s case
demonstrates, however, costs are often imposed with very little discussion. We granted review
in this case to articulate specific inquiries trial courts should make in determining whether
an individual has the current and future ability to pay discretionary costs.

¶ 13 After we granted review, the legislature enacted House Bill 1783, which amends former
RCW 10.01.160(3) to categorically prohibit the imposition of any discretionary costs on
indigent defendants. LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269, § 6(3). House Bill 1783 also amends the
criminal filing fee statute, former RCW 36.18.020(2)(h) (2015), to prohibit courts from
imposing the $200 filing fee on indigent defendants. LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269, § 17(2)(h).
According to Ramirez’s motion for an order of indigency, which the trial court granted,
Ramirez unquestionably qualified as indigent at the time of sentencing: Ramirez had no
source of income or assets and no savings, and owed more than $10,000 at the time of
sentencing. Suppl. CP at 3-4.

¶ 14 This case presents two issues. The primary issue is whether the trial court conducted an
adequate individualized inquiry into Ramirez’s ability to pay, as required under Blazina and
former RCW 10.01.160(3). A separate but related issue is whether House Bill 1783’s statutory
amendments apply to Ramirez’s case on appeal.

I. The Trial Court Did Not Conduct an Adequate Individualized Inquiry into Ramirez’s
Current and Future Ability To Pay LFOs

¶ 15 The threshold issue in this case is whether the trial court performed an adequate
inquiry into Ramirez’s present and future ability to pay before imposing discretionary
LFOs. In addressing this issue, we must decide what standard of review applies to a trial
court’s decision to impose discretionary LFOs. The Court of Appeals was seemingly split
on this question, with the majority applying an overall abuse of discretion standard and the
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dissenting judge applying de novo review. We address the proper standard of review before
turning to the merits of Ramirez’s argument.

A. The Adequacy of the Trial Court’s Individualized Inquiry into a Defendant’s Ability To
Pay Discretionary LFOs Should Be Reviewed De Novo

¶ 16 As Ramirez correctly points out, the question of whether the trial court adequately
inquired into his ability to pay discretionary LFOs involves both a factual and a legal
component. Suppl. Br. of Pet’r at 16. On the factual side, the reviewing court determines
what evidence the trial court actually considered in making the Blazina inquiry. Chief Judge
Bjorgen aptly observed that the factual determination can be decided by simply examining

the record for supporting evidence. 4 Ramirez, slip op. at 17 (Bjorgen, C.J., dissenting). On
the legal side, the reviewing court decides whether the trial court’s inquiry complied with the
requirements of Blazina. Both the majority and dissenting opinions below recognized that
this legal inquiry merits de novo review. See id. at 13 n.4 (“[w]hether or not a trial court makes
an individualized inquiry is reviewed de novo”), 17 (Bjorgen, C.J., dissenting) (describing this
as “an unalloyed legal question”).

4 Ramirez criticizes Chief Judge Bjorgen for embracing a “clearly erroneous” standard of review for factual determinations,
based on prior appellate decisions. See Suppl. Br. of Pet’r at 17 & n.6. Ramirez insists that “substantial evidence” is the
correct Washington standard, while “clear error” applies in federal courts. Id. We believe the distinction is semantic in this
context. The very case Ramirez cites as identifying different state and federal standards says, “[W]e review [factual findings]
for substantial evidence, which is analogous to the ‘clear error’ test applied by the federal courts.” Steele v. Lundgren, 85 Wash.
App. 845, 850, 935 P.2d 671 (1997).

*4  ¶ 17 Given their shared recognition that de novo review applies to the question of whether
the trial court complied with Blazina, the split in the Court of Appeals may be more a
difference in emphasis than in substance. Blazina establishes what constitutes an adequate
inquiry into a defendant’s ability to pay under state law, and the standard of review for
an issue involving questions of law is de novo. State v. Hanson, 151 Wash.2d 783, 784-85,
91 P.3d 888 (2004). Ramirez is correct that the Blazina inquiry is similar to other inquiries
trial judges make that are subject to de novo review. See Suppl. Br. of Pet’r at 16-17 (citing
State v. Vicuna, 119 Wash. App. 26, 30-31, 79 P.3d 1 (2003) (applying de novo review to
determination of whether a conflict exists between attorney and client); State v. Ramirez-
Dominguez, 140 Wash. App. 233, 239, 165 P.3d 391 (2007) (applying de novo review to
determination of whether the defendant knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waived his
right to a jury trial) ).

¶ 18 That said, the trial court’s ultimate decision whether to impose discretionary LFOs is
undoubtedly discretionary. The trial court must balance the defendant’s ability to pay against
the burden of his obligation, which is an exercise of discretion. State v. Baldwin, 63 Wash.
App. 303, 312, 818 P.2d 1116 (1991). But, discretion is necessarily abused when it is manifestly
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unreasonable or based on untenable grounds or reasons. State v. Stenson, 132 Wash.2d 668,
701, 940 P.2d 1239 (1997). If the trial court fails to conduct an individualized inquiry into the
defendant’s financial circumstances, as RCW 10.01.160(3) requires, and nonetheless imposes
discretionary LFOs on the defendant, the trial court has per se abused its discretionary power.
Stated differently, the court’s exercise of discretion is unreasonable when it is premised on
a legal error. The focus of Ramirez’s argument for de novo review is squarely on the trial
court’s legal error in failing to conduct an individualized inquiry. Thus, while the State is
correct that the abuse of discretion standard of review is relevant to the broad question of
whether discretionary LFOs were validly imposed, de novo review applies to the alleged error
in this case: the failure to make an adequate inquiry under Blazina.

B. The Trial Court’s Inquiry into Ramirez’s Ability To Pay Discretionary LFOs Was
Inadequate under Blazina

¶ 19 The legal question before us is whether the trial court’s inquiry into Ramirez’s current
and future ability to pay discretionary LFOs was adequate under Blazina. In Blazina, we
held that former RCW 10.01.160(3) requires the trial court to conduct an individualized
inquiry on the record concerning a defendant’s current and future ability to pay before
imposing discretionary LFOs. 182 Wash.2d at 839, 344 P.3d 680. We explained that “the
court must do more than sign a judgment and sentence with boilerplate language stating that
it engaged in the required inquiry.” Id. at 838, 344 P.3d 680. As part of this inquiry, the trial
court is required to consider “important factors,” such as incarceration and the defendant’s
other debts, when determining a defendant’s ability to pay. Id. Additionally, we specifically
instructed courts to look for additional guidance in the comment to court rule GR 34, which
lists the ways a person may prove indigent status for the purpose of seeking a waiver of filing
fees and surcharges. Id.; City of Richland v. Wakefield, 186 Wash.2d 596, 606-07, 380 P.3d
459 (2016). As we further clarified, “if someone does meet the GR 34 standard for indigency,
courts should seriously question that person’s ability to pay LFOs.” Blazina, 182 Wash.2d
at 839, 344 P.3d 680.

¶ 20 Here, the record shows that the trial court asked only two questions concerning
Ramirez’s ability to pay LFOs, both of which were directed to the State. First, the court
asked, “And when he is not in jail, he has the ability to make money to make periodic
payments on his LFOs, right?” VRP at 348. The State responded, “When he’s not in jail
and when he is in jail,” noting that Ramirez could work while incarcerated. Id. The court
then asked the State for clarification on the LFO issue: “But as far as you are concerned, the
LFOs should be imposed.” Id. In response, the State simply answered, “Yes.” Id. The record
reflects that these two questions, directed to the State, are the only questions asked by the
trial court relating to Ramirez’s ability to pay discretionary LFOs before ordering him to
pay $25 per month starting in 60 days. When Ramirez asked, “How am I going to do that
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from inside?” id. at 376, the trial court said nothing. Ramirez’s counsel said, “I will explain,”
and the court moved on. Id.

*5  ¶ 21 The court made no inquiry into Ramirez’s debts, which his declaration of indigency
listed as exceeding $10,000 at the time of sentencing (apparently previously imposed court
costs and fees). Suppl. CP at 4. Nor does the record reflect that the trial court inquired into
whether Ramirez met the GR 34 standard for indigency. Had the court looked to GR 34 for
guidance, as required under Blazina, it would have confirmed that Ramirez was indigent at
the time of sentencing—his income fell below 125 percent of the federal poverty guideline.
As we explained in Blazina, “if someone does meet the GR 34 standard for indigency, courts
should seriously question that person’s ability to pay LFOs.” 182 Wash.2d at 839, 344 P.3d
680; Wakefield, 186 Wash.2d at 607, 380 P.3d 459. The record does not reflect that the trial
court meaningfully inquired into any of the mandatory Blazina factors.

¶ 22 The trial court also failed to consider other “important factors” relating to Ramirez’s
current and future ability to pay discretionary LFOs, such as Ramirez’s income, his assets and
other financial resources, his monthly living expenses, and his employment history. Blazina,
182 Wash.2d at 838, 344 P.3d 680. In Blazina, we held that “[t]he record must reflect that the
trial court made an individualized inquiry into the defendant’s current and future ability to
pay,” which requires the court to consider “important factors,” in addition to the mandatory
factors discussed above. Id. The only information in the record about Ramirez’s financial
situation came during Ramirez’s allocution and was offered to show how he had been putting
his life in order prior to his arrest. The court made no inquiry.

¶ 23 Consistent with Blazina's instruction that courts use GR 34 as a guide for determining
whether someone has an ability to pay discretionary costs, we believe the financial statement
section of Ramirez’s motion for indigency would have provided a reliable framework for
the individualized inquiry that Blazina and RCW 10.01.160(3) require. In determining a
defendant’s indigency status, the financial statement section of the motion for indigency asks
the defendant to answer questions relating to five broad categories: (1) employment history,
(2) income, (3) assets and other financial resources, (4) monthly living expenses, and (5)
other debts. See Suppl. CP at 2-4. These categories are equally relevant to determining a
defendant’s ability to pay discretionary LFOs.

¶ 24 Regarding employment history, a trial court should inquire into the defendant’s present
employment and past work experience. The court should also inquire into the defendant’s
income, as well as the defendant’s assets and other financial resources. Finally, the court
should ask questions about the defendant’s monthly expenses, and as identified in Blazina,
the court must ask about the defendant’s other debts, including other LFOs, health care
costs, or education loans. To satisfy Blazina and RCW 10.01.160(3)’s mandate that the State
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cannot collect costs from defendants who are unable to pay, the record must reflect that the
trial court inquired into all five of these categories before deciding to impose discretionary
costs. That did not happen here.

