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DMCJA BOARD MEETING
FRiDAY, AUGUST 12,2016
12:30 PM - 3:30 PM
WASHINGTON AOC SEATAC OFFICE

COURTS SEATAC, WA

PRESIDENT JUDGE G. SCOTT MARINELLA

AGENDA TAB

Call to Order

General Business 1
A. Minutes — June 5, 2016 (pp 1-3)
B. Treasurer's Report — Judge Robertson (pp 5-7)
C. Special Fund Report — Judge Burrowes
D. Standing Committee Reports
1. Rules Committee — Judge Dacca
a. Minutes dated June 7, 2016 and April 27, 2016 (pp 9-14)
b. Meeting Update - Court Rules for Limited Jurisdiction (CRLJ 55), Entry of Defauit
(pp 15-17)
Legislative Committee —~ Judge Meyer

Diversity Committee — Pro Tem Training, August 19-20, 2016- Judges Coburn and Short
(pp 19-22)

E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB)
F. JIS Report — Ms. Vicky Cullinane
G. Joint Branch Leadership Meeting Update - Judge Marinella

Liaison Reports
A. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) — Ms. Paulette Revoir
Misdemeanant Corrections Association (MCA) — Ms. Melissa Patrick
Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) —Judge Sean O’Donnell
Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) — Sean Davis, Esq.
Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) — Loyd James Willaford, Esq.
Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) — Mr. Dirk Marler
Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) — Judges Garrow, Jasprica, Logan, and Ringus

®TNMmoOOw

Discussion 2

A. DMCJA Rules Committee Proposed Amendments to Infraction Rules for Courts of Limited
Jurisdiction (IRLJ) 3.5, Decisions on Written Statements (pp 23-29)

B. Mental Health Study (pp 31-33)




Domestic Violence Offenders/Treatment Committee (p 35)

3DaysCount Initiative — Judge Sean O'Donnell (pp 37-68)

Reserves Committee Recommendation for $25 Special Fund Assessment
DMCJA Policy regarding Spring Conference Incidental Fees (pp 69-72)
Brief Board Orientation — Judge G. Scott Marinella and AOC Staff (pp 73-82)

@M Mmoo

Information

A. Judge Sara Derr, Spokane District Court, retired on June 30, 2016. Enclosed are copies of a
gift card receipt and letter sent to Judge Derr on behalf of the DMCJA. (p 83)

B. Thank you letter from Judge Janet Garrow for DMCJA National Leadership Grant. (p 85)

C. Thank you Letter from Ms. Callie Dietz, State Court Administrator, for flowers sent to
husband’s Memorial Service. (pp 87-88)

D. Annual Judicial Conference will be held from September 11-14, 2016, Red Lion Inn at the
Park, Spokane, WA.

Other Business

The next DMCJA Board Meeting is September 11, 2016, 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m., in
Spokane, WA.

Adjourn







DMCJA Board of Governors Meeting
Sunday, June 5, 2016, 9:00 a.m. —-12:00 p.m.

WASHINGTON Campbell’s Resort

COURTS | “"etem ¥4

' MEETING MINUTES

Members Present: AOC Staff:

Chair, Judge David Steiner Ms. Vicky Cullinane
Judge Scott Ahlf Ms. Sharon R. Harvey
Judge Joseph Burrowes Mr. Dirk Marler

Judge Linda Coburn

Judge Karen Donohue

Judge Douglas Fair

Judge Janet Garrow (non-voting)
Judge Michelle Gehlsen

Judge Michael Lambo (non-voting)
Commissioner Rick Leo

Judge G. Scott Marinella

Judge Samuel Meyer

Judge Kevin Ringus (non-voting)
Judge Rebecca Robertson
Judge Douglas Robinson

Judge Charles Short

Judge David Svaren

Judge Judy Jasprica (non-voting)

Members Absent:
Judge Tracy Staab

CALL TO ORDER

Judge David Steiner, District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association (DMCJA) President, noted a quorum
was present and called the DMCJA Board of Governors (Board) meeting to order at 9:05 a.m. Judge Steiner
asked attendees to introduce themselves.

GENERAL BUSINESS

A. Minutes
The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/S/P) to approve the Board Minutes for May 14, 2016.

B. Treasurer's Report
M/S/P to approve the Treasurer’s Report. Judge Burrowes requested that Board members obtain three copies
of their hotel bill. One copy of the bill is to be submitted to the Board member’s county. Another copy of the bill
is to be submitted to the Court Education Committee (CEC), and a final copy of the bill is to be delivered to
Judge Burrowes, DMCJA Treasurer. This copy should include a DMCJA reimbursement form that lists costs
for Sunday’s breakfast and Saturday’s hotel stay.

C. Special Fund Report
M/S/P to approve the Special Fund Report. Judge Ahif reported that he has received the June 2016 bank
Statement. He has also received more special fund payments from judges, and, now approximately eighty-two
percent of the DMCJA membership is in good standing. He further informed that forty thousand dollars
($40,000) is allocated under the Conference Incidental Fees for Members Spring Conference 2016 line item.
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D. Standing Committee Reports
There were no Standing Committee reports.

E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB) Update
Mr. Ramsey Radwan, AOC Management Services Division (MSD) Director, asked TCAB members to weigh in
on Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) items. TCAB members were encouraged that each association was
asked to weigh in on the budget. The group discussed its priorities, which include more court funding. Judge
Marinella informed that he has been tasked with putting together a history of Senate Bill (SB) 5454, Revising
trial court funding provisions, that will be used as leverage for funding request presentations.

F. Judicial Information System Committee (JISC) Report
Judge Marinella reported that the courts of limited jurisdiction case management system (CLJ-CMS) Project is
on course and moving forward. An independent quality assurance contractor and special assistant attorney
general (SAAG) have been hired for the Project. Judge Marinella added that adequate funding for the Project
will be the biggest hurdle in the next legislative biennium. The Legislature must approve sixteen million dollars
in order to fund the Project. For this reason, Judge Marinella encouraged Board members to speak with their
legislators regarding how important this Project is for courts of limited jurisdiction. The current case
management system is more than thirty years old. Judge Marinella further informed that the issue regarding
electronic filing has been taken off the list of JISC priorities.

G. Judicial Information System (JIS) Report
Ms. Cullinane informed that she had nothing additional to report regarding the JIS.

LIAISON REPORTS

A. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA)
Judge Ringus reported that the BJA met on May 20, 2016. During the meeting, Mr. Ramsey Radwan, MSD
Director, provided a judicial revenue update. Judge Garrow presented five strategic issue management
initiatives that were developed by the BJA Policy and Planning Committee. Mr. Eric Johnson, Washington
State Association of Counties (WSAC), discussed WSAC’s legislative agenda and financial needs. A
discussion was had about the BJA’s level of involvement in the hiring of the Associate Director, Office of
Judicial and Legislative Relations position.

Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC)

Mr. Marler reported that the Superior Court Case Management System (SC-CMS) Project has been a success
thus far. The success of the SC-CMS Project will likely encourage the Legislature to fund the CLJ-CMS
Project. Mr. Marler encouraged Board members to speak with legislators about the case management system
needs for courts of limited jurisdiction. He added that thirteen million dollars is likely to be requested for the
CLJ-CMS Project. Materials, such as talking points, will be provided to DMCJA members interested in
speaking with their legislators about funding the CLJ-CMS Project.

ACTION

A. Whether to adopt the DMCJA Rules Committee’s Recommendation regarding ACLU’s Proposed
Amendments to General Rule 35, Jury Selection

M/S/P not to endorse the proposed General Rule (GR) 35, Jury Selection, but instead to offer assistance in
reforming the rule. The Board further voted to invite both the DMCJA Rules Committee and Mr. Mungia to the
September 11, 2016 DMCJA Board meeting. The issue relates to an American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU)
proposed amendment to GR 35 regarding peremptory challenges. Specifically, the amendment addresses
potential bias in peremptory juror exclusions. The DMCJA Rules Committee recommended that the Board not



DMCJA Board of Governors
Meeting Minutes, June 5, 2016
Page 3

endorse the ACLU’s proposed Rule because the Washington Supreme Court is continuing to closely review
this important area of law.

B. DMCJA Board Meeting Schedule: Should the Board meet in the month of July?

M/S/P not to have a Board meeting in the month of July.

C. Washington Pattern Jury Instruction Committee — Should the current DMCJA representative be
nominated to the Supreme Court without opening the process to other DMCJA members?

M/S/P to nominate Judge Harper to be a representative on the Washington Pattern Jury Instruction (WP)
Committee for an additional four-year term. The position will be announced to the entire membership in order
to provide all DMCJA members an opportunity to serve on the Committee. All applicants, including nominee
Judge Ann Harper, will be submitted to the Supreme Court for consideration.

DISCUSSION

A. Washington Pattern Jury Instruction Committee — Should the current DMCJA representative be
nominated to the Supreme Court without opening the process to other DMCJA members?

Judge Steiner informed that Judge Anne Harper, King County District Court, has served a four-year term on
the WPI Committee that is set to expire in July 2016. The WPI sent a letter to Judge Steiner, DMCJA
President, requesting that the DMCJA nominate Judge Harper to serve another four-year term on the
Committee. Multiple terms are encouraged because there is a steep learning curve for new members and

Judge Harper has expressed her willingness to continue her service on the Committee for an additional term,
according to the WPI letter. This Committee meets on Saturdays.

M/S/P to make this an action item.
B. DMCJA Board Meeting Schedule: Should the Board meet in the month of July?

The Board discussed whether to meet on July 8, 2016 since many members will be on vacation during the
month of July.

M/S/P to make this an action item.
INFORMATION
Judge Steiner thanked Judges Charles Short and Rebecca Robertson for their service as DMCJA Board

Members. He further thanked Judges Michael Lambo and Kevin Ringus for their service on the BJA. Judge
Steiner then recognized Judge David Svaren for his long-term service as DMCJA Past President.

OTHER BUSINESS

Judge Steiner informed that the new Board dinner will be held on June 7, 2016, 6:00 p.m., at the hotel
restaurant.

ADJOURNED at 11:00 AM.






DMCIJA 2016-2017 Adopted Budget

Item/Committee
Access to Justice Liaison S 500.00
Audit _ S 2,000.00
Bar Association Liaison S 1,500.00
Board Meeting Expense S 30,000.00
Bookkeeping Expense _ S 3,000.00
Bylaws Committee S 250.00
Conference Calls S 750.00
Conference Planning Committee S 4,000.00
Conference Incidental Fees for Spring |
Conference S 40,000.00
Diversity Committee S 2,000.00
DMCIA/SCIA Sentencing Alternatives aka
"Trial Court Sentencing and Supervision
Committee" S 2,500.00
DMCMA Liaision S 500.00
DOL Liaison Committee S 500.00
Education Committee S 14,500.00
Educational Grants | S 5,000.00
Education - PJ Conference S 12,000.00
Education - Security S 2,000.00
Judicial Assistance Committee* S 14,000.00
Judicial Community Qutreach S 4,000.00
Legislative Committee S 4,000.00
Legislative Pro-Tem S 2,500.00
Lobbyist Contract S 61,000.00
Lobbyist Expenses ) 1,500.00
Long-Range Planning Committee S 1,500.00
MCA Liaison S 1,500.00
National Leadership Grants S 5,000.00
Nominating Committee S 400.00
President Expense S 7,500.00
Pro Tempore {committee chair approval) S 10,000.00
Professional Services S 15,000.00
Rules Committee S 1,000.00
SCJA Board Liaison S 1,000.00
Treasurer Expense and Bonds S 1,000.00
Therapeutic Courts S 3,500.00
Trial Court Advocacy Board S 3,000.00
Uniform Infraction Committee S 1,000.00
Total S 259,400.00
*Includes $7,000 from the SCJA
DMCIA\Board\Budget\2010-Present\2016-2017 Final Budget.xls
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U.S. Bank is proud to be named a "World's Most Ethical Company”
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Terms and Conditions at ushank.com/tmtermsandconditions. Log in to this secure website using the access code: terms2016. If
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Message for clients who initiate ACH transactions

If you send ACH Credit payments: We're excited to introduce a new service option to you. Effective September 23, 2016, you may
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For additional information, visit the U.S. Bank 20186 ACH Rule Change websnte at: www.usbank.com/ach, Access code: fastach16
or send an email request to commercialsupport@usbank.com

U.S. Bank National Association Account Number fEENGTNENR
Account Summary

# ltems

Beginning Balance on Jul 1 $ 100,672.76 Annual Percentage Yield Earned 0.09%
Other Deposits 1 852 Interest Earned this Period $ 852
o Interest Paid this Year 3 58.55
Endmg Balance on Jul 31 2016 $ 100,681.28 Number of Days in Statement Period 31

Other Deposits
Date  Description of Transaction . Ref Number . Amount _
Jul 29 Interest Paid 2900004405 $ 8 52
Total Other Deposits $ 8 52







DMCJA Rules Committee
Tuesday, June 7, 2016 (7:30 a.m. — 8:20 a.m.)