¶ 25 The State argues, and the Court of Appeals majority agreed, that despite any lack of
inquiry by the trial court into Ramirez’s ability to pay, statements by Ramirez during his
allocution were adequate to support the imposition of discretionary LFOs. Resp’t’s Br. at
4. In opposing the State’s request for an exceptional sentence, Ramirez told the court he
was “doing everything right” prior to his arrest—he was working a minimum wage job at
Weyerhaeuser on a “temporary service team,” his wife had helped him get his own apartment,
he was paying his household bills, including a DirecTV subscription, and he had opened a
bank account for the first time in his life and was hoping to get a driver’s license. VRP at
359-363. Ramirez did not offer this information in the context of assessing his current and
future ability to pay LFOs, but rather in an effort to “counter the State’s negative portrayal
of him and direct the court’s attention to his accomplishments in order to persuade the court
he was deserving of a lesser sentence.” Suppl. Br. of Pet’r at 19.

*6  ¶ 26 Notably, while the Court of Appeals majority viewed Ramirez’s statements as
supporting imposition of discretionary costs, there is no indication in the record that the

trial court actually relied on any of Ramirez’s statements. See Ramirez, slip op. at 13. 5  Nor
would reliance on Ramirez’s statements be reasonable, given that Ramirez was describing
his circumstances and the positive strides he had made in the months prior to his arrest. As
his statements at sentencing and his declaration of indigency make clear, all of that changed.
Indeed, Ramirez lamented that after being on the right track, he “screwed up” and lost
everything. VRP at 363.

5 The Court of Appeals inferred that the trial court’s decision was based on Ramirez’s statements:
Here, the court considered that Ramirez had recently been released from custody, was working in a minimum wage job,
and had been paying his household bills. Ramirez also told the court that he had opened a bank account for the first time in
his life and “was just getting on track[.]” He added that although he was working a minimum wage job “it was fine because
it took care of everything.” Thus, we hold that the court conducted an adequate individualized inquiry and did not err in
imposing the discretionary LFOs.

Ramirez, slip op. at 13 (citations omitted).

¶ 27 RCW 10.01.160(3) requires the trial court to inquire into a person’s present and future
ability to pay LFOs. This inquiry must be made on the record, and courts should be cautious
of any after-the-fact attempt to justify the imposition of LFOs based on information offered
by a defendant for an entirely different purpose. Judges understand that defendants want to
appear in their best light at sentencing. It is precisely for this reason that the judge’s obligation
is to engage in an on-the-record individualized inquiry into the defendant’s ability to pay
discretionary LFOs.

http://www.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&pubNum=1000259&cite=WAST10.01.160&originatingDoc=I0fc1b6c0bd1011e8afcec29e181e0751&refType=SP&originationContext=document&vr=3.0&rs=cblt1.0&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.Search)#co_pp_d08f0000f5f67
http://www.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=Y&serNum=2042949791&pubNum=0004645&originatingDoc=I0fc1b6c0bd1011e8afcec29e181e0751&refType=RP&originationContext=document&vr=3.0&rs=cblt1.0&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.Search)
http://www.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=Y&serNum=2042949791&pubNum=0004645&originatingDoc=I0fc1b6c0bd1011e8afcec29e181e0751&refType=RP&originationContext=document&vr=3.0&rs=cblt1.0&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.Search)


State v. Ramirez, --- P.3d ---- (2018)

 © 2018 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 10

¶ 28 We hold that the trial court failed to make an adequate individualized inquiry into
Ramirez’s current and future ability to pay prior to imposing discretionary LFOs. Normally,
this Blazina error would entitle Ramirez to a full resentencing hearing on his ability to pay
LFOs. The timing of Ramirez’s appeal, however, makes this case somewhat unusual. After
we granted review, the legislature passed House Bill 1783, which amends two LFO statutes
at issue. LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269. House Bill 1783 amends the discretionary LFO statute,
former ROW 10.01.160, to prohibit courts from imposing discretionary costs on a defendant
who is indigent at the time of sentencing as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3)(a) through (c).
LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269, § 6(3). House Bill 1783 also amends the criminal filing fee statute,
former RCW 36.18.020(h), to prohibit courts from imposing the $200 filing fee on indigent
defendants. LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269, § 17(2)(h).

¶ 29 Ramirez argues that House Bill 1783’s amendments apply to his case on appeal because
he qualified as indigent at the time of sentencing and his case was not yet final when House
Bill 1783 was enacted. Suppl. Br. of Pet’r at 8-10. As for the remedy, Ramirez asks us to
strike the discretionary LFOs and the $200 criminal filing fee from his judgment and sentence
rather than remand his case for resentencing. For the reasons discussed below, we agree that
House Bill 1783 applies on appeal to invalidate Ramirez’s discretionary LFOs (and the $200
criminal filing fee) and that resentencing is unnecessary in this case.

II. House Bill 1783 Applies Prospectively to Ramirez’s Case Because the Statutory
Amendments Pertain to Costs and His Case on Direct Review Is Not Yet Final

¶ 30 House Bill 1783’s amendments modify Washington’s system of LFOs, addressing some
of the worst facets of the system that prevent offenders from rebuilding their lives after
conviction. For example, House Bill 1783 eliminates interest accrual on the nonrestitution
portions of LFOs, it establishes that the DNA database fee is no longer mandatory if the
offender’s DNA has been collected because of a prior conviction, and it provides that a court
may not sanction an offender for failure to pay LFOs unless the failure to pay is willful.
LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269, §§ 1, 18, 7. Relevant here, House Bill 1783 amends the discretionary
LFO statute, former RCW 10.01.160, to prohibit courts from imposing discretionary costs
on a defendant who is indigent at the time of sentencing. LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269, § 6(3). It
also prohibits imposing the $200 filing fee on indigent defendants. Id. § 17. Because House
Bill 1783 was enacted after we granted Ramirez’s petition for review, we must decide whether
House Bill 1783’s amendments apply to Ramirez’s case on appeal. We hold that House Bill
1783 applies prospectively to Ramirez because the statutory amendments pertain to costs
imposed on criminal defendants following conviction, and Ramirez’s case was pending on
direct review and thus not final when the amendments were enacted.

*7  ¶ 31 At the time of Ramirez’s sentencing in 2016, the discretionary cost statute provided
that “[t]he court shall not order a defendant to pay costs unless the defendant is or will be
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able to pay them.” Former RCW 10.01.160(3). In making this determination, the statute
instructed the trial court to “take account of the financial resources of the defendant and
the nature of the burden that payment of costs will impose.” Id. The statutory language
directs that the trial court must consider a defendant’s current and future ability to pay before
deciding to impose discretionary costs on the defendant.

¶ 32 House Bill 1783 amends former RCW 10.01.160(3) to expressly prohibit courts from
imposing discretionary costs on defendants who are indigent at the time of sentencing: “The
court shall not order a defendant to pay costs if the defendant at the time of sentencing is
indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3)(a) through (c).” LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269, § 6(3).
Under RCW 10.101.010(3)(a) through (c), a person is “indigent” if the person receives certain
types of public assistance, is involuntarily committed to a public mental health facility, or
receives an annual income after taxes of 125 percent or less of the current federal poverty
level. If the defendant is not indigent, the amendment instructs the court to engage in the
same individualized inquiry into the defendant’s ability to pay as previously required under
former RCW 10.01.160(3), i.e., to assess “the financial resources of the defendant and the
nature of the burden that payment of costs will impose.” Id. In this case, there is no question
that Ramirez satisfied the indigency requirements of RCW 10.101.010(3)(c) at the time
of sentencing. Accordingly, if House Bill 1783 applies to Ramirez’s case, the trial court
impermissibly imposed discretionary LFOs on Ramirez.

¶ 33 As noted, House Bill 1783 also amends the criminal filing fee statute, former RCW
36.18.020(2)(h), to prohibit charging the $200 criminal filing fee to defendants who are
indigent at the time of sentencing. LAWS OF 2018, ch. 269, § 17. Thus, if House Bill 1783’s
amendments apply to Ramirez’s case on appeal, the trial court improperly imposed both the
discretionary costs of $2,100 and the criminal filing fee.

¶ 34 This is not our first occasion to consider the prospective application of cost statutes to
criminal cases on appeal. In State v. Blank, 131 Wash.2d 230, 249, 930 P.2d 1213 (1997), we
held that a statute imposing appellate costs applied prospectively to the defendants’ cases
on appeal. In Blank, the defendants’ appeals were pending when the legislature enacted a
statute providing for recoupment of appellate defense costs from a convicted defendant.
Id. at 234, 930 P.2d 1213. In determining whether the statute applied to the defendants’
cases, we clarified that “ ‘[a] statute operates prospectively when the precipitating event for
[its] application ... occurs after the effective date of the statute.’ ” Id. at 248, 930 P.2d 1213
(alterations in original) (quoting Aetna Life Ins. Co. v. Wash. Life & Disability Ins. Guar.
Ass’n, 83 Wash.2d 523, 535, 520 P.2d 162 (1974) ). We concluded that the “precipitating
event” for a statute “concerning attorney fees and costs of litigation” was the termination
of the defendant’s case and held that the statute therefore applied prospectively to cases
that were pending on appeal when the costs statute was enacted. Id. at 249, 930 P.2d 1213
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(citing Kilpatrick v. Dep’t of Labor & Indus., 125 Wash.2d 222, 232, 883 P.2d 1370, 915 P.2d
519 (1994) (holding that the right to attorney fees is governed by the statute in force at the
termination of the action) ).

*8  ¶ 35 Similar to the statute at issue in Blank, House Bill 1783’s amendments concern the
court’s ability to impose costs on a criminal defendant following conviction. House Bill 1783
amends former RCW 10.01.160(3) by expressly prohibiting the imposition of discretionary
LFOs on defendants like Ramirez who are indigent at the time of sentencing; the amendment
conclusively establishes that courts do not have discretion to impose such LFOs. And, like
the defendants in Blank, Ramirez’s case was on appeal as a matter of right and thus was not
yet final under RAP 12.7 when House Bill 1783 became effective. Because House Bill 1783’s
amendments pertain to costs imposed upon conviction and Ramirez’s case was not yet final
when the amendments were enacted, Ramirez is entitled to benefit from this statutory change.

¶ 36 Applying House Bill 1783 to the facts of this case, we hold that the trial court
impermissibly imposed discretionary LFOs of $2,100, as well as the $200 criminal filing fee,
on Ramirez. We reverse the Court of Appeals and remand for the trial court to amend the
judgment and sentence to strike the improperly imposed LFOs.

CONCLUSION

¶ 37 In Blazina, we held that under former RCW 10.73.160(3), trial courts have an obligation
to conduct an individualized inquiry into a defendant’s current and future ability to pay
discretionary LFOs before imposing them at sentencing. Today, we articulate specific
inquiries trial courts should make in determining whether an individual has the current and
future ability to pay discretionary costs. Trial courts must meaningfully inquire into the
mandatory factors established by Blazina, such as a defendant’s incarceration and other
debts, or whether a defendant meets the GR 34 standard for indigency. Trial courts must
also consider other “important factors” relating to a defendant’s financial circumstances,
including employment history, income, assets and other financial resources, monthly living
expenses, and other debts. Under this framework, trial courts must conduct an on-the-record
inquiry into the mandatory Blazina factors and other “important factors” before imposing
discretionary LFOs.

¶ 38 We reverse the Court of Appeals and hold that the trial court failed to conduct an
adequate Blazina inquiry into Ramirez’s current and future ability to pay. Although this
Blazina error would normally entitle Ramirez to a resentencing hearing on his ability to pay,
resentencing is unnecessary in this case. House Bill 1783, which prohibits the imposition
of discretionary LFOs on an indigent defendant, applies on appeal to invalidate Ramirez’s
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discretionary LFOs (and the $200 criminal filing fee). We remand for the trial court to strike
the $2,100 discretionary LFOs and the $200 filing fee from Ramirez’s judgment and sentence.

WE CONCUR:

Fairhurst, C.J.

Johnson, J.

Madsen, J.

Owens, J.

Wiggins, J.

González, J.

Gordon McCloud, J.

Yu, J.

All Citations

--- P.3d ----, 2018 WL 4499761
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AN ACT Relating to legal financial obligations; amending RCW1
10.82.090, 3.50.100, 3.62.040, 35.20.220, 10.01.160, 10.01.170,2
10.01.180, 10.46.190, 10.64.015, 9.92.070, 10.73.160, 9.94A.6333,3
9.94A.760, 9.94B.040, 3.62.085, 36.18.020, 43.43.7541, and 7.68.035;4
reenacting and amending RCW 3.62.020; and creating new sections.5

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON:6

Sec. 1.  RCW 10.82.090 and 2015 c 265 s 23 are each amended to7
read as follows:8

(1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of this section,9
((financial obligations)) restitution imposed in a judgment shall10
bear interest from the date of the judgment until payment, at the11
rate applicable to civil judgments. As of the effective date of this12
section, no interest shall accrue on nonrestitution legal financial13
obligations. All nonrestitution interest retained by the court shall14
be split twenty-five percent to the state treasurer for deposit in15
the state general fund, twenty-five percent to the state treasurer16
for deposit in the judicial information system account as provided in17
RCW 2.68.020, twenty-five percent to the county current expense fund,18
and twenty-five percent to the county current expense fund to fund19
local courts.20
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AS AMENDED BY THE SENATE
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(2) The court may, on motion by the offender, following the1
offender's release from total confinement, reduce or waive the2
interest on legal financial obligations levied as a result of a3
criminal conviction as follows:4

(a) The court shall waive all interest on the portions of the5
legal financial obligations that are not restitution that accrued6
((during the term of total confinement for the conviction giving rise7
to the financial obligations, provided the offender shows that the8
interest creates a hardship for the offender or his or her immediate9
family)) prior to the effective date of this section;10

(b) The court may reduce interest on the restitution portion of11
the legal financial obligations only if the principal has been paid12
in full((;13

(c) The court may otherwise reduce or waive the interest on the14
portions of the legal financial obligations that are not restitution15
if the offender shows that he or she has personally made a good faith16
effort to pay and that the interest accrual is causing a significant17
hardship. For purposes of this section, "good faith effort" means18
that the offender has either (i) paid the principal amount in full;19
or (ii) made at least fifteen monthly payments within an eighteen-20
month period, excluding any payments mandatorily deducted by the21
department of corrections;22

(d) For purposes of (a) through (c) of this subsection, the court23
may reduce or waive interest on legal financial obligations only))24
and as an incentive for the offender to meet his or her other legal25
financial obligations. The court may grant the motion, establish a26
payment schedule, and retain jurisdiction over the offender for27
purposes of reviewing and revising the reduction or waiver of28
interest.29

(3) This section only applies to adult offenders.30

Sec. 2.  RCW 3.50.100 and 2012 c 136 s 3 are each amended to read31
as follows:32

(1) Costs in civil and criminal actions may be imposed as33
provided in district court. All fees, costs, fines, forfeitures and34
other money imposed by any municipal court for the violation of any35
municipal or town ordinances shall be collected by the court clerk36
and, together with any other noninterest revenues received by the37
clerk, shall be deposited with the city or town treasurer as a part38
of the general fund of the city or town, or deposited in such other39
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fund of the city or town, or deposited in such other funds as may be1
designated by the laws of the state of Washington.2

(2) Except as provided in RCW 9A.88.120 and 10.99.080, the city3
treasurer shall remit monthly thirty-two percent of the noninterest4
money received under this section, other than for parking5
infractions, and certain costs to the state treasurer. "Certain6
costs" as used in this subsection, means those costs awarded to7
prevailing parties in civil actions under RCW 4.84.010 or 36.18.040,8
or those costs awarded against convicted defendants in criminal9
actions under RCW 10.01.160, 10.46.190, or 36.18.040, or other10
similar statutes if such costs are specifically designated as costs11
by the court and are awarded for the specific reimbursement of costs12
incurred by the state, county, city, or town in the prosecution of13
the case, including the fees of defense counsel. Money remitted under14
this subsection to the state treasurer shall be deposited in the15
state general fund.16

(3) The balance of the noninterest money received under this17
section shall be retained by the city and deposited as provided by18
law.19

(4)(a) Except as provided in (b) of this subsection, penalties,20
fines, ((bail forfeitures,)) fees, and costs may accrue interest at21
the rate of twelve percent per annum, upon assignment to a collection22
agency. Interest may accrue only while the case is in collection23
status.24

(b) As of the effective date of this section, penalties, fines,25
bail forfeitures, fees, and costs imposed against a defendant in a26
criminal proceeding shall not accrue interest.27

(5) Interest retained by the court on penalties, fines, bail28
forfeitures, fees, and costs shall be split twenty-five percent to29
the state treasurer for deposit in the state general fund, twenty-30
five percent to the state treasurer for deposit in the judicial31
information system account as provided in RCW 2.68.020, twenty-five32
percent to the city general fund, and twenty-five percent to the city33
general fund to fund local courts.34

Sec. 3.  RCW 3.62.020 and 2012 c 262 s 1, 2012 c 136 s 4, and35
2012 c 134 s 6 are each reenacted and amended to read as follows:36

(1) Except as provided in subsection (4) of this section, all37
costs, fees, fines, forfeitures and penalties assessed and collected38
in whole or in part by district courts, except costs, fines,39
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forfeitures and penalties assessed and collected, in whole or in1
part, because of the violation of city ordinances, shall be remitted2
by the clerk of the district court to the county treasurer at least3
monthly, together with a financial statement as required by the state4
auditor, noting the information necessary for crediting of such funds5
as required by law.6

(2) Except as provided in RCW 9A.88.120, 10.99.080, 7.84.100(4),7
and this section, the county treasurer shall remit thirty-two percent8
of the noninterest money received under subsection (1) of this9
section except certain costs to the state treasurer. "Certain costs"10
as used in this subsection, means those costs awarded to prevailing11
parties in civil actions under RCW 4.84.010 or 36.18.040, or those12
costs awarded against convicted defendants in criminal actions under13
RCW 10.01.160, 10.46.190, or 36.18.040, or other similar statutes if14
such costs are specifically designated as costs by the court and are15
awarded for the specific reimbursement of costs incurred by the state16
or county in the prosecution of the case, including the fees of17
defense counsel. With the exception of funds to be transferred to the18
judicial stabilization trust account under RCW 3.62.060(2), money19
remitted under this subsection to the state treasurer shall be20
deposited in the state general fund.21

(3) The balance of the noninterest money received by the county22
treasurer under subsection (1) of this section shall be deposited in23
the county current expense fund. Funds deposited under this24
subsection that are attributable to the county's portion of a25
surcharge imposed under RCW 3.62.060(2) must be used to support local26
trial court and court-related functions.27

(4) Except as provided in RCW 7.84.100(4), all money collected28
for county parking infractions shall be remitted by the clerk of the29
district court at least monthly, with the information required under30
subsection (1) of this section, to the county treasurer for deposit31
in the county current expense fund.32

(5)(a) Except as provided in (b) of this subsection, penalties,33
fines, ((bail forfeitures,)) fees, and costs may accrue interest at34
the rate of twelve percent per annum, upon assignment to a collection35
agency. Interest may accrue only while the case is in collection36
status.37

(b) As of the effective date of this section, penalties, fines,38
bail forfeitures, fees, and costs imposed against a defendant in a39
criminal proceeding shall not accrue interest.40
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(6) Interest retained by the court on penalties, fines, bail1
forfeitures, fees, and costs shall be split twenty-five percent to2
the state treasurer for deposit in the state general fund, twenty-3
five percent to the state treasurer for deposit in the judicial4
information system account as provided in RCW 2.68.020, twenty-five5
percent to the county current expense fund, and twenty-five percent6
to the county current expense fund to fund local courts.7

Sec. 4.  RCW 3.62.040 and 2012 c 136 s 5 are each amended to read8
as follows:9

(1) Except as provided in subsection (4) of this section, all10
costs, fines, forfeitures and penalties assessed and collected, in11
whole or in part, by district courts because of violations of city12
ordinances shall be remitted by the clerk of the district court at13
least monthly directly to the treasurer of the city wherein the14
violation occurred.15

(2) Except as provided in RCW 9A.88.120 and 10.99.080, the city16
treasurer shall remit monthly thirty-two percent of the noninterest17
money received under this section, other than for parking infractions18
and certain costs, to the state treasurer. "Certain costs" as used in19
this subsection, means those costs awarded to prevailing parties in20
civil actions under RCW 4.84.010 or 36.18.040, or those costs awarded21
against convicted defendants in criminal actions under RCW 10.01.160,22
10.46.190, or 36.18.040, or other similar statutes if such costs are23
specifically designated as costs by the court and are awarded for the24
specific reimbursement of costs incurred by the state, county, city,25
or town in the prosecution of the case, including the fees of defense26
counsel. Money remitted under this subsection to the state treasurer27
shall be deposited in the state general fund.28