WASHINGTON .
Campbell's Resort, Chelan, Washington
COURTS P g

" | MEETING MINUTES

Members: AOC Staff:
Chair, Judge Dacca Ms. J Benway
Judge Buttorff

Judge S. Buzzard

Judge Fore

Judge Garrow

Judge Goodwin

Judge Hanlon

Judge Robertson

Judge Rozzano

Judge Samuelson

Judge-Szambelan
.
‘J’ H‘ d_gle. “‘l ! 'Ia'“s _DMCMA Liai
Judge Dacca called the meeting to order at 7:35 a.m.
The Committee discussed the following items:

1. Minutes from the April 2016 meeting

It was motioned, seconded and passed to approve the minutes from the April 27, 2016 Rules
Committee meeting as presented. New Committee members who were not in attendance at the
April meeting abstained from voting.

2. Review Roster and Proposed Meeting Schedule for 2016-2017
The Committee welcomed new members Judge Fore, Judge Hanlon and Judge Rozzano to the
Rules Committee. The Committee typically meets telephonically at noon on the fourth
Wednesday of the month and that schedule was acceptable to the Committee. Judge Dacca
had a conflict with the July date, so the July meeting was moved to the third Thursday, July 20.
3. Review 2016 DMCJA Rules Committee Annual Report

Judge Dacca noted the Rules Committee Annual Report, which highlights the activities of the
previous year and is provided to the Board.

4. Status Update: Proposed Revisions to IRLJ 3.5
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Judge Goodwin stated that the purpose of the proposed rule amendment is to encourage
technology in the courtroom for mitigation hearings, which will enhance access to the courts.
Committee members have reviewed and made comments regarding the most recent version of
the draft. Once those are incorporated into the draft the proposal will be ready to submit to the
DMCJA Board. Ms. Benway stated that she would compare the proposed revisions against the
original rule to produce an updated redline version. That version will be included in the GR 9
Cover Sheet and distributed to the Committee for final review before Judge Dacca submits it to
the Board.

5. Report: Survey re CrRLJ 6.1.2

Judge Dacca stated that Judge Garrow had questioned the continuing validity of CrRLJ 6.1.2(b),
which allow defendants to make certain submittals on the record. A survey was sent on the
DMCJA listserve to ask whether courts relied on the rule. Ms. Benway created a chart to display
the results, which were mixed but indicated that courts occasionally use the procedure
described by the rule under certain circumstances. The Committee was concerned about
whether defendants are being adequately apprised of their rights with this procedure. Judge
Garrow agreed to draft proposed revisions to the rule to better safeguard defendants’ rights.

6. A. Update re Proposed Amendments to CrRLJ 3.2(b)

Ms. Benway reported that the Supreme Court granted the DMCJA Board’s request to delay
consideration of the DMCJA proposal to delete CrRLJ 3.2(b)(4), due to concerns that have been
raised regarding the proposal. The DMCJA Board would like DMCJA and SCJA representatives
to propose language acceptable to both associations that would address the concerns that have
been raised. Judge Dacca stated that he would talk to DMCJA President Marinella regarding a
process for going forward.

B. Update re Proposed Amendments to CRLJ 26 and CRLJ 56

Ms. Benway stated that the DMCJA-proposed revisions to CRLJ 26 and CRLJ 56 had been
adopted by the Supreme Court with an effective date of September 1, 2016.

C. Update re Proposed Trial Court Security Rule

Judge Robertson stated that the joint Trial Court Security Committee had proposed a general
rule regarding court security. The Supreme Court is considering the rule but has delayed
consideration so that the Committee can propose minimum security standards to be included in
the rule. These standards are expected by November 2016.

7. Preview Committee Expectations for 2016-2017

Committee members discussed potential rule changes that might be explored or which are
anticipated this year. These include:
e The DMCJA Board is apparently interested in reviewing juror preemption rules to
address Batson
e There was a consensus that the civil trial rules may need examination, especially in light
of the increase in district court jurisdiction
¢ Judge Rozzano may propose a rule amendment to address change of courthouse within
a unified county district court
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» Judge Garrow is still working on amendments to the interpreter rules to address new
technologies
+ Judge Samuelson stated that CrRLJ 3.2 is potentially in need of review

Judge Dacca stated that he would talk to Judge Marinella regarding potential proposals and the
work of the Committee.

8. Other Business and Next Meeting Date

The next Committee meeting will be the third (rather than the fourth) Thursday in July, July 20,
at noon via teleconference.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:35 a.m.

11
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% DMCJA Rules Committee
Wednesday, April 27, 2016 (12:00 p.m. — 1:00 p.m.)
WASHINGTON | Vig Teleconference

COURTS

MEETING MINUTES

Members: AOC Staff:
Chair, Judge Dacca Ms. J Benway

Judge Buttorff
Judge S. Buzzard

Judge Garrow
Judge-Goodwin
Judge-Harmeon

Judge Robertson

Judge Szambelan
Judge Williams
Ms. PattiK _DMCMA Liai

Judge Dacca called the meeting to order at 12:04 p.m.
The Committee discussed the following items:
1. Minutes from the March 2016 meeting

It was motioned, seconded and passed to approve the minutes from the March 23, 2016 Rules
Committee meeting as presented.

2. Discuss proposed amendments to IRLJ 3.5, proposed by the Technology
Subcommittee

Although Judge Goodwin was unable to attend the meeting, he provided a revised version of
the rule, which would allow video technology to be used in mitigation hearings for infractions.
The Committee discussed the proposal as well as written comments received from Judge
Portnoy. The Committee was particularly concerned with the amendment to the provision
pertaining to the applicability of the rules of evidence, and also discussed the format. The
Committee agreed to suggestions made by Judge Dacca, and requested that other revisions be
submitted to J Benway to provide to the Subcommittee.

3. Discuss amending CrRLJ 6.1.2, pertaining to Trial by the Court

Judge Garrow called Judge Dacca’s attention to this rule, which seems outdated but is probably
not a high priority for revision. Judge Garrow suggested that a survey be sent to the DMCJA

13
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listserve asking judges if this rule is still used in their court. J Benway agreed to work with Judge
Dacca to facilitate the request.

4. Discuss comments received on the DMCJA proposal to amend CrRLJ 3.2(b)

The proposal to amend CrRLJ 3.2(b)(4) to be congruent with the rules of the superior court has
been unexpectedly controversial, and a request has been made to stay consideration of the
amendment proposal to address those concerns. The Committee agreed to recommend that the
DMCJA Board request that consideration of its proposal to delete CrRLJ (b)(4) be suspended.
Judge Dacca will provide a memo to the DMCJA Board to that effect.

5. Discuss revised proposal to amend GR 26, pertaining to mandatory continuing
education for court administrators, proposed by the DMCMA

Ms. Benway stated that the DMCMA representatives had revised their request to amend GR 26
and had provided a GR 9 cover sheet for the Committee’s review. Judge Garrow stated that it
was her understanding that the proposal was not ripe for review because it had not been vetted
by the Board of Judicial Administration's Court Education Committee. The Committee agreed to
convey to the DMCJA Board that it seemed premature to approve the proposal at this time.

6. Comments received on the DMCJA proposal to amend CRLJ 26

The Committee discussed the comments that had been received on the DMCJA proposal to
amend CRLJ 26 and agreed that they did not warrant reconsideration of the proposal.

7. Other Business and Next Meeting Date

The Committee will not meet in May. The next Committee meeting will be held at the DMCJA
Spring Conference, on June 7, 2016 at 7:30 a.m. at Campbell's Resort in Chelan, Washington.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 12:53 p.m.



State of
Weashington

MEMBERS

Hon. Laura Bradley
Hon. Anita Crawford-Willis

Ishbel Dickens, Chair

Nicholas P. Gellert

Lynn Greiner
Mirya Muftoz-Roach
Geoffrey G. Revelle, Chair-Elect
Andrew N. Sachs

STAFF

Terra Nevitt
Access to Justice Manager
(206) 727-8282
terran@wsba.org

)

THE ALLIANCE
Jfor Equal fusrice

SUPPORTER

June 27, 2016

Hon. David Steiner

King County District Court
1309 114" Ave SE, Ste 100
Bellevue, WA 98004

Re: Suggested Amendments to CR 55 and CRL] 55: Entry of Default
Judgements

Dear Judge Steiner,

In December 2015, the Access to Justice Board (AT] Board) and Northwest
Justice Project (NJP) submitted proposed revisions to CR 55 and CRLJ 55
relating to entry of default judgments. The Supreme Court Rules
Committee reviewed the proposed changes and collected additional
feedback from court community members. After deliberating on the
submitted materials and stakeholder feedback, the Supreme Court Ruies
Committee has suggested that we reach out to the associations of judges
and court clerks that provided comments to the Supreme Court,

From our review of the comments submitted to the Supreme Court Rules

Committee, the AT] Board and NJP agree that a detailed discussion of the
reasons for and particulars of the rules proposal would be productive. We
want to make sure that we fully understand and are able to address your

concerns, We further believe that we that working together we can devise
mutually agreeable language that will be responsive to or eliminate those
concerns.

Therefore, the AT] Board would like to convene a meeting to discuss the
proposals and comments in some depth. We would like to leave sufficient
time for the meeting to be productive, so are suggesting a two hour
meeting.

We are hoping that you can join us for a conversation on this subject on
Thursday, July 28 from 8:30am — 10:30am. This meeting will be held
at the Washington State Bar Association. You may participate
telephonically by calling 1-866-577-9294, Access Code 52160. Please RSVP
for this meeting by calling Bonnie Sterken, Justice Programs Coordinator at

(206) 727-8293 or by email at BonnieS@wsba.org.

Thank you again for your feedback, we look forward to seeing you.

Sincerely,
i

Ishbel Dickens
Board Chair

Enclosures

Access to Justice Board, 1325 Fourth Avenue — Suite 600, Seattie, WA 98101-2539 « Phone: 206 727-8200, Fax: 206 727-8310

www.wsba.org/alj

Established by The Supreme Court of Washington » Administered by the Washington State Bar Association
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WASHINGTON

COURTS

District and Municipal Court
Judges’ Association

President

JUDGE DAVID A. STEINER
King County District Court
1309 114% Ave SE Ste 100
Bellevue, WA 98004

(2063 477-2102

President-Elect

JUDGE G. SCOTT MARINELLA
Columbia County District Court

535 Cameron 5t

Dayton, WA 99328-1279

(509) 382-4812

Vice-President

JUDGE SCOTT K. AHLF
Olympia Municipal Court
900 Plum St SE

PO Box 1967

Qlympia, WA 98507-1967
(360} 753-8312

Secretary/Treasurer

JUDGE JOSEPH M. BURROWES
Benton County District Cournt

7122 W Okanogan Pl, Bldg A
Kennewick, WA 99336-235%

(509) 735-8476

Past President

JUDGE DAVID A. SVAREN
Skagit County District Court
600 § 3™ Strect

PO Box 340

Mount Vernon, WA 98273-0340
(360) 336-9319

Board of Governors

JUDGE LINDA COBURN
Edmonds Municipal Court
{425) 771.0210

JUDGE KAREN DONOHUE
Seattle Municipal Court
{206) 684-7903

JUDGE DOUGLAS 1. FAIR
Snohomish County District Court
(425) 744-6804

JUDGE MICHELLE K. GEHLSEN
Bothell Municipal Court
(425) 487-5587

COMMISSIONER RICK LEO
Snchomish County District Court
(360) 435-7700

JUDGE SAMUEL G. MEYER
Thurston County District Courl
(360) 786-5562

JUDGE REBECCA C. ROBERTSON
Federal Way Municipal Court
(253) 835-3000

JUDGE DOUGLAS B. ROBINSON
Whiltman County Dist. Court
(509) 397-5297

JUDGE CHARLES D. SHORT
Okanogan County District Court
(509) 422-7170

JUDGE TRACY A. STAAB
Spokane Municipal Court
(509) 625-4400

February 29, 2016

Honorable Charles W. Johnson
Supreme Court Rules Committee
c/o Clerk of the Supreme Court
Temple of Justice

PO Box 40929

Olympia, WA 98504-0929

Dear Justice Johnson and Members of the Rules Committee:
RE: Proposed Amendment to CRLJ 55

The District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association (DMCJA) has
determined that it is opposed to the amendments in their current form.
The DMCJA's primary concern is new section (c), which places the
burden on Judges to ensure that detailed evidentiary requirements are
met. This not only creates a potentially onerous workload for the Court
and the parties, but more importantly invades the province of the Judiciary
to determine how to evaluate evidence. Also of concern is a new
provision [subsection (c)(6)(C)], which would prevent a default judgment if
new additional notice requirements are not strictly complied with by the
moving party. Should these amendments be adopted, it would
fundamentally alter how default and service is considered under
Washington law and would further impact other applicable statutes and
court rules. Because of the broad policy and procedural issues raised by
these proposed amendments, it would seem better addressed through
legislative means than through a Court rule.