(3) The balance of the noninterest money received under this29
section shall be retained by the city and deposited as provided by30
law.31

(4) All money collected for city parking infractions shall be32
remitted by the clerk of the district court at least monthly to the33
city treasurer for deposit in the city's general fund.34

(5)(a) Except as provided in (b) of this subsection, penalties,35
fines, ((bail forfeitures,)) fees, and costs may accrue interest at36
the rate of twelve percent per annum, upon assignment to a collection37
agency. Interest may accrue only while the case is in collection38
status.39
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(b) As of the effective date of this section, penalties, fines,1
bail forfeitures, fees, and costs imposed against a defendant in a2
criminal proceeding shall not accrue interest.3

(6) Interest retained by the court on penalties, fines, bail4
forfeitures, fees, and costs shall be split twenty-five percent to5
the state treasurer for deposit in the state general fund, twenty-6
five percent to the state treasurer for deposit in the judicial7
information system account as provided in RCW 2.68.020, twenty-five8
percent to the city general fund, and twenty-five percent to the city9
general fund to fund local courts.10

Sec. 5.  RCW 35.20.220 and 2012 c 136 s 7 are each amended to11
read as follows:12

(1) The chief clerk, under the supervision and direction of the13
court administrator of the municipal court, shall have the custody14
and care of the books, papers and records of the court. The chief15
clerk or a deputy shall be present during the session of the court16
and has the power to swear all witnesses and jurors, administer oaths17
and affidavits, and take acknowledgments. The chief clerk shall keep18
the records of the court and shall issue all process under his or her19
hand and the seal of the court. The chief clerk shall do and perform20
all things and have the same powers pertaining to the office as the21
clerks of the superior courts have in their office. He or she shall22
receive all fines, penalties, and fees of every kind and keep a full,23
accurate, and detailed account of the same. The chief clerk shall on24
each day pay into the city treasury all money received for the city25
during the day previous, with a detailed account of the same, and26
taking the treasurer's receipt therefor.27

(2) Except as provided in RCW 9A.88.120 and 10.99.080, the city28
treasurer shall remit monthly thirty-two percent of the noninterest29
money received under this section, other than for parking infractions30
and certain costs to the state treasurer. "Certain costs" as used in31
this subsection, means those costs awarded to prevailing parties in32
civil actions under RCW 4.84.010 or 36.18.040, or those costs awarded33
against convicted defendants in criminal actions under RCW 10.01.160,34
10.46.190, or 36.18.040, or other similar statutes if such costs are35
specifically designated as costs by the court and are awarded for the36
specific reimbursement of costs incurred by the state, county, city,37
or town in the prosecution of the case, including the fees of defense38
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counsel. Money remitted under this subsection to the state treasurer1
shall be deposited in the state general fund.2

(3) The balance of the noninterest money received under this3
section shall be retained by the city and deposited as provided by4
law.5

(4)(a) Except as provided in (b) of this subsection, penalties,6
fines, ((bail forfeitures,)) fees, and costs may accrue interest at7
the rate of twelve percent per annum, upon assignment to a collection8
agency. Interest may accrue only while the case is in collection9
status.10

(b) As of the effective date of this section, penalties, fines,11
bail forfeitures, fees, and costs imposed against a defendant in a12
criminal proceeding shall not accrue interest.13

(5) Interest retained by the court on penalties, fines, bail14
forfeitures, fees, and costs shall be split twenty-five percent to15
the state treasurer for deposit in the state general fund, twenty-16
five percent to the state treasurer for deposit in the judicial17
information system account as provided in RCW 2.68.020, twenty-five18
percent to the city general fund, and twenty-five percent to the city19
general fund to fund local courts.20

Sec. 6.  RCW 10.01.160 and 2015 3rd sp.s. c 35 s 1 are each21
amended to read as follows:22

(1) Except as provided in subsection (3) of this section, the23
court may require a defendant to pay costs. Costs may be imposed only24
upon a convicted defendant, except for costs imposed upon a25
defendant's entry into a deferred prosecution program, costs imposed26
upon a defendant for pretrial supervision, or costs imposed upon a27
defendant for preparing and serving a warrant for failure to appear.28

(2) Costs shall be limited to expenses specially incurred by the29
state in prosecuting the defendant or in administering the deferred30
prosecution program under chapter 10.05 RCW or pretrial supervision.31
They cannot include expenses inherent in providing a constitutionally32
guaranteed jury trial or expenditures in connection with the33
maintenance and operation of government agencies that must be made by34
the public irrespective of specific violations of law. Expenses35
incurred for serving of warrants for failure to appear and jury fees36
under RCW 10.46.190 may be included in costs the court may require a37
defendant to pay. Costs for administering a deferred prosecution may38
not exceed two hundred fifty dollars. Costs for administering a39
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pretrial supervision other than a pretrial electronic alcohol1
monitoring program, drug monitoring program, or 24/7 sobriety program2
may not exceed one hundred fifty dollars. Costs for preparing and3
serving a warrant for failure to appear may not exceed one hundred4
dollars. Costs of incarceration imposed on a defendant convicted of a5
misdemeanor or a gross misdemeanor may not exceed the actual cost of6
incarceration. In no case may the court require the offender to pay7
more than one hundred dollars per day for the cost of incarceration.8
Payment of other court-ordered financial obligations, including all9
legal financial obligations and costs of supervision take precedence10
over the payment of the cost of incarceration ordered by the court.11
All funds received from defendants for the cost of incarceration in12
the county or city jail must be remitted for criminal justice13
purposes to the county or city that is responsible for the14
defendant's jail costs. Costs imposed constitute a judgment against a15
defendant and survive a dismissal of the underlying action against16
the defendant. However, if the defendant is acquitted on the17
underlying action, the costs for preparing and serving a warrant for18
failure to appear do not survive the acquittal, and the judgment that19
such costs would otherwise constitute shall be vacated.20

(3) The court shall not order a defendant to pay costs ((unless))21
if the defendant ((is or will be able to pay them)) at the time of22
sentencing is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through23
(c). In determining the amount and method of payment of costs for24
defendants who are not indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a)25
through (c), the court shall take account of the financial resources26
of the defendant and the nature of the burden that payment of costs27
will impose.28

(4) A defendant who has been ordered to pay costs and who is not29
in contumacious default in the payment thereof may at any time after30
release from total confinement petition the sentencing court for31
remission of the payment of costs or of any unpaid portion thereof.32
If it appears to the satisfaction of the court that payment of the33
amount due will impose manifest hardship on the defendant or the34
defendant's immediate family, the court may remit all or part of the35
amount due in costs, ((or)) modify the method of payment under RCW36
10.01.170, or convert the unpaid costs to community restitution37
hours, if the jurisdiction operates a community restitution program,38
at the rate of no less than the state minimum wage established in RCW39
49.46.020 for each hour of community restitution. Manifest hardship40
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exists where the defendant is indigent as defined in RCW1
10.101.010(3) (a) through (c).2

(5) Except for direct costs relating to evaluating and reporting3
to the court, prosecutor, or defense counsel regarding a defendant's4
competency to stand trial as provided in RCW 10.77.060, this section5
shall not apply to costs related to medical or mental health6
treatment or services a defendant receives while in custody of the7
secretary of the department of social and health services or other8
governmental units. This section shall not prevent the secretary of9
the department of social and health services or other governmental10
units from imposing liability and seeking reimbursement from a11
defendant committed to an appropriate facility as provided in RCW12
10.77.084 while criminal proceedings are stayed. This section shall13
also not prevent governmental units from imposing liability on14
defendants for costs related to providing medical or mental health15
treatment while the defendant is in the governmental unit's custody.16
Medical or mental health treatment and services a defendant receives17
at a state hospital or other facility are not a cost of prosecution18
and shall be recoverable under RCW 10.77.250 and 70.48.130, chapter19
43.20B RCW, and any other applicable statute.20

Sec. 7.  RCW 10.01.170 and 1975-'76 2nd ex.s. c 96 s 2 are each21
amended to read as follows:22

(1) When a defendant is sentenced to pay ((a)) fines, penalties,23
assessments, fees, restitution, or costs, the court may grant24
permission for payment to be made within a specified period of time25
or in specified installments. If the court finds that the defendant26
is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through (c), the27
court shall grant permission for payment to be made within a28
specified period of time or in specified installments. If no such29
permission is included in the sentence the fine or costs shall be30
payable forthwith.31

(2) An offender's monthly payment shall be applied in the32
following order of priority until satisfied:33

(a) First, proportionally to restitution to victims that have not34
been fully compensated from other sources;35

(b) Second, proportionally to restitution to insurance or other36
sources with respect to a loss that has provided compensation to37
victims;38

(c) Third, proportionally to crime victims' assessments; and39
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(d) Fourth, proportionally to costs, fines, and other assessments1
required by law.2

Sec. 8.  RCW 10.01.180 and 2010 c 8 s 1006 are each amended to3
read as follows:4

(1) A defendant sentenced to pay ((a)) any fine, penalty,5
assessment, fee, or costs who willfully defaults in the payment6
thereof or of any installment is in contempt of court as provided in7
chapter 7.21 RCW. The court may issue a warrant of arrest for his or8
her appearance.9

(2) When ((a)) any fine, penalty, assessment, fee, or assessment10
of costs is imposed on a corporation or unincorporated association,11
it is the duty of the person authorized to make disbursement from the12
assets of the corporation or association to pay the ((fine or costs))13
obligation from those assets, and his or her failure to do so may be14
held to be contempt.15

(3)(a) The court shall not sanction a defendant for contempt16
based on failure to pay fines, penalties, assessments, fees, or costs17
unless the court finds, after a hearing and on the record, that the18
failure to pay is willful. A failure to pay is willful if the19
defendant has the current ability to pay but refuses to do so.20

(b) In determining whether the defendant has the current ability21
to pay, the court shall inquire into and consider: (i) The22
defendant's income and assets; (ii) the defendant's basic living23
costs as defined by RCW 10.101.010 and other liabilities including24
child support and other legal financial obligations; and (iii) the25
defendant's bona fide efforts to acquire additional resources. A26
defendant who is indigent as defined by RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through27
(c) is presumed to lack the current ability to pay.28