Please let me know if you have any questions regarding this comment.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dl LSz

Judge David A. Steiner
DMCJA President

cc: Judge Frank Dacca, DMCJA Rules Committee Chair
Ms. Shannon Hinchcliffe, AOC
Ms. J Benway, AOC

STATE OF WASHINGTON
1206 Quinee Strect ST e PO Box G170 o Ofvanpia, WA 98504 1170
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Attorney Training for Service as Pro Tem: District and Municipal Court
Presented in partnership with The District and Municipal Court Judges Association

WSBA Conference Center
1325 Fourth Avenue, Suite 600
Seattle, WA 98101
Friday, August 19
&

Saturday, August 20, 2016
16979SEA/WEB

This seminar has been approved for 5.25 Other, 1.25 Law and Legal Procedure, 2.50 Ethics: 9.00 CLE Credits Total

Day One

7:30 a.m.
Check-in ® Walk-in Registration e Coffee & Pastry Service

8:20a.m.

Welcome & Introduction

Hon. Steven Gonzdlez — Washington State Supreme Court, Olympia, WA
Hon. Marilyn Paja — Kitsap County District Court, Port Orchard, WA

8:35a.m.
Introduction to Training — Pro Tem Basics[ 45 minutes] [0.75 Other]

What does it mean to be a pro tem judicial officer? During this session, you will learn simple tip son how to get on
and stay on a Court’s pro tem list including a broad overview of calendaring, pertinent Canons in the Code of
Judicial Conduct, technology, and identifying court staff and their roles.
As a result of this segment, you will be able to:

e Recognize court staff and their roles

e Recognize and utilize time management skills to get through the calendar and learn tips for

effective case management skills

e [Employ best judgment on when to seek advice/counsel from sitting judge

Hon. Karli Jorgensen — Kent Municipal Court, Kent, WA

9:20a.m.
Transitions to the Bench [45 minutes] [0.75 Other]
Now that you’re on a different side of the bench, how do you transition from being an advocate to being a neutral
and detached judicial officer? In this segment, you will learn about your new role and the required changes you
will need to make to be a well-qualified and honest judicial officer, to ensure people’s rights are protected; to
project yourself in a way that treats people with dignity and respect; to be prepared for the day; and above ali,
conduct yourself in a way that fosters trust in the court.

As a result of this segment, you will be able to:

e Recognize difference between old role vs. new role as pro tem

e Communicate your role and actions to all parties in the courtroom

s Identify specific Canons in the Code of Judicial Conduct that apply

s Familiarize yourself with court forms & instructions; statutes; case law; and other resources

e Distinguish how to be patient and professional from the bench
Hon. Mary Logan — City of Spokane Municipal Court, Spokane, WA
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10:05 a.m. BREAK

10:20 a.m.
Working with Court Personnel [60 minutes] [1.00 Other]
Court staff can “make you” or “break you”. Working with court personnel is tantamount to your continued success
as a pro tem. In this section you will learn the best ways to interact with court personnel and the importance of
fostering these professional relationships.
As a result of this segment, you will be able to:
e«  Recognize the role and importance of court staff
e Learn when to ask for assistance
e Learn how to stay on time and on track
Hon. Linda Coburn — Edmonds Municipal Court, Edmonds, WA
Hon. Lisa O'Toole — King County District Court, Redmond, WA
Ms. Margaret Yetter — Kent Municipal Court, Kent, WA

11:20 a.m.
Technology in the Court [45 minutes] [0.75 Law & Legal Procedure]
The ludicial Access Browser System (JABS) uses a web browser to display information stored in the Judicial
Information System (JIS). JABS reduces the complexity of accessing JiS and displays information such as statewide
individual case histories; statewide domestic violence information; case summary descriptions; charge or violation
summary descriptions; case participants; protection order history for an individual; protection order history
associated with a specific case, etc.

As a result of this segment, you will be able to:

¢ Gain an understanding of the JABS: What is it and why do | need it?

*  Access JABS with updated security

e  Search JABS by name or case

¢ Find information under JABS tabs

e Maneuver the calendar in JABS

e Decipher the DOL Abstract
Ms. Sara McNish, Court Education Professional — Administrative Office of the Courts, Olympia, WA
Hon. Melanie Dane, Black Diamond Municipal Court, Black Diamond, WA

12:05 p.m. LUNCH ON YOUR OWN

1:05 p.m,
Ethics and Conflicts [75 minutes] [1.25 Ethics]
During this session and through the use of scenarios and ethics opinions, faculty will discuss the application of the
Code of Judicial Conduct, Canons and rules as they pertain to pro tempore judicial officers.
As a result of this segment, you will be able to:
+ Apply an analytical framework to solve ethical problems, particularly in cases with potential
conflict
s Distinguish between mandatory and discretionary disqualification
+ locate and read Ethics Advisory Opinions
Ms. J. Reiko Callner — Washington Commission on Judicial Conduct, Olympia, WA
Hon. Ketu Shah - King County District Court, Bellevue, WA

2:20 p.m.
Working with Court Interpreters [60 minutes] [1.00 Other]
Participants will learn the difference between translation and interpreting; the role of the interpreter during a
court setting; how to work with court interpreters; and the uses/misuses of court interpreters.
As a result of this segment, you will be able to:



e Recognize the need for court interpreters when addressing access to justice issues for non-
English speaking or deaf/hard of hearing individuals in the court room.
e Gain an understanding of the interpreter’s role and responsibilities
s Spot and address incorrect use of court interpreters
Hon. Tam Bui —Snohomish County District Court, Everett, WA
Ms. Emma Garkavi — Seattle Municipal Court, Court Interpreter Coordinator/Policy Advisor, Seattle, WA

3:20 p.m. BREAK

3:35 p.m.
Role, Judicial Demeanor, and Practice Bias [60 minutes] [1.00 Ethics]
During this segment, participants will be recognize how their judicial demeanor plays an important role in
protecting the dignity of the court and the judicial process while ensuring the litigants are at ease enough to tell
their stories.
As a result of this segment, you will be able to:
s  Explore how to avoid practice bias
Recognize why perception matters
»  Assess your role and demeanor
e Set and maintain courtroom decorum
Hon. N. Scott Stewart —Issagquah, Snogualmie, and North Bend Municipal Court, [ssagquah, WA

4:35p.m. Adjourn
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Day Two

7:30 a.m.
Check-in ® Walk-in Registration e Coffee & Pastry Service

8:20 a.m.
Welcome Back [10 minutes]
Hon. Marilyn Paja - Kitsap County District Court, Port Orchard, WA

8:30 a.m.

Pro Se Litigants, Contempt of Court, Dealing with Difficult Litigants, Taking Guilty Pleas, and Waiver of Rights

[90 minutes] [0.75 Other; .25 Ethics, Other; 0.50 Law &Legal Procedure]

Through the use of examples and hypotheticals, faculty will discuss best practices concerning pro se civil

and criminal litigants at critical stages of the proceedings.
As a result of this segment, you will be able to:

e Recognize and honor the Right to Counsel
¢ Develop skills to manage difficult litigants in the civil and criminal courtroom
e Locate best practice materials and forms

Hon. Melanie Dane — Black Diamond Municipal Court, Black Diamond, WA
Hon. Marilyn Paja — Kitsap County District Court, Port Orchard, WA
Hon. Charles Short — Okanogan County District Court, Okanogan, WA

10:00 a.m. BREAK

10:15a.m.

Pro Se Litigants, Contempt of Court, Dealing with Difficult Litigants, Taking Guilty Pleas, and Waiver of Rights
60 minutes [1.00 Other]

Hon. Melanie Dane — Black Diamond Municipal Court, Black Diamond, WA

Hon. Marilyn Paja - Kitsap County District Court, Port Orchard, WA

Hon. Charles Short — Okanogan County District Court, Okanogan, WA

11:15a.m.

Judges’ Panel with Q&A on Fulfilling the Role of Judge [75 minutes] [No Credit]

During this final segment, the faculty from the 1.5 days will reconvene and answer questions from the audience.
Moderator: Hon. Marilyn Paja, Seattle Municipai Court, Port Orchard, WA

12:30 p.m. Complete Evaluations @ Adjourn

This seminar has been approved for 5.25 Other, 1.25 Law and Legal Procedure, 2.50 Ethics: 9.00 CLE Credits Total
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RULE IRLJ 3.5
DECISICN ON WRITTEN STATEMENTS
(Local Option)

(a) Contested Hearings. The court shall examine the citing
officer's report and any statement submitted by the defendant.
The examination shall take place within 120 days after the
defendant filed the response to the notice of infraction. The
examination may be held in chambers and shall not be governed by
the Rules of Evidence.

(1) Factual Determinaticn. The court shall determine whether
the plaintiff has proved by a preponderance of all evidence
submitted that the defendant has committed the infraction.

(2) Disposition. If the court determines that the infraction
has been committed, it may assess a penalty in accordance with rule 3.3.

(3) Notice to Parties. The court shall notify the parties in
writing whether an infraction was found to have been committed
and what penalty, if any, was imposed.

(4) No Appeal Permitted. There shall be no appeal from a
decision on written statements.

(b) Mitigation Hearings. Mitigation hearings based upon
written statements may be held in chambers.

[Adopted as JTIR effective January 1, 1981. Changed from JTIR to
IRLJ effective September 1, 1992; amended effective September 1, 1297;
amended effective January 3, 2006.]

Click here to view in a PDF.

https://www.courts.wa.gov/court_rules/?fa=court_rules.display&group=clj&set=IRLJ&rulei... 8/4/2016
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Washington State Courts - Court Rules

Access Records
JIS LINK

Find Your Court Date
Search Case Records
Records Request

Judicial Info System (JIS)
Odyssey Portal

Caseload Reports

Connect with us

Privacy & Disclaimer Notices | Sitemap

Find Resources
State Law Library

Civic Learning

Resources, Publications, & Reports
Court Program Accessibility (ADA)
Jury Service Information
Whistleblower

Employment

Procurement

Page 2 of 2

From the Courts
Court Forms

Domestic Violence Forms
Court Opinions

Court Rules

Pattern Jury Instructions
Emergency Procedures

Notice of Court Closures

Need Help? o FAQs & eService Center

“Acc.ess Washington. For washington State laws, visit the Washington State Legislature

Ol coab Staks Sesert et W

https://www.courts.wa.gov/court_rules/?fa=court_rules.display&group=clj&set=IRLJ&rulei... 8/4/2016



TO: Judge Scott Marinella, President, DMCJA Board

FROM: Judge Frank Dacca, Chair, DMCJA Rules Committee
SUBJECT:;  Proposed Amendments to IRLJ 3.5
DATE: July 29, 2016

This past year, the DMCJA Rules Committee convened a subcommittee to consider
whether certain rules for the courts of limited jurisdiction should be modified to facilitate access
to justice. The outcome of that process is the attached proposal to amend IRLJ 3.5, pertaining to
local rule options. As explained in the GR 9 Cover Sheet, the rule modifications would allow
courts to receive testimony by video conference during mitigation hearings for infractions. The
amended rule provides basic parameters for implementation of a local rule option for telephone
and video conference appearances as to mitigation hearings, but in general the implementation of
this local rule option should be left to local jurisdictions. In addition, the Committee recommends
that the portion of the rule modifying the evidence standard be stricken as inappropriate in the
contested hearing context.

Thank you for consideration of these comments. If you have any questions, please

contact me at 253-798-7712 or fdacca@co.pierce.wa.us.

Attachment: GR 9 Cover Sheet and Proposed Rule Amendments

CC: DMCIJA Rules Committee
J Benway, AOC Staff
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GR 9 COVER SHEET

Suggested Amendment to
WASHINGTON STATE COURT RULES:
INFRACTION RULES FOR COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION
Amend IRLJ 3.5: Decision on Written Statement (Local Option)

Submitted by the District & Municipal Courts Judges Association

A. Name of Proponent: District & Municipal Courts Judges Association
B. Spokesperson: Judge Scott Marinella

President, DMCJA

C. Purpose: The proposed amendment provides an opportunity for courts to adopt a
local rule permitting a telephonic or video conference appearance in lieu of an in-person
appearance for a mitigation hearing related to an infraction. The proposed amendment also edits
the language regarding hearings on written statements for clarity and readability and removes an
exemption from the Rules of Evidence.

(1) Allowing Video Conference Mitigation Hearings

The Rules Committee recognizes that the use of technology, including telephone conferencing
and video conferencing, is widespread in our communities. The committee believes that the
IRLJ 1.1(b) requirement for a “just, speedy, and inexpensive determination of every infraction
case” would be enhanced with the addition of an opportunity for citizens to employ telephone
and video conference appearances in licu of a personal appearance. Adding the option for a local
rule provides an opportunity to utilize technology to make the court more accessible.

The Committee suggests limiting the use of telephone and video conference appearances to
mitigation hearings only. In a mitigation hearing, the defendant is stipulating that the infraction
was committed and the evidence received by the court is typically testimony from the defendant
regarding mitigating circumstances. The Committee’s conclusion is that the challenges
surrounding the presentation and admission of evidence in a contested hearing by telephone or
video conference are not present in a mitigation hearing.

The amended rule provides three basic parameters for implementation of any local rule option
for telephone and video conference appearances on mitigation hearings: (1) the hearings shall be
on the record, (2) defendants shall be advised the hearing was being audio recorded and (3)

2



written notice of the decision and any penalty imposed shall be sent to defendants. However,
much of the “how” regarding the implementation of this local rule option should be left to local
jurisdictions. In the future, the Rules Committee should examine best practices based upon the
experiences of local courts and perhaps suggest further changes to the proposed rule.

(2) Proposed Amendments to Existing Sections

Decisions on written statements are still available as a local rule option. The caption for IRLJ
3.5 is changed to read ‘Local Rule Options’ and the rule is reformatted with decisions on written
statements as section (a) and telephone and video conference hearings as section (b).
Reformatting the rule allows for future expansion and addition of local rules.

The section exempting decisions on hearing statements from the Rules of Evidence is removed.
ER 1101 establishes exemptions from the rules of evidence and local rule decisions on written
statements are not exempted by ER 1101. Additionally, removing the exemption permits
evidentiary objections on written statements. Subjecting in person appearances and decisions on
written statements to the same evidentiary standards removes the possibility of inconsistent
results.

With the exception of the evidence rules exemption, all of the requirements for decisions on
written statements remain within the rule. Some redundant language has been eliminated and the
text of the rule has been reformatted for readability.

D. Hearing: A hearing is not requested.

E. Expedited Consideration: Expedited consideration is not requested.
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Proposed Amendment:

RULE IRLJ 3.5
DBECISION-ON-WRITFFEN-STATEMENTSLOCAL RULE OPTIONS
Heeeal-Option)

(a) Decisions on Written Statements.

(1) Contested Hearing Procedures. The court shall examine the citing officer's report
and any statement or documents submitted by the defendant. The examination may be held in
chambers and shall take place within 120 days after the defendant filed the response to the notice
of infraction. The court shall determine whether the plaintiff has proved by a preponderance of

the ev1denee submltted whether the 1n1‘ract10n was commlttede*amﬂ&tien—maybe-held—m

(2) stpemﬁMznganon Hearmg Procedures A mm,qatlon hearmg based upon a
written statement may be held in chambers and shall take place within 120 days after the
defendant filed the response to the notice of H-the-ecourt-determines-that-the-infraction-has-been

ittod ™ ] hoele 33,
(3) Notice to #eMesDetendan The court shall notlfy the pames—defendant in wntmg of

its decision : ;
including any penalty-—was 1mposed

(4) No Appeal Permitted. There shall be no appeal from a decision on written statements.

(b) Telephonic or Video Conference Mitigation Hearings.

(1) Local Rule Permitted A court may adopt a local rule permitting defendants to appear
at a mitigation hearmg by telephone or video conference in lieu of an in- person

appearanceMit

(2) Reguirements. Such local rule shall comply with the requirements that the hearings
shall be conducted on the record, the defendant be advised that the hearing is being audio
recorded, and the court shall advise the defendant in writing of its decision and any penalty

imposed.




Clean Version:

RULE IRLJ 3.5
LOCAL RULE OPTIONS

(a) Decisions on Written Statements.

(1) Contested Hearing Procedures. The court shall examine the citing officer's report
and any statement or documents submitted by the defendant. The examination may be held in
chambers and shall take place within 120 days after the defendant filed the response to the notice
of infraction. The court shall determine if the plaintiff has proved by a preponderance of the
evidence submitted whether the infraction was committed.

(2) Mitigation Hearing Procedures. A mitigation hearing based upon a written statement
may be held in chambers and shall take place within 120 days after the defendant filed the
response to the notice of infraction.

(3) Notice to Defendant. The court shall notify the defendant in writing of its decision,
including any penalty imposed.

(4) No Appeal Permitted. There shall be no appeal of a decision on a written statements.
(b) Telephonic or Video Conference Mitigation Hearings.

(1) Local Rule Permitted. A court may adopt a local rule permitting defendants to appear
at a mitigation hearing by telephone or video conference in lieu of an in-person appearance.

(2) Requirements. Such local rule shall comply with the requirements that the hearings
shall be conducted on the record, the defendant be advised that the hearing is being audio
recorded, and the court shall advise the defendant in writing of its decision and any penalty
imposed.
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Mental Health Study

From: Ashley Batastini

Sent: Tuesday, July 19, 2016 5:47 PM

To: Scott Marinella

Cc: Harvey, Sharon

Subject: Re: Mental Health Study---judges

Hi Scott and Sharon,

I'm so happy to hear of your willingness to help us out on this project. At this point, there is no real deadline to
get the study done; our goal is to get input from as many judges as we can. So, after August 12th would be
fine. My research assistant (Erica) should have attached a copy of the university approval letter. If not, or

you need any additional information for the Board, please let me know.

Thank you again,
Ashley

Ashley B. Batastini, Ph.D.
Assistant Professor

Department of Psychology

University of Southern Mississippi
Owings-McQuagge Hall (OMH), 213-E
118 College Drive, #5025

Hattiesburg, MS 39406

From: Scott Marinella

Sent: Tuesday, July 19, 2016 5:14:03 PM
To: Ashley Batastini

Cc: Harvey, Sharon

Subject: Mental Health Study-—-judges

Dear Dr. Batastini: Thanks for your interest in getting input from the District and Municipal Judges of Washington re
your study. If you don’t mind, | would like to get input from our Board of Governors before | authorize the request to be
sent out to all judges on our listserve. Our next meeting is scheduled for August 12™. | hope this would fit into your
timeline re the study. Please let me know. | am copying in Sharon Harvey, our AOC support staff person and ask that
she place this on our next agenda for discussion and action. Thanks again for your interest. It seems like a very
interesting topic and one that may offer judges with some tools to deal with these issues many are seeing on a regular
basis. Scott

From: Harvey, Sharon

Sent: Tuesday, July 19, 2016 4:44 PM
To: 'G. Scott Marinella’

Cc: Harvey, Sharon

Subject: FW: Judges Study Recruitment

Hi Judge Marinella,
A doctoral candidate, Ms. Erica Mathis, from the University of Southern Mississippi has requested that the AOC
distribute a Judges Study Survey to the DMCJA listserv. The study refates to mental health issues that may impact the

courts. Callie Dietz has asked that | send this message to you for you to determine whether you, as President, would like
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such a study distributed to the listserv. According to Ms. Mathis, no personal identifying information will be requested
of judges. Judge Marinella, if you would like to contact her personally, her information is stated below. Please let me
know if you would like for me to assist in any way. For your reference, | have included the message that Dr. Batastini
and Ms. Mathis would like distributed to the DMCIA. | have also included the thread of emails between Ms. Mathis and
the AOC. If you approve of the message below being sent to the membership, someone from the AQOC will distribute it
to the DMCJA listserv. If not, Callie will decline Ms. Mathis’ request. Please let me know if you have any questions
and/or concerns. Thanks!! Have a wonderful afternoon.

Dear Prospective Participant:

My name is Dr. Ashley Batastini and I'm a forensic mental health researcher at the University of Southern Mississippi
(USM). Often, mental health professionals are asked to assist the court in making decisions about a particular individual,
whether that individual is involved in a civil or criminal matter. In an effort to improve the usefulness of mental health
expert opinions in such legal decisions, my colleagues and | are requesting your participation in a university-approved
study. We know that your time is valuable, but we believe the results of this project will lead to more informed legal
decision-making, thereby improving overall public safety.

The study, which is completely anonymous and voluntary, may be accessed online (even on your Smartphone!) by
following this link:

https://usmep.col.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_3BEfroWcNZpOxKt

Should you elect to participate, you will be asked to read (or listen to) a de-identified excerpt from a psychological
report, hear testimony about the expert's opinion from that report, and then answer several questions about your
perceptions of the defendant in question. You will also be asked to provide basic demographic information about
yourself, such as your age and years of experience on the bench. None of these questions will ask you for personally

identifying information.

Your participation is expected to take approximately 20-30 minutes. At the conclusion of the study, you may enter into a
drawing to win one of six Amazon gift cards (in the amount of 525 or $50). You may quit at any time; however, you must
complete the study in full to be eligible for compensation. You may also complete the survey without entering the
drawing. There are no anticipated risks of participating in this study. Please do not hesitate to contact me directly at
Ashley.Batastini@usm.edu or (601)-266-6479 for further information.

We greatly appreciate your consideration and hope that you take some time to contribute to the advancement of
forensic mental health practice.

Erica Mathis, M.A.

Doctoral Candidate, Counseling Psychology, Department of Psychology
Extern, Southern Behavioral Medicine Associates
The University of Southern Mississippi

From: Erica Mathis

Sent: Tuesday, July 19, 2016 2:30 PM
To: Tawes, Caroline

Subject: Judges Study Recruitment

Hi Ms. Tawes,

Thank you for speaking with me over the phone. The information you requested can be seen below.

Hello,



My name is Erica Mathis, and I'm a graduate research assistant in the Department of Psychology at the University of
Southern Mississippi. I'm working on a project with one of our faculty, Dr. Ashley Batastini, that involves the opinions of
judges. The purpose of my email is to request your help in distributing the below recruitment message to members of
the DMCIJA of Washington State who may want to contribute to our study. This could include, for example, forwarding
to a membership listserv or posting to an affiliated social media site.

The study is completely voluntary and does not ask for any identifying information from respondents. Participants will
not be solicited for any purpose other than to award compensation if applicable. More details, including the link to the
survey, are provided below.

Thank you for your time and consideration. | hope to hear from you soon.

Erica

Dear Prospective Participant:

My name is Dr. Ashley Batastini and I'm a forensic mental health researcher at the University of Southern Mississippi
(USM). Often, mental health professionals are asked to assist the court in making decisions about a particular individual,
whether that individual is involved in a civil or criminal matter. In an effort to improve the usefulness of mental health
expert opinions in such legal decisions, my colleagues and | are requesting your participation in a university-approved
study. We know that your time is valuable, but we believe the results of this project will lead to more informed legal

decision-making, thereby improving overall public safety.