(c) If the court determines that the defendant is homeless or a29
person who is mentally ill, as defined in RCW 71.24.025, failure to30
pay a legal financial obligation is not willful contempt and shall31
not subject the defendant to penalties.32

(4) If a term of imprisonment for contempt for nonpayment of33
((a)) any fine, penalty, assessment, fee, or costs is ordered, the34
term of imprisonment shall be set forth in the commitment order, and35
shall not exceed one day for each twenty-five dollars of the ((fine36
or costs)) amount ordered, thirty days if the ((fine or assessment))37
amount ordered of costs was imposed upon conviction of a violation or38
misdemeanor, or one year in any other case, whichever is the shorter39
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period. A person committed for nonpayment of ((a)) any fine, penalty,1
assessment, fee, or costs shall be given credit toward payment for2
each day of imprisonment at the rate specified in the commitment3
order.4

(((4))) (5) If it appears to the satisfaction of the court that5
the default in the payment of ((a)) any fine, penalty, assessment,6
fee, or costs is not willful contempt, the court may, and if the7
defendant is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through8
(c), the court shall enter an order: (a) Allowing the defendant9
additional time for payment((,)); (b) reducing the amount thereof or10
of each installment ((or)); (c) revoking the fine, penalty,11
assessment, fee, or costs or the unpaid portion thereof in whole or12
in part; or (d) converting the unpaid fine, penalty, assessment, fee,13
or costs to community restitution hours, if the jurisdiction operates14
a community restitution program, at the rate of no less than the15
state minimum wage established in RCW 49.46.020 for each hour of16
community restitution. The crime victim penalty assessment under RCW17
7.68.035 may not be reduced, revoked, or converted to community18
restitution hours.19

(((5))) (6) A default in the payment of ((a)) any fine, penalty,20
assessment, fee, or costs or any installment thereof may be collected21
by any means authorized by law for the enforcement of a judgment. The22
levy of execution for the collection of ((a)) any fine, penalty,23
assessment, fee, or costs shall not discharge a defendant committed24
to imprisonment for contempt until the amount ((of the fine or25
costs)) has actually been collected.26

Sec. 9.  RCW 10.46.190 and 2005 c 457 s 12 are each amended to27
read as follows:28

Every person convicted of a crime or held to bail to keep the29
peace ((shall)) may be liable to all the costs of the proceedings30
against him or her, including, when tried by a jury in the superior31
court or before a committing magistrate, a jury fee as provided for32
in civil actions for which judgment shall be rendered and collected.33
The court shall not order a defendant to pay costs, as described in34
RCW 10.01.160, if the court finds that the person at the time of35
sentencing is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through36
(c). The jury fee, when collected for a case tried by the superior37
court, shall be paid to the clerk and applied as the jury fee in38
civil cases is applied.39
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Sec. 10.  RCW 10.64.015 and Code 1881 s 1104 are each amended to1
read as follows:2

When the defendant is found guilty, the court shall render3
judgment accordingly, and the defendant ((shall)) may be liable for4
all costs, unless the court or jury trying the cause expressly find5
otherwise. The court shall not order a defendant to pay costs, as6
described in RCW 10.01.160, if the court finds that the person at the7
time of sentencing is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a)8
through (c).9

Sec. 11.  RCW 9.92.070 and 1987 c 3 s 4 are each amended to read10
as follows:11

Hereafter whenever any judge of any superior court or a district12
or municipal judge shall sentence any person to pay any fines,13
penalties, assessments, fees, and costs, the judge may, in the14
judge's discretion, provide that such fines, penalties, assessments,15
fees, and costs may be paid in certain designated installments, or16
within certain designated period or periods((; and)). If the court17
finds that the defendant is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3)18
(a) through (c), the court shall allow for payment in certain19
designated installments or within certain designated periods. If such20
fines, penalties, assessments, fees, and costs shall be paid by the21
defendant in accordance with such order no commitment or imprisonment22
of the defendant shall be made for failure to pay such fine or costs.23
PROVIDED, that the provisions of this section shall not apply to any24
sentence given for the violation of any of the liquor laws of this25
state.26

Sec. 12.  RCW 10.73.160 and 2015 c 265 s 22 are each amended to27
read as follows:28

(1) The court of appeals, supreme court, and superior courts may29
require an adult offender convicted of an offense to pay appellate30
costs.31

(2) Appellate costs are limited to expenses specifically incurred32
by the state in prosecuting or defending an appeal or collateral33
attack from a criminal conviction. Appellate costs shall not include34
expenditures to maintain and operate government agencies that must be35
made irrespective of specific violations of the law. Expenses36
incurred for producing a verbatim report of proceedings and clerk's37
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papers may be included in costs the court may require a convicted1
defendant to pay.2

(3) Costs, including recoupment of fees for court-appointed3
counsel, shall be requested in accordance with the procedures4
contained in Title 14 of the rules of appellate procedure and in5
Title 9 of the rules for appeal of decisions of courts of limited6
jurisdiction. An award of costs shall become part of the trial court7
judgment and sentence.8

(4) A defendant who has been sentenced to pay costs and who is9
not in contumacious default in the payment may at any time after10
release from total confinement petition the court that sentenced the11
defendant or juvenile offender for remission of the payment of costs12
or of any unpaid portion. If it appears to the satisfaction of the13
sentencing court that payment of the amount due will impose manifest14
hardship on the defendant or the defendant's immediate family, the15
sentencing court may remit all or part of the amount due in costs,16
((or)) modify the method of payment under RCW 10.01.170, or convert17
the unpaid costs to community restitution hours, if the jurisdiction18
operates a community restitution program, at the rate of no less than19
the state minimum wage established in RCW 49.46.020 for each hour of20
community restitution. Manifest hardship exists where the defendant21
or juvenile offender is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a)22
through (c).23

(5) The parents or another person legally obligated to support a24
juvenile offender who has been ordered to pay appellate costs and who25
is not in contumacious default in the payment may at any time26
petition the court that sentenced the juvenile offender for remission27
of the payment of costs or of any unpaid portion. If it appears to28
the satisfaction of the sentencing court that payment of the amount29
due will impose manifest hardship on the parents or another person30
legally obligated to support a juvenile offender or on their31
immediate families, the sentencing court may remit all or part of the32
amount due in costs, or may modify the method of payment.33

Sec. 13.  RCW 9.94A.6333 and 2008 c 231 s 19 are each amended to34
read as follows:35

(1) If an offender violates any condition or requirement of a36
sentence, and the offender is not being supervised by the department,37
the court may modify its order of judgment and sentence and impose38
further punishment in accordance with this section.39
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(2) If an offender fails to comply with any of the nonfinancial1
conditions or requirements of a sentence the following provisions2
apply:3

(a) The court, upon the motion of the state, or upon its own4
motion, shall require the offender to show cause why the offender5
should not be punished for the noncompliance. The court may issue a6
summons or a warrant of arrest for the offender's appearance;7

(b) The state has the burden of showing noncompliance by a8
preponderance of the evidence;9

(c) If the court finds that a violation has been proved, it may10
impose the sanctions specified in RCW 9.94A.633(1). Alternatively,11
the court may:12

(i) Convert a term of partial confinement to total confinement;13
or14

(ii) Convert community restitution obligation to total or partial15
confinement; ((or16

(iii) Convert monetary obligations, except restitution and the17
crime victim penalty assessment, to community restitution hours at18
the rate of the state minimum wage as established in RCW 49.46.02019
for each hour of community restitution;))20

(d) If the court finds that the violation was not willful, the21
court may modify its previous order regarding ((payment of legal22
financial obligations and regarding)) community restitution23
obligations; and24

(e) If the violation involves a failure to undergo or comply with25
a mental health status evaluation and/or outpatient mental health26
treatment, the court shall seek a recommendation from the treatment27
provider or proposed treatment provider. Enforcement of orders28
concerning outpatient mental health treatment must reflect the29
availability of treatment and must pursue the least restrictive means30
of promoting participation in treatment. If the offender's failure to31
receive care essential for health and safety presents a risk of32
serious physical harm or probable harmful consequences, the civil33
detention and commitment procedures of chapter 71.05 RCW shall be34
considered in preference to incarceration in a local or state35
correctional facility.36

(3) If an offender fails to pay legal financial obligations as a37
requirement of a sentence the following provisions apply:38

(a) The court, upon the motion of the state, or upon its own39
motion, shall require the offender to show cause why the offender40
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should not be punished for the noncompliance. The court may issue a1
summons or a warrant of arrest for the offender's appearance;2

(b) The state has the burden of showing noncompliance by a3
preponderance of the evidence;4

(c) The court may not sanction the offender for failure to pay5
legal financial obligations unless the court finds, after a hearing6
and on the record, that the failure to pay is willful. A failure to7
pay is willful if the offender has the current ability to pay but8
refuses to do so. In determining whether the offender has the current9
ability to pay, the court shall inquire into and consider: (i) The10
offender's income and assets; (ii) the offender's basic living costs11
as defined by RCW 10.101.010 and other liabilities including child12
support and other legal financial obligations; and (iii) the13
offender's bona fide efforts to acquire additional resources. An14
offender who is indigent as defined by RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through15
(c) is presumed to lack the current ability to pay;16

(d) If the court determines that the offender is homeless or a17
person who is mentally ill, as defined in RCW 71.24.025, failure to18
pay a legal financial obligation is not willful noncompliance and19
shall not subject the offender to penalties;20

(e) If the court finds that a failure to pay is willful21
noncompliance, it may impose the sanctions specified in RCW22
9.94A.633(1); and23

(f) If the court finds that the violation was not willful, the24
court may, and if the court finds that the defendant is indigent as25
defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through (c), the court shall modify26
the terms of payment of the legal financial obligations, reduce or27
waive nonrestitution legal financial obligations, or convert28
nonrestitution legal financial obligations to community restitution29
hours, if the jurisdiction operates a community restitution program,30
at the rate of no less than the state minimum wage established in RCW31
49.46.020 for each hour of community restitution. The crime victim32
penalty assessment under RCW 7.68.035 may not be reduced, waived, or33
converted to community restitution hours.34

(4) Any time served in confinement awaiting a hearing on35
noncompliance shall be credited against any confinement ordered by36
the court.37

(((4))) (5) Nothing in this section prohibits the filing of38
escape charges if appropriate.39
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Sec. 14.  RCW 9.94A.760 and 2011 c 106 s 3 are each amended to1
read as follows:2