The study, which is completely anonymous and voluntary, may be accessed online (even on your Smartphone!) by
following this link:

https://usmep.col.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV 3BEfroWcNZpOxKt

Should you elect to participate, you will be asked to read (or listen to) a de-identified excerpt from a psychological
report, hear testimony about the expert's opinion from that report, and then answer several questions about your
perceptions of the defendant in question. You will also be asked to provide basic demographic information about
yourself, such as your age and years of experience on the bench. None of these questions will ask you for personally
identifying information.

Your participation is expected to take approximately 20-30 minutes. At the conclusion of the study, you may enter into a
drawing to win one of six Amazon gift cards (in the amount of $25 or $50). You may quit at any time; however, you must
complete the study in full to be eligible for compensation. You may also complete the survey without entering the
drawing. There are no anticipated risks of participating in this study. Please do not hesitate to contact me directly at
Ashley.Batastini@usm.edu or (601)-266-6479 for further information.

We greatly appreciate your consideration and hope that you take some time to contribute to the advancement of
forensic mental health practice.

Erica Mathis, M.A.

Doctoral Candidate, Counseling Psychology, Department of Psychology
Extern, Southern Behavioral Medicine Associates
The University of Southern Mississippi
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7126/2016 WAC 388-60-0575: Who are the advisory committee members and how are they chosen?

"WAC 388-60-0575

Who are the advisory committee members and how are they chosen?

The advisory committee must include the following members:

(1) Four persons representing the perspective of victims of domestic violence. They will be chosen with
input from the Washington State Coalition Against Domestic Violence (WSCADV);

(2) Four persons representing the perspective of state-certified domestic violence perpetrator treatment
programs. They will be chosen with input from the Washington Association of Domestic Violence
Intervention Professionals (WADVIP);

(3) Four persons representing the perspective of adult misdemeanant probation and Washington state
sourts of limited jurisdiction. They will be chosen with input from the Misdemeanant Corrections
Association and the Washington State District and Municipal Court Judges Association;

(4) One person representing the department of corrections; and

(5) One person representing the office of the administrator for the courts.

[Statutory Authority: RCW 26.50.150. WSR 01-08-046, § 388-60-0575, filed 3/30/01, effective 4/30/01.]

http:/fapps.leg.wa.gov/WAC /default. aspx ?cite=388-60-0575 1M 35
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WASHINGTON

COURTS

Superior Court Judges’
Association

Michael T. Downes, President
Snohomish County Superior Court
3000 Rockefeller Ave, MS 502
Everett, WA 98201-4046

(425) 388-3075

Sean Patrick O’'Donnell
President Eiect

King County Superior Court
516 3rd Ave, Rm C-203
Seattle, WA 68104-2361
(206) 477-1501

Harold D. Clarke, Il
Immediate Past President
Spokane County Superior Court
1116 W Broadway Ave
Spokane, WA 99260-0350
(508) 477-6717

Bruce |. Weiss, Secretary
Snohomish County Superior Court
3000 Rockefeller Ave, MS 502
Everett, WA 98201-4046

(425) 388-7335

Bryan E. Chushcoft, Treasurer
Pierce County Superior Court
930 Tacoma Ave §, Rm 334
Tacoma, WA 98402-2108

(253) 798-7574

Board of Trustess

James J. Dixon

Thurston County Superior Court
2000 Lakeridge Drive SW, Bidg 2
Olympia, WA 98602

(380) 754-4405

David A. Kurtz

Snohomish County Superior Court
3000 Rockefeller Avenue, MS 502
Everett, V\(A 98201-4046

{425) 388-3881

Barbara Linde

King County Superior Court
516 3rd Ave, Rm C-203
Seattle, WA 88104-2361
{208) 477-1361

John W. Lohrmann

Walla Walla County Superior Court
315 W Main St, FI. 3

PO Box 838

Walla Walla, WA 99362-0259
(509) 524.2790

Michael P. Price

Spokane County Superior Court
1116 W Broadway Ave
Spokane, WA 99260-0350
(509) 477-4766

Judith H. Ramseyer

King County Superior Court
518 3rd Ave, Rm C-203
Seattle, WA 98104-2361
(206) 477-1605

Susan K. Serko

Pierce County Superior Court
93C Tacoma Ave 5, Rm 334
Tacoma, WA 98402-2108
(253) 798-3646

June 14, 2016

Honorable Charles W. Johnson

Honorable Mary I. Yu

Washington State Minority and Justice Commission
PO Box 41170

Olympia, WA 98504-1170

Honorable G. Scott Marinella

District and Municipal Court Judges' Association (DMCJA)
535 Cameron St.

Dayton, WA 99328-1279

Dear Justice Johnson, Justice Yu, and Judge Marinella:
RE: “3DaysCount” — An Initiative to Reform Washington's Money Bail Practices

Recently at a Superior Court Judges' Association (SCJA) meeting, the
SCJA Board voted unanimously to apply for the Pretrial Justice Institute’s (PJI)
“3DaysCount” initiative, a program that offers states assistance in improving and
reforming their pretrial bail practices. The PJ| is currently administering a similar
effort in Yakima County with impressive results in reducing the detention of low
risk defendants before trial. The “3DaysCount” has a particular focus on:
e reducing unnecessary arrests that destabilize families and communities,
« replacing discriminatory cash bail with practical, risk-based decision-
making, and
e restricting detention (after due process) to the small number of people who
pose a genuine threat to public safety.

As you well know, a cash bail system can lead to increased punishment for those
accused of crimes and the disproportionate treatment of minorities and those who
are economically disadvantaged. A cash bail system also has public safety
implications—those who have access to money can gain their freedom without
any true assessment of risk. One component of the “3DaysCount” initiative is the
employment of bias-free, evidence-based risk assessment tools. Whether a risk
assessment tool is appropriate here in Washington, on a city, county, or statewide
basis, is one of many issues this effort would explore.

Under PJI's program, there is no cost to participate. However, there will be certain
administrative responsibilities that program applicants will need to undertake as
the program launches and then begins implementation. The PJI's staff is
prepared to consult with us further on this application, staff requirements, and
what a roll-out of “3DaysCount” would look like in Washington.

STATE OF WASHINGTON
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Honorable Charles W. Johnson
Honorable Mary . Yu
Honorable G. Scott Marinella
June 14, 2016

Page 2

| have included with this letter background material on “3DaysCount,” as well as a recent study from
the Abell Foundation, analyzing the cash bail system in Maryland.

The SCJA recognizes that the Minority and Justice Commission (MJC) has taken a particular interest
in this issue and has ongoing outreach and education efforts on this topic. This endeavor will require
the cooperation of numerous stakeholders and the leadership of groups like ours to advance reform
here in Washington, which is why the SCJA is particularly interested in making a joint application with
the MJC and DMCJA. We also hope that the Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) will express its
support for this initiative as we move forward.

The SCJA believes that the time is right to study, analyze, and act on the important issue of reforming
and improving Washington’s cash bail system. Our Association is willing to take the lead on arranging
a further discussion with PJI staff and your leadership teams, and then following through with a joint
application.

Please feel free to contact me if you are interested in joining the SCJA in this effort. We are hopeful
you will agree to make a joint application for Washington’s participation in the “3DaysCount” initiative.
| look forward to hearing from you.

Best regards,

W YWV
Michael T. Downes
SCJA President-Judge

Enclosures
cc: Chief Justice Barbara Madsen
BJA Policy and Planning Committee Members
SCJA Board of Trustees
Ms. Callie Dietz
Ms. Janet Skreen



Al every stage in the ciminal justice system people of color fare
worse than their White counterparts—the pretiial stage is no exception.
Morey ball is especially unfair to people of color, not o mention
defendants, victims, and the general public.

For non-violent drug arrests:

i _ African Americans Hispanicsare
§Oim§§ are 2 times more 2.5 times more
‘o be arrested likely tobe detained likely tobe detained
than White Americans. than Whites. than Whites.

Race and bail amounts
are significantly
correlated

The U.S. Supreme Court has affirmed
the pretrial process as "perhaps the
most critical period’ of criminal legal
nroceedings, vet, to tate, racial dsparities
at this slage of the justice process have Hispanic Men African

not gotten the same scrutiny as other American Men
stages like arrest and sentencing.

Monetary bail system

Lackofadequate informationto
nelp make informeddeacisions

No oversight of discrationary

ciecision-makin

g

of racial
discrimination

Juriscictionsthal allownon-

lawyers Lo make ball decisions

Imiplicit biases of system actors
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3@&3{5@@%&@&”“ Campaign

Arevyouachi eﬁustace legislator, attorney general, or governor? Have you submitted your
3DaysCount " Letter of Interest and been invited to do the Readiness Assessment but found you
don’t really know the answers to some of the questions?

We want you with us. And we know that some of you will need more time in between the Letter of
Interest submission and the due date for the Readiness Assessment. Below are some suggestions,
based on our experience, 1o help vou be in a better position to successfully subbmit the Readiness
Assessment.

1. Form a Small Team of the Willing

Convene key state-level stakeholders to discuss pretrial issues and opportunities for improvement,
and to gauge their ability to participate in improving pretrial and ball systems. Do not include those
adamantly opposed, for now. Focus on creating a team of the willing, to get situational awareness
and generate community.

Consider doing individual phone calls to establish or deepen relationships while inviting them to
participate in this first convening.

Suggested supporting actors include:

o Governot's office representative

< Atieast one influential legislator who could get pretrial legislation passed, if it is needed

v Attorney general representative

s Criminal court/ball setting judge {or judicial education center)

o Represgntative from state prosecutor organization

«  Representative from statewide public defender system (n’ap slicalie) or private bar

«  Representative from state-level victims’ advocacy organization

»  Representative from state association of sheriff and/or detentions directors

«  Representative from state association of police chiefs

»  Representative from state association of pretrial services

= Representative from stete level behaviora! health community

¢« Other advocacy group representatives with state chamwrs {e.g., ACLU, Innocence Project,
Working Families, oivil rights organizations, Drug Policy Aéisam%}

«  Community organizers

s A Campaign of the Pretrial justice Instituts o
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2. ldentify Some Stalf Support

Identify a key individual from the judicial, executive, and/or legislative branch(es), or a very strong
and influential NGO, who could serve as 3 "3DaysCount™ Team Captain” in support of the state-
lovel pretrial team.

This individual {and it might teke a small group) could take on the following tasks:

s+ Schedule meetings and notify atlendees

= Work with the chairperson on agenda planning

«  Coordinate presentations and handouts

+  Record meeling minuies

= identify resources to analyze and sumimarize state’s pretrial laws

o ldentify resources to analyze and summarize state’s relevant pretrial dats
+ ldentify rescurces to map state’s supervision and diversion/referral assets
= Serve as point-of-contact to Pl and other assistance providers

3. Work with the Team to Prepare a “test run” Readiness Assessment

The items on the assessment are meant to help our staff undersiand the point from which vou are
starting. Different places have different needs, and this is our way of knowing how best to support
vour efforts while also assessing your likelihood of success. This is a team sport, but we both have to
come to the field with the right equipment and the same goals.

Pt will provide all jurisdictions whose Letters of Interest and subsequent interview results in an
invitation to submit the Readiness Assessment with a copy of that assessment and the promise of 3
follow-up call prior to formal submission,

BRI
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Voters Want 3DaysCount™ Solutions

The Pretrial Justice Institute’s 3DaysCount™ campaign promotes commonsense solutions to long-
standing pretrial justice system chalienges that discriminate against the poor, fail to protect
individual and community safety, and squander public resources,

Flected officials and other justice system stakeholders can be confident In widespread and strong
public support for the principles, goals, and specific solutions of the campaign, which will set a new
standard of pretrial justice by the year 2020 by supporting 20 states to:

s Reduce unnecessary arrests that destabilize families and communities,
s Replace discriminatory cash bail with practical, risk-based decision-making, and

»  Restrict detention (after due process) to the small number of people who pose a genuing
threat to public safety.

People Want Change

Polls show falling confidence in current U.S. criminal justice practice. Tworthirds of likely voters feel
that the system is doing a "just fair” or "poor” job at protecting public safety and using public
resources wisely. Repeated polling by Pil shows this dissatisfaction increasing—reaching more than
rwo-thirds of respondents in 2015 (Figure 1),

Figure 1. Performance of Criminal Justice System’

fune 2012 :

May 2013 ! August 2015
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Much of this dissatisfaction may be traced o the undue
influence of money. 68% of likely voters believe that criminal
justice systems favor the rich; only 13% strongly believe
that all citizens are treated equaily regardiess of wealth.

3IDaysCount™ Solutions

Fach of the 3DaysCount™ solutions responds o recognized
system challenges with improvements that voters support.

Reduce Arrests

Voters understand that not all alleged lawbreskers belong in jaill, and that even a short time in
detention can have lasting and harmful consequences.” 3DaysCount™ supports systems to perform
custodial arrests only when necessary and to release others safely with citations or summonses to
appear in court.

When asked to identify the biggest problems facing our criminal justice system, the incarceration of
people for minor, nonviolent offenses was the most common response, named by 34% of
respondents,

An overwhelming percentage of voters polled by PJi {8B0%) agree or strongly agree that police
should focus on identifying and arresting violent, high-risk suspects instead of low-level, nonviolent
suspects. This belief crosses political party lines.

Similarly, 76% of voters support or strongly support reducing the number of arrests for low-level,
nonviclent offenses by issuing citations in lieu of arrest for those offenses (Figure 2).

Figure 2: More than three-fourths Replace Cash Bail with Risk Assessment
of voters support

citations in eu of arrest,

Support for replacing cash bail with risk-based
systems—the second goal of 3DaysCount’™e-

Bon't coincides with the widely held belief that the
strongly aor criminal  justice  system favors thase  with

financial resources. 83% of respondents believe
that people with money are able to buy thelr
way oul of jail while poorer peoole remain
incarcerated.

Lppose

A

MNearly three-fourths of voters believe that risk,
not money, should be the primary factor in
oretvial release  decisions. This  support
transcends politicel, racial, and ethnic divisions
Favor/Stro (Figure 3). In some jurisdictions, the support is
ngly Favor as high as 91%.*
6%

84% of voters favor or strongly favor the use of
risk assessment and, when needed, prefrial
suparvision to reduce unnecessary pretrial
incarceration.

2 Laura and John Amold Foungation, "Pretrial Criminal Justice Research,” November 2015,
A Florida TaxwWaten Center for Smart Justice, Smiart Justios Polt Results. January 19, 20172
R
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the Qniy system they’ve ever known—a brief explanataon of ri sk based systems increases support for
replacing cash bail with risk to more than half (58%).

Risk-based decision-making is so intuitively appealing, in fact, that many voters (28%) believe it is
currently in use. Yet fewer than 10% of jurisdictions use empirically derved assessment tocls to
guide pretrial decisions,

Figure 3. Determining Factor for Keeping Someone in Jail Before Trial:
Risk Assessment vs. Cash Bail

el o o % Spnpeaa
Cash Risk  Cash Rssk Cash

Risk  Cash Risk  Cash

Risk  Cash

Likely Democrots  Independent Whites African Letings
Vioders American
Allow for Detention of Defendants Based on Risk
The third goal of 3DaysCount™, to empower siates to
detain the highest-risk defendants, with full due process . -
and without the chance to Buy thelr way out, is Figure 4 Sug}pmti‘i‘m
supported by 81% of voters (Figure 4). Preventive Detention
Americans believe that the c’:nmmaé justice system’s top Non't

mandate is 1o psmed public safety”, yet more than a third
of voters {35%) say that cash bail fails to address crime or
keep us safe. They are right. Currently, most courts are
legally obligated to offer release to dangerous
defendants they believe should remain behind bars.
Although they may fry to circumvent this obligation by
setting high bail amounts, these are too often met—
usually with the belp of the for-profit bait industry.
Suppor
The commonsenss solutions supported by 3DaysCount™ A 3~f%
are basad on research and best practices. Importantly, -
ihey also enjoy broad and strong public support. Elected
officials and other justice system stakeholders can be
conficent that their constituents support the principles,
goals, and specific solutions advanced by 3DaysCount™.

A The Opportunity Agenda, An Overview of Public Opinion and Discoarse on Crimingd Justice Issues, Aug.st 2014
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Commonsense Pretrial

We invite you to join cur campaign fo apply commonsense solutions to widespread pretrial
justice challenges, making our country safer and ensuring the best possible outcomes for all.

The campaign, which we call 3DaysCount™, is a nationwide initiative to

» reduce unnecessary arrests that destabilize families and communities,

« replace discriminatory cash bail with practical, risk-based decision-making, and

» restrict detention {after due process) to the small number of people who pose a
genuine threat to public safety.

And we will do this in 20 states by 2020.

Three Days Count

Cur justice system currently operates like a complex maze, with too many entry points and too
few exits. As a result, many people enter jail-—and stay in pretrial detention—unnecessarily,
which increases their chances of getting stuck in the maze. In fact, each year nearly 12 million
people are booked into U.S. jails, mostly for nenviolent misdemeanors, and more than 60
percent of jail inmates are unconvicted—largely because they are too poor to post even small
money bond amounts.

Fven three days in jail can be too much, leaving low-risk defendants less likely to appear in
court and mere lilely to commit new crimes—because of the stress incarceration places on
fundamentals like jobs, housing and family connections.

Meanwhile, half of the highest-risk defendants go free by posting cash ball under faws that
currently hinder juddges’ ability to detain based on risk.

People who could safely await trial under community supervision are also more likely to be
sentenced to probation (instead of jail) if convicted, since they've already demonstrated
good behavior under monitoring. By keeping nonviolent defendants out of the maze, we can
improve their outcomes. This is @ more commonsense approach to justice, producing better
public safety and saving money.




The 3DaysCount™ Solution

3DaysCount™ will follow the example of places like Colorado, Kentucky, New Jersey,
Washington, DC, and dozens of other locales where updated state laws encouraged local
jurisdictions to reliably implement smarter pretrial justice policies and practices.

To mest the goals of the 3DaysCount™ campaign, Pjl and its partners will support participating
states to

» improve State Statutes and Court Rules — For example, by reducing severity
for certain low-level offenses; encouraging "cite and release” practices instead of
custodial arrest for low-level misdemeanors, guided by risk; and replacing the use of
cash bail with pretrial risk assessment

= Improve State Constitutions — Where necessary, constitutional changes can aliow
for preventive detention based on assessed risk and with due process

¢ Implement statewide evidence-based tools — Introducing or refining objective
pretrial risk assessment and supervision guidelines lets courts make better informed
decisions about pretrial release and conditions

» Empower and Mobilize Community — Working to ensure all people—families,
neighbors, community organizers, etc.—understand and are given the space to
engage in the change process, and to have a voice in shaping the future of their pretrial
iustice systems

Any state can join and be one of the 20 states that will set a new national standard for pretrial
justice. Some of vou already are on your way. Signing up for the campaign requires the
commitment by a leader from one of the three branches of state government or a prominent
state-based advocacy or stakeholder association (such as a state association of sheriffs, poiice
chiefs, or county commissioners).

There's no cost 1o joining 3Davslount™, but a state must be ready to make changes and
report back on its progress. We invite you i join this campaign and the big goal of achieving
pretrial justice.

“There has never been o time more ripe than now o bring commonsense pretrial to
our country, Families and communities have the right to expect our systems to work,
and those who work in the system have the vision and commitment to see this through,
We can toke whot we have seen work and aocelerate progress throughout the whaole
country, state by state. We con do this.” — Cherise Fanno Burdeen

For more information about joining this important campaign to achieve pretrial justice
in 20 states by 2020, visit our website, www.pretrial.org/3DaysCount.
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Abell Report

Published by the Abell Foundation
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Finishing the Joh: Modernizing Maryland’s Bail System

By John Clark, Pretrial Justice Institute

Executive Summary

There are three major issues confronting the bail
system in Maryland that leave it unfair, unsafe,
and ineffective. First, current practices result in
economic and racial disparities. Secured financial
bonds, those requiring the actual payment of
money or bail property to secure defendants’
release, are used extensively throughout
Maryland, leaving those defendants without the
financial means to post their bonds — most often
racial and ethnic minorities — in jail pending
trial. Second, because of the reliance on secured
financial bonds, defendants who pose a risk to
community safety but have access to money can
buy their way out of jail. Third, the availability of
evidence-based practices, which have shown to
be effective in other jurisdictions in addressing
fairness and safety issues, is spotty at bestin
Maryland.

These issues have surfaced most prominently in
Baltimore, where data show that defendants who
are identified as low risk, meaning that they have
very high probabilities of appearing in court and
completing the pretrial period without arrest for
new criminal aclivity, have secured bond amounts
that are five times higher than those set for low-
risk defendants in Montgomery County.

Several other states have )implemented ball
reform in recent years and can serve as models
for Maryland, including Colorado and Kentucky,
which have macde major changes to bail laws and

Abell Foundation www abell.org |

@abellfoundation |

implemented statewide validated pretrial risk
assessment tools. New Jersey recently enacted
the necessary laws to bring massive reforms to
bail practices in the state starting in 2017,

In recent years, two high-level bodies have
sought to identify the reforms needed in
Maryland’s bail system. Both the Task Force
to Study the Laws and Policies Relating

to Representation of Indigent Criminal
Defense, and the Governor’'s Commission
to Reform Maryland's Pretrial System, have
presented recommendations that would
result in a major overhaul of bail practices.
Their recommendations have beenin line
with reforms that other states have either
implemented or are exploring. What the
recommendations from these two bodies
lacked, however, was a path to impiementing
bail reform in Maryland.

This report not anly re-emphasizes why bail
reform is urgently needed, but it also lays out a
clear path, through specific recommendations
for the short, medium, and long term, that
Maryland officials can follow in planning and
implementing reform. The recommendations
are aimed at achieving three broad goals: (1)
send fewer people to jail pending adjudication
of their cases; (2) replace the current cash bait
system with one that relies heavily on risk-
based decision-making; and (3) restrict the
use of preventive detention to the highest risk
defendants.

P:410-547-1300 |  june 2016
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Studies have found that detaining low- and moderate-risk
defendants for as short as two days — often the time it takes
to pull together the money to pay a financial bond — greatly
increases instances of failure to appear and arrests for new
criminal activity, as well as recidivism rates.*

Introduction

Bail reform is on the move around the
country, backed by unprecedented

support from key stakeholder groups,
including law enforcement, the judiciary,
prosecutors, defenders, sheriffs, and county
administrators.' State legislatures around the
country, including those in Kentucky, Colorado,
and New Jersey, have re-written their bail laws
to introduce major reforms.? High-ranking
officials in several other states, including New
York, Maine, Connecticut, Utah, Alaska, and
Delaware, are pushing for bail reform.”

Bail reform efforts are receiving extraordinary
funding support from both public and

private entities. For example, the Bureau of
Justice Assistance of the U.S. Department

of Justice has launched the Smart Pretrial
Demonstration Initiative, the first pretrial
demonstration project supported by the
Justice Department in more than a quarter of
a century. Private philanthropies, including
the Public Welfare Foundation, the Laura and
John Arnold Foundation, and the MacArthur
Foundation, have invested heavily in national
pretrial justice reform efforts. In addition, a
bill has been introduced in the U.S. House of
Representatives - the "No More Money Bail Act
of 2016,” House Bill 4611 - that would prohibit
the use of money bail in the federal system
and encourage state and local jurisdictions
that received federal funding through the
Edward Byrne justice Assistance Grants
Program to replace their existing money bail
systems with ones that are risk based.

These efforts have come amid growing
evidence of the devastating impact of pretrial
detention. Studies have found that detaining
low- and moderate-risk defendants for as short
as two days — often the time it takes to pull
together the money to pay a financial bond —
greatly increases instances of failure to appear
and arrests for new criminal activity, as well

as recidivism rates.” One recent study showed
that persons detained for inability to post bond
face up to a 30 percent increase in likelihood of
conviction.” Studies also show that detaining
low- and moderate-risk defendants throughout
the pretrial period significantly increases their
likelihood of receiving harsher sentences."

A new study has shown the impact that just
setting financial bonds has on outcomes. The
study found that, controlling for other factors,
those who were assigned financial bonds had
a higher likelihood of being convicted than
those released non-financially. The study also
found that setting a financial bond increased
recidivism by four percent, and had no impact
on reducing failures to appear.’