(1) Whenever a person is convicted in superior court, the court3
may order the payment of a legal financial obligation as part of the4
sentence. The court may not order an offender to pay costs as5
described in RCW 10.01.160 if the court finds that the offender at6
the time of sentencing is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3)7
(a) through (c). An offender being indigent as defined in RCW8
10.101.010(3) (a) through (c) is not grounds for failing to impose9
restitution or the crime victim penalty assessment under RCW10
7.68.035. The court must on either the judgment and sentence or on a11
subsequent order to pay, designate the total amount of a legal12
financial obligation and segregate this amount among the separate13
assessments made for restitution, costs, fines, and other assessments14
required by law. On the same order, the court is also to set a sum15
that the offender is required to pay on a monthly basis towards16
satisfying the legal financial obligation. If the court fails to set17
the offender monthly payment amount, the department shall set the18
amount if the department has active supervision of the offender,19
otherwise the county clerk shall set the amount.20

(2) Upon receipt of ((an offender's monthly)) each payment((,21
restitution shall be paid prior to any payments of other monetary22
obligations. After restitution is satisfied)) made by or on behalf of23
an offender, the county clerk shall distribute the payment24
((proportionally among all other fines, costs, and assessments25
imposed, unless otherwise ordered by the court)) in the following26
order of priority until satisfied:27

(a) First, proportionally to restitution to victims that have not28
been fully compensated from other sources;29

(b) Second, proportionally to restitution to insurance or other30
sources with respect to a loss that has provided compensation to31
victims;32

(c) Third, proportionally to crime victims' assessments; and33
(d) Fourth, proportionally to costs, fines, and other assessments34

required by law.35
(((2))) (3) If the court determines that the offender, at the36

time of sentencing, has the means to pay for the cost of37
incarceration, the court may require the offender to pay for the cost38
of incarceration ((at)). The court shall not order the offender to39
pay the cost of incarceration if the court finds that the offender at40
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the time of sentencing is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3)1
(a) through (c). Costs of incarceration ordered by the court shall2
not exceed a rate of fifty dollars per day of incarceration, if3
incarcerated in a prison, or the ((court may require the offender to4
pay the)) actual cost of incarceration per day of incarceration, if5
incarcerated in a county jail. In no case may the court require the6
offender to pay more than one hundred dollars per day for the cost of7
incarceration. ((Payment of other court-ordered financial8
obligations, including all legal financial obligations and costs of9
supervision shall take precedence over the payment of the cost of10
incarceration ordered by the court.)) All funds recovered from11
offenders for the cost of incarceration in the county jail shall be12
remitted to the county and the costs of incarceration in a prison13
shall be remitted to the department.14

(((3))) (4) The court may add to the judgment and sentence or15
subsequent order to pay a statement that a notice of payroll16
deduction is to be issued immediately. If the court chooses not to17
order the immediate issuance of a notice of payroll deduction at18
sentencing, the court shall add to the judgment and sentence or19
subsequent order to pay a statement that a notice of payroll20
deduction may be issued or other income-withholding action may be21
taken, without further notice to the offender if a monthly court-22
ordered legal financial obligation payment is not paid when due, and23
an amount equal to or greater than the amount payable for one month24
is owed.25

If a judgment and sentence or subsequent order to pay does not26
include the statement that a notice of payroll deduction may be27
issued or other income-withholding action may be taken if a monthly28
legal financial obligation payment is past due, the department or the29
county clerk may serve a notice on the offender stating such30
requirements and authorizations. Service shall be by personal service31
or any form of mail requiring a return receipt.32

(((4))) (5) Independent of the department or the county clerk,33
the party or entity to whom the legal financial obligation is owed34
shall have the authority to use any other remedies available to the35
party or entity to collect the legal financial obligation. These36
remedies include enforcement in the same manner as a judgment in a37
civil action by the party or entity to whom the legal financial38
obligation is owed. Restitution collected through civil enforcement39
must be paid through the registry of the court and must be40
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distributed proportionately according to each victim's loss when1
there is more than one victim. The judgment and sentence shall2
identify the party or entity to whom restitution is owed so that the3
state, party, or entity may enforce the judgment. If restitution is4
ordered pursuant to RCW 9.94A.750(6) or 9.94A.753(6) to a victim of5
rape of a child or a victim's child born from the rape, the6
Washington state child support registry shall be identified as the7
party to whom payments must be made. Restitution obligations arising8
from the rape of a child in the first, second, or third degree that9
result in the pregnancy of the victim may be enforced for the time10
periods provided under RCW 9.94A.750(6) and 9.94A.753(6). All other11
legal financial obligations for an offense committed prior to July 1,12
2000, may be enforced at any time during the ten-year period13
following the offender's release from total confinement or within ten14
years of entry of the judgment and sentence, whichever period ends15
later. Prior to the expiration of the initial ten-year period, the16
superior court may extend the criminal judgment an additional ten17
years for payment of legal financial obligations including crime18
victims' assessments. All other legal financial obligations for an19
offense committed on or after July 1, 2000, may be enforced at any20
time the offender remains under the court's jurisdiction. For an21
offense committed on or after July 1, 2000, the court shall retain22
jurisdiction over the offender, for purposes of the offender's23
compliance with payment of the legal financial obligations, until the24
obligation is completely satisfied, regardless of the statutory25
maximum for the crime. The department may only supervise the26
offender's compliance with payment of the legal financial obligations27
during any period in which the department is authorized to supervise28
the offender in the community under RCW 9.94A.728, 9.94A.501, or in29
which the offender is confined in a state correctional institution or30
a correctional facility pursuant to a transfer agreement with the31
department, and the department shall supervise the offender's32
compliance during any such period. The department is not responsible33
for supervision of the offender during any subsequent period of time34
the offender remains under the court's jurisdiction. The county clerk35
is authorized to collect unpaid legal financial obligations at any36
time the offender remains under the jurisdiction of the court for37
purposes of his or her legal financial obligations.38

(((5))) (6) In order to assist the court in setting a monthly sum39
that the offender must pay during the period of supervision, the40
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offender is required to report to the department for purposes of1
preparing a recommendation to the court. When reporting, the offender2
is required, under oath, to respond truthfully and honestly to all3
questions concerning present, past, and future earning capabilities4
and the location and nature of all property or financial assets. The5
offender is further required to bring all documents requested by the6
department.7

(((6))) (7) After completing the investigation, the department8
shall make a report to the court on the amount of the monthly payment9
that the offender should be required to make towards a satisfied10
legal financial obligation.11

(((7))) (8)(a) During the period of supervision, the department12
may make a recommendation to the court that the offender's monthly13
payment schedule be modified so as to reflect a change in financial14
circumstances. If the department sets the monthly payment amount, the15
department may modify the monthly payment amount without the matter16
being returned to the court. During the period of supervision, the17
department may require the offender to report to the department for18
the purposes of reviewing the appropriateness of the collection19
schedule for the legal financial obligation. During this reporting,20
the offender is required under oath to respond truthfully and21
honestly to all questions concerning earning capabilities and the22
location and nature of all property or financial assets. The offender23
shall bring all documents requested by the department in order to24
prepare the collection schedule.25

(b) Subsequent to any period of supervision, or if the department26
is not authorized to supervise the offender in the community, the27
county clerk may make a recommendation to the court that the28
offender's monthly payment schedule be modified so as to reflect a29
change in financial circumstances. If the county clerk sets the30
monthly payment amount, or if the department set the monthly payment31
amount and the department has subsequently turned the collection of32
the legal financial obligation over to the county clerk, the clerk33
may modify the monthly payment amount without the matter being34
returned to the court. During the period of repayment, the county35
clerk may require the offender to report to the clerk for the purpose36
of reviewing the appropriateness of the collection schedule for the37
legal financial obligation. During this reporting, the offender is38
required under oath to respond truthfully and honestly to all39
questions concerning earning capabilities and the location and nature40
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of all property or financial assets. The offender shall bring all1
documents requested by the county clerk in order to prepare the2
collection schedule.3

(((8))) (9) After the judgment and sentence or payment order is4
entered, the department is authorized, for any period of supervision,5
to collect the legal financial obligation from the offender.6
Subsequent to any period of supervision or, if the department is not7
authorized to supervise the offender in the community, the county8
clerk is authorized to collect unpaid legal financial obligations9
from the offender. Any amount collected by the department shall be10
remitted daily to the county clerk for the purpose of disbursements.11
The department and the county clerks are authorized, but not12
required, to accept credit cards as payment for a legal financial13
obligation, and any costs incurred related to accepting credit card14
payments shall be the responsibility of the offender.15

(((9))) (10) The department or any obligee of the legal financial16
obligation may seek a mandatory wage assignment for the purposes of17
obtaining satisfaction for the legal financial obligation pursuant to18
RCW 9.94A.7701. Any party obtaining a wage assignment shall notify19
the county clerk. The county clerks shall notify the department, or20
the administrative office of the courts, whichever is providing the21
monthly billing for the offender.22

(((10))) (11) The requirement that the offender pay a monthly sum23
towards a legal financial obligation constitutes a condition or24
requirement of a sentence and the offender is subject to the25
penalties for noncompliance as provided in RCW 9.94B.040, 9.94A.737,26
or 9.94A.740. If the court determines that the offender is homeless27
or a person who is mentally ill, as defined in RCW 71.24.025, failure28
to pay a legal financial obligation is not willful noncompliance and29
shall not subject the offender to penalties.30

(((11))) (12)(a) The administrative office of the courts shall31
mail individualized periodic billings to the address known by the32
office for each offender with an unsatisfied legal financial33
obligation.34

(b) The billing shall direct payments, other than outstanding35
cost of supervision assessments under RCW 9.94A.780, parole36
assessments under RCW 72.04A.120, and cost of probation assessments37
under RCW 9.95.214, to the county clerk, and cost of supervision,38
parole, or probation assessments to the department.39
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(c) The county clerk shall provide the administrative office of1
the courts with notice of payments by such offenders no less2
frequently than weekly.3

(d) The county clerks, the administrative office of the courts,4
and the department shall maintain agreements to implement this5
subsection.6

(((12))) (13) The department shall arrange for the collection of7
unpaid legal financial obligations during any period of supervision8
in the community through the county clerk. The department shall9
either collect unpaid legal financial obligations or arrange for10
collections through another entity if the clerk does not assume11
responsibility or is unable to continue to assume responsibility for12
collection pursuant to subsection (((4))) (5) of this section. The13
costs for collection services shall be paid by the offender.14

(((13))) (14) The county clerk may access the records of the15
employment security department for the purposes of verifying16
employment or income, seeking any assignment of wages, or performing17
other duties necessary to the collection of an offender's legal18
financial obligations.19

(((14))) (15) Nothing in this chapter makes the department, the20
state, the counties, or any state or county employees, agents, or21
other persons acting on their behalf liable under any circumstances22
for the payment of these legal financial obligations or for the acts23
of any offender who is no longer, or was not, subject to supervision24
by the department for a term of community custody, and who remains25
under the jurisdiction of the court for payment of legal financial26
obligations.27

Sec. 15.  RCW 9.94B.040 and 2002 c 175 s 8 are each amended to28
read as follows:29

(1) If an offender violates any condition or requirement of a30
sentence, the court may modify its order of judgment and sentence and31
impose further punishment in accordance with this section.32

(2) In cases where conditions from a second or later sentence of33
community supervision begin prior to the term of the second or later34
sentence, the court shall treat a violation of such conditions as a35
violation of the sentence of community supervision currently being36
served.37
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(3) If an offender fails to comply with any of the nonfinancial1
requirements or conditions of a sentence the following provisions2
apply:3

(a)(i) Following the violation, if the offender and the4
department make a stipulated agreement, the department may impose5
sanctions such as work release, home detention with electronic6
monitoring, work crew, community restitution, inpatient treatment,7
daily reporting, curfew, educational or counseling sessions,8
supervision enhanced through electronic monitoring, jail time, or9
other sanctions available in the community.10

(ii) Within seventy-two hours of signing the stipulated11
agreement, the department shall submit a report to the court and the12
prosecuting attorney outlining the violation or violations, and13
sanctions imposed. Within fifteen days of receipt of the report, if14
the court is not satisfied with the sanctions, the court may schedule15
a hearing and may modify the department's sanctions. If this occurs,16
the offender may withdraw from the stipulated agreement.17

(iii) If the offender fails to comply with the sanction18
administratively imposed by the department, the court may take action19
regarding the original noncompliance. Offender failure to comply with20
the sanction administratively imposed by the department may be21
considered an additional violation;22

(b) In the absence of a stipulated agreement, or where the court23
is not satisfied with the department's sanctions as provided in (a)24
of this subsection, the court, upon the motion of the state, or upon25
its own motion, shall require the offender to show cause why the26
offender should not be punished for the noncompliance. The court may27
issue a summons or a warrant of arrest for the offender's appearance;28

(c) The state has the burden of showing noncompliance by a29
preponderance of the evidence. If the court finds that the violation30
has occurred, it may order the offender to be confined for a period31
not to exceed sixty days for each violation, and may (i) convert a32
term of partial confinement to total confinement, (ii) convert33
community restitution obligation to total or partial confinement, or34
(iii) ((convert monetary obligations, except restitution and the35
crime victim penalty assessment, to community restitution hours at36
the rate of the state minimum wage as established in RCW 49.46.02037
for each hour of community restitution, or (iv))) order one or more38
of the penalties authorized in (a)(i) of this subsection. Any time39
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served in confinement awaiting a hearing on noncompliance shall be1
credited against any confinement order by the court;2

(d) If the court finds that the violation was not willful, the3
court may modify its previous order regarding ((payment of legal4
financial obligations and regarding)) community restitution5
obligations; and6

(e) If the violation involves a failure to undergo or comply with7
mental status evaluation and/or outpatient mental health treatment,8
the community corrections officer shall consult with the treatment9
provider or proposed treatment provider. Enforcement of orders10
concerning outpatient mental health treatment must reflect the11
availability of treatment and must pursue the least restrictive means12
of promoting participation in treatment. If the offender's failure to13
receive care essential for health and safety presents a risk of14
serious physical harm or probable harmful consequences, the civil15
detention and commitment procedures of chapter 71.05 RCW shall be16
considered in preference to incarceration in a local or state17
correctional facility.18

(4) If the violation involves failure to pay legal financial19
obligations, the following provisions apply:20

(a) The department and the offender may enter into a stipulated21
agreement that the failure to pay was willful noncompliance,22
according to the provisions and requirements of subsection (3)(a) of23
this section;24

(b) In the absence of a stipulated agreement, or where the court25
is not satisfied with the department's sanctions as provided in a26
stipulated agreement under (a) of this subsection, the court, upon27
the motion of the state, or upon its own motion, shall require the28
offender to show cause why the offender should not be punished for29
the noncompliance. The court may issue a summons or a warrant of30
arrest for the offender's appearance;31

(c) The state has the burden of showing noncompliance by a32
preponderance of the evidence. The court may not sanction the33
offender for failure to pay legal financial obligations unless the34
court finds, after a hearing and on the record, that the failure to35
pay is willful. A failure to pay is willful if the offender has the36
current ability to pay but refuses to do so. In determining whether37
the offender has the current ability to pay, the court shall inquire38
into and consider: (i) The offender's income and assets; (ii) the39
offender's basic living costs as defined by RCW 10.101.010 and other40
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liabilities including child support and other legal financial1
obligations; and (iii) the offender's bona fide efforts to acquire2
additional resources. An offender who is indigent as defined by RCW3
10.101.010(3) (a) through (c) is presumed to lack the current ability4
to pay;5

(d) If the court determines that the offender is homeless or a6
person who is mentally ill, as defined in RCW 71.24.025, failure to7
pay a legal financial obligation is not willful noncompliance and8
shall not subject the offender to penalties;9

(e) If the court finds that the failure to pay is willful10
noncompliance, the court may order the offender to be confined for a11
period not to exceed sixty days for each violation or order one or12
more of the penalties authorized in subsection (3)(a)(i) of this13
section; and14

(f) If the court finds that the violation was not willful, the15
court may, and if the court finds that the defendant is indigent as16
defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through (c), the court shall modify17
the terms of payment of the legal financial obligations, reduce or18
waive nonrestitution legal financial obligations, or convert19
nonrestitution legal financial obligations to community restitution20
hours, if the jurisdiction operates a community restitution program,21
at the rate of no less than the state minimum wage established in RCW22
49.46.020 for each hour of community restitution. The crime victim23
penalty assessment under RCW 7.68.035 may not be reduced, waived, or24
converted to community restitution hours.25

(5) The community corrections officer may obtain information from26
the offender's mental health treatment provider on the offender's27
status with respect to evaluation, application for services,28
registration for services, and compliance with the supervision plan,29
without the offender's consent, as described under RCW 71.05.630.30

(((5))) (6) An offender under community placement or community31
supervision who is civilly detained under chapter 71.05 RCW, and32
subsequently discharged or conditionally released to the community,33
shall be under the supervision of the department of corrections for34
the duration of his or her period of community placement or community35
supervision. During any period of inpatient mental health treatment36
that falls within the period of community placement or community37
supervision, the inpatient treatment provider and the supervising38
community corrections officer shall notify each other about the39
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offender's discharge, release, and legal status, and shall share1
other relevant information.2

(((6))) (7) Nothing in this section prohibits the filing of3
escape charges if appropriate.4

Sec. 16.  RCW 3.62.085 and 2005 c 457 s 10 are each amended to5
read as follows:6

Upon conviction or a plea of guilty in any court organized under7
this title or Title 35 RCW, a defendant in a criminal case is liable8
for a fee of forty-three dollars, except this fee shall not be9
imposed on a defendant who is indigent as defined in RCW10
10.101.010(3) (a) through (c). This fee shall be subject to division11
with the state under RCW 3.46.120(2), 3.50.100(2), 3.62.020(2),12
3.62.040(2), and 35.20.220(2).13

Sec. 17.  RCW 36.18.020 and 2017 3rd sp.s. c 2 s 3 are each14
amended to read as follows:15

(1) Revenue collected under this section is subject to division16
with the state under RCW 36.18.025 and with the county or regional17
law library fund under RCW 27.24.070, except as provided in18
subsection (5) of this section.19

(2) Clerks of superior courts shall collect the following fees20
for their official services:21

(a) In addition to any other fee required by law, the party22
filing the first or initial document in any civil action, including,23
but not limited to an action for restitution, adoption, or change of24
name, and any party filing a counterclaim, cross-claim, or third-25
party claim in any such civil action, shall pay, at the time the26
document is filed, a fee of two hundred dollars except, in an27
unlawful detainer action under chapter 59.18 or 59.20 RCW for which28
the plaintiff shall pay a case initiating filing fee of forty-five29
dollars, or in proceedings filed under RCW 28A.225.030 alleging a30
violation of the compulsory attendance laws where the petitioner31
shall not pay a filing fee. The forty-five dollar filing fee under32
this subsection for an unlawful detainer action shall not include an33
order to show cause or any other order or judgment except a default34
order or default judgment in an unlawful detainer action.35

(b) Any party, except a defendant in a criminal case, filing the36
first or initial document on an appeal from a court of limited37
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jurisdiction or any party on any civil appeal, shall pay, when the1
document is filed, a fee of two hundred dollars.2

(c) For filing of a petition for judicial review as required3
under RCW 34.05.514 a filing fee of two hundred dollars.4

(d) For filing of a petition for unlawful harassment under RCW5
10.14.040 a filing fee of fifty-three dollars.6

(e) For filing the notice of debt due for the compensation of a7
crime victim under RCW 7.68.120(2)(a) a fee of two hundred dollars.8

(f) In probate proceedings, the party instituting such9
proceedings, shall pay at the time of filing the first document10
therein, a fee of two hundred dollars.11

(g) For filing any petition to contest a will admitted to probate12
or a petition to admit a will which has been rejected, or a petition13
objecting to a written agreement or memorandum as provided in RCW14
11.96A.220, there shall be paid a fee of two hundred dollars.15

(h) Upon conviction or plea of guilty, upon failure to prosecute16
an appeal from a court of limited jurisdiction as provided by law, or17
upon affirmance of a conviction by a court of limited jurisdiction,18
an adult defendant in a criminal case shall be liable for a fee of19
two hundred dollars, except this fee shall not be imposed on a20
defendant who is indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010(3) (a) through21
(c).22

(i) With the exception of demands for jury hereafter made and23
garnishments hereafter issued, civil actions and probate proceedings24
filed prior to midnight, July 1, 1972, shall be completed and25
governed by the fee schedule in effect as of January 1, 1972.26
However, no fee shall be assessed if an order of dismissal on the27
clerk's record be filed as provided by rule of the supreme court.28

(3) No fee shall be collected when a petition for relinquishment29
of parental rights is filed pursuant to RCW 26.33.080 or for forms30
and instructional brochures provided under RCW 26.50.030.31