In a 2010 report, Baltimore Behind Bars,

the justice Policy Institute {JPI) also found
that there were significant cost savings in
usIng pretrial supervision services instead

of incarceration. |Pl reported that the

the Maryland Department of Budget and
Management estimated it cost $100 per day to
hold one person in the Detention Center and
$159 per person per day in Central Booking. In
comparison, JPI estimated the cost of pretrial
release services to be $2.50 per person per day.*



In Maryland, officials have been exploring ways
to address the major shortcomings in the bail
system. The impetus for this attention stemmed
from the Maryland Court of Appeals’ 2013

ruling in the case of DeWolfe v. Richmond,” which
required that, because a defendant’s liberty

was at risk at the initial bail-setting hearing,
defense counsel must be made available to
indigent defendants at that point. Two state
bodies — the Task Force to Study the Laws and
Policies Relating to Representation of Indigent
Criminal Defense, established in 2013, and the
Governor’'s Commission to Reform Maryland’s
Pretrial System, established in 2014 — have since
looked at ways to fix the bail system, making
bold recommendations to establish statewide
pretrial services and to replace the money-based
hail system with risk assessment. But the reports
issued by these hodies did not identify a clear
path to bringing those recommendations to
fruition. As aresult, there has not yet been any
progress in enacting meaningful bail reform
measures in Maryland.

The purpose of this report is to re-emphasize

the need for major reform of the bail system

in Maryland and to identify a plausible path to
create a bail system that is safe, fair, and effective
for all Maryland citizens. Given the focus on
criminal justice reform over the last year by a
broad array of stakeholders, the time has come
for Maryland officials to take this path.

Section T of this report focuses on why bail reform
is so urgently needed in Maryland. Section Il
reviews the efforts that have been made in recent
years to bring bail practices in Maryland more in
line with the latest research, but which to date
have fallen shaort of legal and evidence-based
pretrial justice. Section Il presents examples of
other states’ approaches to building effective

bail systems that Maryland officials could look to
as models. The final section contains a series of
recommendations laying out steps that can be
taken over the next three years to build a system
that works best for Maryland.

Abell Foundation www.abell.org |

@abellfoundation |

I. CURRENT ISSUES FACING
MARYLAND: WHY CHANGE IS NEEDED

In Maryland, persons who are arrested and
taken into custody appear before a District
Court Commissioner for an initial appearance
within 24 hours after arrest, If they are not
released on their own recognizance (with a
written promise to return to court at a specified
date) or with a bond, they are sent to a District
Court Judge for a bail review hearing, which
occurs the next court business day.

At either hearing, for those defendants not
released on their own recognizance, the courts
may offer three general types of financial
bonds:

+  Anunsecured bond, where defendants
simply sign a document and personally
guarantee they will appear, or pay the full
bond;

« A 10 percent cash deposit on the bond; or

+  Acash bond, where defendants have the
option to pay the full amount prior to
release, with the bond returned at the end
of the case provided it is not forfeited for
failure to appear; or engage the services
of a commercial, for-profit bail bonding
company, which guarantees, before
release, the full bond amount. For this
service, defendants pay a nonrefundable
fee (typically around 10 percent), either
as a lump sum or in installments.' When
a cash bond is set, defendants have
the option of paying the full amount
themselves or using a commercial bail-
bonding company.

Maryland is facing three major issues with its
current bail system that need to be addressed:

+  Current bail policies and practices are
economically and racially discriminatory;

» Current bail policies and practices put
community safety at risk; and

P:410-547-1300 |  June 2016
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Those who are unable to make a bond payment may fall
into deeper economic despair through the loss of jobs
and housing while in jail, while other important financial
matters, such as child support payments, are put on hold
and incur additional penalties and fees.

»  There is little use in Maryland of evidence-
based practices that can address both
economic and racial disparities and
community safety.

Economic and racial disparities

Secured financial bonds play a significant role
in determining pretrial release in Maryland.

In six Maryland jurisdictions studied as part

of the work of the Commission to Reform
Maryland’s Pretrial System, 71 percent of
defendants appearing at a bond review
hearing had a secured financial bond set, with
an average bond amount of $39,041. Two-
thirds of these defendants were unable to post
their bonds and remained in jail."

Requiring defendants to post financial bonds
as a pre-condition to being released pretrial
has obvious implications for those of low
economic means. Even when defendants

are able to pay the bondsman’s fees, usually
about 10 percent of the full value of the bond,
the money may have come out of family funds
for groceries or the next month's rent. And,
of course, those who are unable to make a
bond payment may fall into deeper economic
despair through the loss of jobs and housing
while in jail, while other important financial
matters, such as child support payments, are
put on hold and incur additional penalties and
fees,

Data from the Commission’s study also
showed how “justice by geography” can

lead to economic discrimination. Defendants
assessed as low risk — meaning that they have
very high probabilities of appearing in court

and completing the pretrial period without
arrests for new criminal activity — in Baltimore
City had an average bond that was nearly twice
that of Prince George’s County, and five times
greater than that of Montgomery County, a
jurisdiction with a substantially higher median
income.’”

The economic disparities unleashed by the
money-based bail system fall most heavily on
racial minorities. Studies have consistently
shown that African-American defendants have
higher bond amounts and are detained on
bonds at higher rates than white defendants,™
a factor contributing to the disproportionate
confinement of persons of color. In Maryland,
African-Americans comprise roughly 30
percent of the general population but make up
70 percent of prisoners." In Baltimore, African-
Americans comprise about 60 percent of the
city's residents, but 90 percent of Baltimore jail
inmates. " In the five Baltimore neighborhoods
with the most jailed residents in the city

— places where more than nine out of 10
residents are African-American — the average
median income is $26,164, an income level that
is lower than the average bail amount offered
in Baldimore City in 2013, (For defendants
assessed o be low risk at first appearance, the
average bail amount was $51,000.) In other
wards, the overwhelmingly large percentage of
low-income African-American defendants from
these neighborhoods would likely face huge
barriers raising the 10 percent nonrefundable
deposit needed tor a for-profit bail bondsman
or 1f given the opuon, a cash deposit on

thetr bond.



The money-based bail system allows those defendants who
are granted bail and who have access to money to purchase
their pretrial release, regardless of the risk they may pose

to public safety.

There have been a growing number of legal
chalienges to the money-based bail system
around the country on the grounds that requiring
indigent defendants to post financial bonds
violates their equal protection rights. The civil
rights law firm Equal Justice Under Law (EJUL) has
amassed almost a dozen victories in class action
challenges to money-based hail systems in seven
states. These suits have forced the courts in those
jurisdictions to drastically reform their money-
based bail-setting practices.””

These suits have coincided with a series of

strong statements and actions from various
entities within the Executive Branch of the

U.S. Government on the economic and racial
disparities resulting from the use of money-based
bait systems. For example:

+  The U.S. Department of Justice, in a Statement
of Interest filed in U.S. District Court as part of
one EJUL lawsuit, wrote, “(flundamental and
long-standing principles of equal protection
squarely prohibit bail schemes based solely
on the ability to pay.”

+  Thereport by the Civil Rights Division of the
U.S. Department of justice on its investigation
of the justice system in Ferguson, Missouri,
following the shooting death of an African-
American man by police, found that
Ferguson’s bail practices, which relied
heavily on secured financial bonds and were
solely charge-based, were unlawful and
were resulting in unnecessary ncarceration,
dispropartionally affecting people of color. ™

»  The White House recently hosted a meeting

Abell Foundation www.abell.org |

@abellfoundation |

of top-level stakeholders to discuss how
the use of money in justice systems —
including the use of secured financial
bonds — is ineffective and undermines
safety and fairness.

+  The White House Council of EConomic
Advisors released an Issue Brief to coincide
with this meeting, stating that reliance
on secured financial bonds is "regressive,
leading to pretrial detention of the
poorest rather than the most dangerous
defendants.”#

Putting community safety at risk

The money-based bail system allows those
defendants who are granted bail and who

have access to money to purchase their

pretrial release, regardless of the risk they

may pose to public safety. Ironically, under

this system, judges may actually make it

easier for defendants deemed to pose public
safety risks to get out when, to address those
risks, they set high secured bond amounts.
While the intent of the jJudge may be that the
defendant will not be able to post the bond, the
economic reality is that the higher the bond
amount, the higher the profit margin for the
bonding company that does business with a
dangerous, high-risk defendant. For example, a
commercial bail bonding company might make
$1,000 from a $10,000 bond, but the company
can earn $10,000 from a $100,000 bond.

And since the bonding company is only liable
for bond forfeiture if the defendant fails
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to appear in court — not if the defendant
is arrested for new criminal activity while
on bond — honding out dangerous, high-
bond defendants is a no-risk venture for the
company unless the defendant also shows a
strong likelihood to flee.”' It is not surprising
that research shows that about half of high-
risk defendants get out of jail pending trial.-

This is why the International Association

of Chiefs of Police has called for the use of
different tools — supervised pretrial release
for those with manageable risks and detention
without bond for those with unmanageable
risks — instead of money to protect public
safety.

Absence of evidence-based practices in
pretrial justice

The cornerstone of evidence-based pretrial
justice practices is the use of an empirically
derived pretrial risk assessment tool. There
have been significant strides in the past 10 to
15 years in the development of such tools, and
several state legislatures have enacted laws
requiring their use.”

Numerous pretrial risk assessment studies
have demonstrated that the overwhelming
majority of defendants fall into low- or
medium-risk categories. For example, the
study that produced the Ohio statewide
pretrial risk assessment too! found that, of the
three risk levels, only 17 percent of defendants
fell into the high-risk category; 29 percent
were in the low-risk category, and 54 percent
were in the moderate category.-* A study

of the Virginia risk assessment tool, which

has five risk categories, showed that only 15
percent of defendants were being identified
as being at the highest (fifth) risk level, with
17 percent falling into the fourth risk group.
Forty-seven percent fell in the two lowest

risk categories.”” The study of the Colorado
pretrial risk assessment tool, which has four
risk categories, identified only 8 percent of

defendants as being the highest risk. Twenty
percent of defendants were found to be in the
lowest risk level, and 49 percent were at the
second lowest level.’

Research is providing guidance on effectively
matching identified risk levels with appropriate
risk management strategies. For example,
defendants who are found to be fow risk have
very high rates of success on pretrial release.
Research has shown that these already

high rates cannot be improved by imposing
restrictive conditions of release on low-risk
defendants. The research also shows that the
only result to expect when imposing restrictive
conditions of release on low-risk defendants is
an increase in technical violations. Instead, the
most appropriate response is to release these
low-risk defendants on personal bonds with no
specific conditions, and no supervision other
than to receive a reminder notice of their court
dates.”

Other studies have found that high-risk
defendants whao are released with supervision
have higher rates of appearing in court and
completing the case without arrests for new
criminal activity. For example, one study
found that, when controlling for other factors,
high-risk defendants who were released with
supervision were 33 percent less likely to fail
to appear in court than their unsupervised
counterparts.”

In Maryland, the availability of evidence-based
risk assessiment and supervision practices is
spotty at hest, Typically, risk assessments and
pretrial supervision are conducted by pretrial
services programs. Of the 24 jurisdictions in
Maryland, anly five, including Baltimare City,
have pretrial services programs that conduct
risk assessments before the defendant's bail
review hearing in District Court, and only

two of those programs use tools that have
been empirically tested for validity. Only 11
jurisdictions in Maryland currently have pretrial
services programs that supervise defendants.®



In Maryland, the availability of evidence-based risk
assessment and supervision practices is spotty at best.

The study requested by the Commission for its
report shows how the lack of these practices is
impacting decisions being made in Maryland.
The study found that people assessed to be at a
lower risk than others faced higher bail amounts:
“TAJt both the inttial appearance and the bail review
hearing, there wos an inverse relationship between
bail amounts and risk levels. Low-risk defendants
had higher bail amounts than moderate and higher
risk defendants.”

II. RECENT EFFORTS TO IMPROVE BAIL
PRACTICES IN MARYLAND

Since the Richmond case, several efforts have
been underway to enhance the bail process in
Maryland.