(4) No fee shall be collected when an abstract of judgment is32
filed by the county clerk of another county for the purposes of33
collection of legal financial obligations.34

(5)(a) Until July 1, 2021, in addition to the fees required to be35
collected under this section, clerks of the superior courts must36
collect surcharges as provided in this subsection (5) of which37
seventy-five percent must be remitted to the state treasurer for38
deposit in the judicial stabilization trust account and twenty-five39
percent must be retained by the county.40

p. 26 E2SHB 1783.PL



(b) On filing fees required to be collected under subsection1
(2)(b) of this section, a surcharge of thirty dollars must be2
collected.3

(c) On all filing fees required to be collected under this4
section, except for fees required under subsection (2)(b), (d), and5
(h) of this section, a surcharge of forty dollars must be collected.6

Sec. 18.  RCW 43.43.7541 and 2015 c 265 s 31 are each amended to7
read as follows:8

Every sentence imposed for a crime specified in RCW 43.43.7549
must include a fee of one hundred dollars unless the state has10
previously collected the offender's DNA as a result of a prior11
conviction. The fee is a court-ordered legal financial obligation as12
defined in RCW 9.94A.030 and other applicable law. For a sentence13
imposed under chapter 9.94A RCW, the fee is payable by the offender14
after payment of all other legal financial obligations included in15
the sentence has been completed. For all other sentences, the fee is16
payable by the offender in the same manner as other assessments17
imposed. The clerk of the court shall transmit eighty percent of the18
fee collected to the state treasurer for deposit in the state DNA19
database account created under RCW 43.43.7532, and shall transmit20
twenty percent of the fee collected to the agency responsible for21
collection of a biological sample from the offender as required under22
RCW 43.43.754. This fee shall not be imposed on juvenile offenders if23
the state has previously collected the juvenile offender's DNA as a24
result of a prior conviction.25

Sec. 19.  RCW 7.68.035 and 2015 c 265 s 8 are each amended to26
read as follows:27

(1)(a) When any person is found guilty in any superior court of28
having committed a crime, except as provided in subsection (2) of29
this section, there shall be imposed by the court upon such convicted30
person a penalty assessment. The assessment shall be in addition to31
any other penalty or fine imposed by law and shall be five hundred32
dollars for each case or cause of action that includes one or more33
convictions of a felony or gross misdemeanor and two hundred fifty34
dollars for any case or cause of action that includes convictions of35
only one or more misdemeanors.36

(b) When any juvenile is adjudicated of an offense that is a most37
serious offense as defined in RCW 9.94A.030, or a sex offense under38
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chapter 9A.44 RCW, there shall be imposed upon the juvenile offender1
a penalty assessment. The assessment shall be in addition to any2
other penalty or fine imposed by law and shall be one hundred dollars3
for each case or cause of action.4

(c) When any juvenile is adjudicated of an offense which has a5
victim, and which is not a most serious offense as defined in RCW6
9.94A.030 or a sex offense under chapter 9A.44 RCW, the court shall7
order up to seven hours of community restitution, unless the court8
finds that such an order is not practicable for the offender. This9
community restitution must be imposed consecutively to any other10
community restitution the court imposes for the offense.11

(2) The assessment imposed by subsection (1) of this section12
shall not apply to motor vehicle crimes defined in Title 46 RCW13
except those defined in the following sections: RCW 46.61.520,14
46.61.522, 46.61.024, 46.52.090, 46.70.140, 46.61.502, 46.61.504,15
46.52.101, 46.20.410, 46.52.020, 46.10.495, 46.09.480, 46.61.5249,16
46.61.525, 46.61.685, 46.61.530, 46.61.500, 46.61.015, 46.52.010,17
46.44.180, 46.10.490(2), and 46.09.470(2).18

(3) When any person accused of having committed a crime posts19
bail in superior court pursuant to the provisions of chapter 10.1920
RCW and such bail is forfeited, there shall be deducted from the21
proceeds of such forfeited bail a penalty assessment, in addition to22
any other penalty or fine imposed by law, equal to the assessment23
which would be applicable under subsection (1) of this section if the24
person had been convicted of the crime.25

(4) Such penalty assessments shall be paid by the clerk of the26
superior court to the county treasurer ((who shall monthly transmit27
the money as provided in RCW 10.82.070)). Each county shall deposit28
((fifty)) one hundred percent of the money it receives per case or29
cause of action under subsection (1) of this section ((and retains30
under RCW 10.82.070)), not less than one and seventy-five one-31
hundredths percent of the remaining money it retains under RCW32
10.82.070 and the money it retains under chapter 3.62 RCW, and all33
money it receives under subsection (7) of this section into a fund34
maintained exclusively for the support of comprehensive programs to35
encourage and facilitate testimony by the victims of crimes and36
witnesses to crimes. A program shall be considered "comprehensive"37
only after approval of the department upon application by the county38
prosecuting attorney. The department shall approve as comprehensive39
only programs which:40
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(a) Provide comprehensive services to victims and witnesses of1
all types of crime with particular emphasis on serious crimes against2
persons and property. It is the intent of the legislature to make3
funds available only to programs which do not restrict services to4
victims or witnesses of a particular type or types of crime and that5
such funds supplement, not supplant, existing local funding levels;6

(b) Are administered by the county prosecuting attorney either7
directly through the prosecuting attorney's office or by contract8
between the county and agencies providing services to victims of9
crime;10

(c) Make a reasonable effort to inform the known victim or his or11
her surviving dependents of the existence of this chapter and the12
procedure for making application for benefits;13

(d) Assist victims in the restitution and adjudication process;14
and15

(e) Assist victims of violent crimes in the preparation and16
presentation of their claims to the department of labor and17
industries under this chapter.18

Before a program in any county west of the Cascade mountains is19
submitted to the department for approval, it shall be submitted for20
review and comment to each city within the county with a population21
of more than one hundred fifty thousand. The department will consider22
if the county's proposed comprehensive plan meets the needs of crime23
victims in cases adjudicated in municipal, district or superior24
courts and of crime victims located within the city and county.25

(5) Upon submission to the department of a letter of intent to26
adopt a comprehensive program, the prosecuting attorney shall retain27
the money deposited by the county under subsection (4) of this28
section until such time as the county prosecuting attorney has29
obtained approval of a program from the department. Approval of the30
comprehensive plan by the department must be obtained within one year31
of the date of the letter of intent to adopt a comprehensive program.32
The county prosecuting attorney shall not make any expenditures from33
the money deposited under subsection (4) of this section until34
approval of a comprehensive plan by the department. If a county35
prosecuting attorney has failed to obtain approval of a program from36
the department under subsection (4) of this section or failed to37
obtain approval of a comprehensive program within one year after38
submission of a letter of intent under this section, the county39
treasurer shall monthly transmit one hundred percent of the money40
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deposited by the county under subsection (4) of this section to the1
state treasurer for deposit in the state general fund.2

(6) County prosecuting attorneys are responsible to make every3
reasonable effort to insure that the penalty assessments of this4
chapter are imposed and collected.5

(7) Every city and town shall transmit monthly one and seventy-6
five one-hundredths percent of all money, other than money received7
for parking infractions, retained under RCW 3.50.100 and 35.20.220 to8
the county treasurer for deposit as provided in subsection (4) of9
this section.10

NEW SECTION. Sec. 20.  Nothing in this act requires the courts11
to refund or reimburse amounts previously paid towards legal12
financial obligations or interest on legal financial obligations.13

NEW SECTION. Sec. 21.  If specific funding for the purposes of14
this act, referencing this act by bill or chapter number, is not15
provided by June 30, 2018, in the omnibus appropriations act, this16
act is null and void.17

--- END ---
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Next Proceeding: 
           Prosecutor: 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON  
IN AND FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
       NO. 
    Plaintiff, 

vs. NOTICE OF APPEARANCE AND

    Defendant. 

TO:  Clerk of the Superior Court 
AND TO: Pierce County Prosecuting Attorney 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-named defendant appears in the above-entitled action by 
and through his/her assigned counsel of record: 

Defendant, by and through his/her counsel, requests that the Prosecutor provide discovery
per CrR 4.7 (a), (d), (e) and (g) and Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83, 87, 10 L.Ed.2d 215,
83S.Ct. 1194 (1963); United States v. Bagley, 473 U.S. 667, 676, 87 L.Ed.2d 481, 105 S.Ct. 3375 
(1985) and Kyles v. Whitley, 514 U.S. 419, 131 L.Ed 490, 115 S.Ct. 1555 (1995).

Service of all further pleadings, notices, documents or other papers herein should be served upon 
said defendant by serving said attorney at the above address. 

DATED:       

Michael R. Kawamura, WSBA #17202
Director - Department of Assigned Counsel

       949 Market Street, Ste 334 
       Tacoma, Washington 98402

JURY TRIAL

16-1-01469-2

AARON TALNEY
WSBA #22154
949 MARKET ST  SUITE 334

TACOMA, WA 98402
Phone: 798-7849

12 day of April, 2016

06/08/16 08:30 AM

NICHOLAS JEROME CUMMINGS

E-FILED
IN COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON

April 12 2016 11:15 AM

KEVIN STOCK
COUNTY CLERK
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RUSSELL SELK LAW OFFICE

October 13, 2018 - 10:24 PM

Transmittal Information

Filed with Court: Court of Appeals Division II
Appellate Court Case Number:   49793-0
Appellate Court Case Title: State of Washington, Respondent v. Nicholas J. Cummings, Appellant
Superior Court Case Number: 16-1-01469-2

The following documents have been uploaded:

497930_Briefs_20181013222140D2500990_3645.pdf 
    This File Contains: 
     Briefs - Appellants - Modifier: Supplemental 
     The Original File Name was cummings.supp.fin.pdf
497930_Motion_20181013222140D2500990_4693.pdf 
    This File Contains: 
     Motion 1 
     The Original File Name was cummingsmtnramirez.pdf
497930_Other_20181013222140D2500990_3079.pdf 
    This File Contains: 
     Other - Additional Authority 
     The Original File Name was cummingsadd.pdf

A copy of the uploaded files will be sent to:

PCpatcecf@co.pierce.wa.us
mvonwah@co.pierce.wa.us

Comments:

Sender Name: Kathryn Selk - Email: KARSdroit@gmail.com 
Address: 
1037 NE 65TH ST 
SEATTLE, WA, 98115-6655 
Phone: 206-782-3353

Note: The Filing Id is 20181013222140D2500990
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