Expanding authority for citation releases

The first effort, taken in 2012, was an attempt

to reduce the number of persons brought into
the system by taking them into custody. The
Maryland legislature passed Senate Bill 422
(Chapter 504 of 2012), which expanded the
opportunities for police to give someone a civil
citation for behavior, in lieu of a formal arrest.
Under the new law, an officer who has grounds to
make a warrantless arrest can (1) issue a citation
in lieu of making an arrest (“cite and release”), or
(2) make the arrest, process (1.e,, fingerprint and
photograph the defendant), and subsequently
issue a citation in lieu ot continued custody and
appearance betare a Court Commissioner {“book,
cite, and release”). The new law covered any
misdemeanor o) local ordinance violation that
does not carry a penalty of imprisonment, any
misdemeanor or lacal ordinance violation for
which the maximum penalty of imprisonment

is 90 days or less, and possession of marijuana
under 8 5-601 ot the Criminal Law Article. -

Abell Foundation www.abell.ory |

@abellfoundation |

Requiring defense representation at
initial bail hearings

Historically, defense representation for
indigent defendants was not available at
either the initial bail setting by the District
Court Commissioner or the bail review
hearing in District Court. A study conducted
by the University of Maryland in the late

1990s first shed light on the vital role that
defense representation plays at the bail
hearing. It showed that the presence of legal
representation at bail review hearings makes
it more likely defendants would be released or
see their bond reduced to a more affordable
amount.’ In the decade that followed this
study, lawsuits were brought around the issue
that most indigent defendants faced their
initial appearance hearing before a District
Court Commission without counsel.

In 2011, when the Maryland Court of Appeals
ruled in DeWolfe v. Richmond that the Office

of the Public Defender (OPD) must represent
indigent defendants “in all stages” of criminal
proceedings, the legislature was forced to
provide funding for such representation.
Elected officials heard estimates that it could
cost upwards of $27 million dollars or more
just for the OPD to remedy the specific finding
of the court. In 2014, legislation was offered
that proposed collapsing the initial appearance
and bail review hearing into one hearing
before a judge, with an OPD attorney available
at the hearing for indigent defendants. The
legislation failed to pass. With no legislative fix
in sight, lawmakers earmarked an additional
%10 million for the Maryland judiciary budget to
fund appointed attorneys to represent indigent
defendants at their first hearing.
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A survey of practices by the Governor's
Commission showed that in Baltimore City,
Prince George’s County, and Montgomery
County, attorneys are scheduled 24 hours

per day and seven days per week to provide
counsel before a defendant’s first appearance
in front of a District Court Commissioner. In
other counties, appointed attorneys are only
available at certain times of the day and work
in shifts of four, five, or eight hours.

As of November 2014, pretrial defendants
were waiving their right to counsel at higher
rates where appointed attorneys were
available at limited times. At the majority of
initial appearances statewide, defendants
waived their right to state-furnished counsel. *
Even in places like Baltimore City, where there
was counsel available around-the-clock, 41
percent of defendants waived counsel.

Creating a Task Force to Study the Laws
and Policies Relating to Representation
of Indigent Criminal Defense

As one response to the Richmond case, the
legislature passed a bill establishing a Task
Force to Study the Laws and Policies Relating
to Representation of Indigent Criminal
Defense (the “Task Force”) to examine and
make recommendations for improving the
indigent defense and pretrial release systems,
and report back to the legislature at the end of
2013.%

The Task Force reported its findings and
recommendations calling for, among other
things:

+  The establishment of a statewide pretrial
services agency located in the executive
branch;

+  The establishment of an objective,
validated risk assessment tool to beé used
by pretrial services;

+  Pretrial services to have the authority
to release without conditions those

individuals for whom the validated risk
assessment tool determined to be low risk;

« Judiciary deploy judges to ensure that
all defendants not released by pretrial
services have the benefit of an initial
appearance/bail review before a judge
within 24 hours of arrest;

+  Thecritical principle of prompt
presentment within 24 hours of arrest,
regardless of the system passed by the
legislature;

+  The establishment of a system for risk-
and-needs-based supervision, referral, and
treatment options in all Maryland counties;
and

+  The complete elimination of the use of
secured, financial conditions of pretrial
release that require a low-risk defendant
to pay some amount of money in order to
obtain release, while permitting high-risk
defendants with the resources to pay their
bonds to leave jail unsupervised.*

No legislation was put forward addressing
these recommendations of the Task Force.

Creating a Governor’'s Commission to
Reform Maryland’s Pretrial System

Without a comprehensive and cost-effective
solution, legislatars and the executive opted
again to study the problem. The Governor's
Commission to Reform Maryland’s Pretrial
System (the “Commission”) was instituted, and
directed to report to the legislature and the
executive before the 2015 general assembly
session recommendations on ways to ensure
that Maryland operates the best possible
statewide pretrial system.

The Commission approved 14
recommendations, including the following:

«  That a uniform pretrial services agency
be created across all 24 Maryland
Jurisdictions, responsible for administering



The Task Force recommended the complete elimination of
the use of secured financial conditions of pretrial release
that require a low-risk defendant to pay some amount of
money in order to obtain release, while permitting high-risk
defendants with the resources to pay their bonds to leave jail

unsupervised.3°

a statewide risk assessment tool, and
supervising those released with conditions;

+ That a validated pretrial risk assessment tool
be implemented;

«  That the use of secured, financial conditions
of pretrial release that require a low-risk
defendant to pay some amount of money
in order to obtain release, while permitting
high-risk defendants with the resources to
pay their bonds to leave jail unsupervised, be
completely eliminated; and

+  That state funding be used to create a
shared jail management system to allow for
data collection on the pretrial population
statewide.

In 2015, various legislative initiatives to change
Maryland’s pretrial approach failed to move
forward. Bills that would termimate OPD
representation at the District Court Commissioner
hearing, verify a defendant’s indigent status,
and amend the Maryland constitution to deny
someane representation at first hearing all failed
to be enacted. A hill that would have studied bail
practices statewide focusing on disparities in hail
amounts and release decisions by race. income,
and court of origin also failed to be enacted.*

III. NATIONAL MODELS

Both the Task Force to Study the Laws and
Policies Relating to Representation of Indigent
Criminal Defense and the Governor's Commission
to Reform Maryland's Pretrial System have
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recommended some type of statewide
approach to pretrial risk assessment and
supervision. There are several different
examples from other states on how to
approach this.

Kentucky

Today, Kentucky is incorporating the latest

in evidence-based practices, including
reducing reliance on monetary bonds and
basing recommendations on the results of an
empirically validated pretrial risk assessment
tool. In Kentucky, pretrial services are run at
the state level, and they serve every county in
the state.

These changes are quite recent. Until 2011, the
statewide pretrial services program and the
courts had put heavy reliance on monetary
bonds. This began to change after the
Kentucky legislature passed a bill in 2011, HB
463, which was intended to reduce the costs

of housing those incarcerated in the state's
prisons and jails. Among the changes in the bill
were reguirements that.

Pretrial services use an empirically
validated risk assessment instrument

and provide supervision of defendants
incorporating the latest in evidence-based
supervision practices;

«  Defendants who score as low risk on the
validated pretrial risk assessment tool be
released on their own recognizance, unless
the court makes a finding on the record
that such a release s not appropriate;

| P:410-547-1300 | June2016

57




58

A study conducted after the first six months of usc |of

a pretrial risk assessment] showed that pretrial release
rates rosc from 68 to 70 percent, and the increased
release rate was accompanied by a 15 percent reduction in
new criminal activity of defendants on pretrial release.”

+  Defendants who score as moderate risk
be released to the supervision of the
pretrial services program, unless the court
makes a finding that such a release is not
appropriate; and

+  For defendants charged with
misdemeanor offenses who are given a
monetary bond, the bond amount could
not exceed the maximum fine plus court
costs that the defendant could receive if
convicted.

In the first two years after passage of that
law, the nonfinancial pretrial release rate
went from 50 percent to 66 percent, while the
court appearance rate rose from 89 percent
to 91 percent, and the rate of those who

were arrested for new criminal activity while
on pretriat release went from 91 percent to

92 percent.® In 2013, the pretrial services
program began using a risk assessment

tool deveioped and tested by the Laura and
John Arnold Foundation — the Public Safety
Assessment-Court (PSA-Court). A study
conducted after the first six months of use
showed that pretrial release rates rose from 68
to 70 percent, and the increased release rate
was accompanied by a 15 percent reduction in
new criminal activity of defendants on pretrial
release.* Through careful analysis of risk
assessment data, Kentucky Pretrial Services
has been able to achieve these results without
any additional supervision resources. The
program has fine-tuned its recommendations
to assure that supervision resources are being
reserved for those defendants who need them,
and provides regular reports to judges on

defendant outcomes, giving judges assurance
that the pragram's approach is working.

Colorado

Two recent developments in Colorado have
put that state on a path toward implementing
evidence-based pretrial justice practices.

First, in 2011, the Colorado Commission on
Criminal and Juvenile Justice appointed a Bail
Subcommittee to make recommendations

for legislative changes that could result

In more evidence-based pretrial release
decision-making. That subcommittee spent

a year studying federal and state legal and
evidence-based pretrial justice practices.
Based on the recommendations of the
subcommittee, the Colorado legistature
passed, and the governor signed, a bill (HB
1236) that, among other things, encourages all
the jurisdictions within Colorado to establish
pretrial services programs, requires all pretrial
services programs in the state to use an
empirically validated risk assessment tool, and
discourages the use of monetary bonds,

Second, 10 pretrial services programs in
Colorado embarked on an effort to develop
an empirically vahdated risk assessment
instrument using data from all 10 counties.
The resulting validated instrument, which was
released in 2012, has been implemented in
those programs and in other counties around
the state.

Table 1 shows data rom the Colorado Pretrial
Assessment Tool (CPAT). The table illustrates

how the CPAT places defendants in categories
hased on the probability of success on pretrial



Table 1. Colorado Pretrial Assessment Tool

Risk Category Public Safety Rate

1 91%
2 80%
3 69%
4 58%

Table 2. Colorado Study Results

Court Appearance Rate

95%
85%

77%

51%

Public Safety Rate Court Appearance Rate

Risk Level Unsecured Bond

1 (Lowest) 93% 90%
2 84% 79%
3 69% 70%
4 (Highest) 64% 58%
Average 85% 76%

release. Thus, a judge knows that a defendant
in Risk Category 1 has a 91 percent probability
of completing the pretrial period without an
arrest for new criminat activity and a 95 percent
probability of making all court appearances.
Data from these tools can be used to heip guide
decisions in individual cases.

A study of the validated pretrial risk assessment
instrument looked at the effect of the type of
release on the likelihood of the defendant being
rearrested on a new offense while pending
adjudication of the original charge or of failing
to appear in court. The study was comprised of
1,919 defendants who were scored by the risk
assessment instrument into one of four risk
categories, going from lowest risk to highest,
As Table 2 shows, regardless of the risk level, as
ascertained through the use of the scientificalily
validated pretrial risk assessment instrument,
there was very little difference in defendant
success rates while on pretrial release between
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Unsecured Bond Secured Bond

97% 93%
87% 85%
80% 78%
43% 53%
88% 81%

those released on unsecured bond* and those
released on secured bonds. What differences
did exist were not statistically significant.

While this study found that defendants
released on unsecured bonds perform just as
well as defendants released on secured bonds
when controlling for risk levels, the study also
looked at the jail bed usage of defendants

on the two types of bonds. Not surprisingly,
defendants on unsecured bonds spend far
less time in jail than defendants with secured
bonds because defendants with secured bonds
must find the money or make arrangements
with a bail bonding company. Also, 39 percent
of defendants with secured bonds were never
able to raise the money and spent the entire
pretrial period in jail.

It summary, the study found that unsecured
bonds offer the same public safety and court
appearance benefits as secured bonds, but
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Unsecured bonds offer the same public safety and courl
appearance benefits as securcd honds. but do so with
substantially less use ol jail bed space.”

do so with substantiaily less use of jail bed
space.?’

Virginia

In 1995, the Virginia legislature passed the
Pretrial Services Act™, which authorized

state funding of locally established and
administered pretrial services programs. There
are currently 29 pretrial services programs

in Virginia serving 127 of 133 jurisdictions,

96 percent.® In 2003, Virginia became the
first state to test and implement a statewide
pretrial risk assessment tool. That tool, which
was re-validated in 2009, is used by all 29
pretrial services programs in the state.

Virginia officials have developed a matrix,
which combines risk level — as determined
through the use of the validated pretrial

risk assessment tool — with seriousness

of the charge to assign defendants to the
appropriate risk management strategy. As
part of the implementation of the matrix,

a study was conducted to measure various
aspects of its impact, including outcomes of
cases where staff had been trained on the
use of the matrix compared to those who
had not undergone training. The study found
that trained staff followed the matrix 80
percent of the time when formulating their
recommendations, and were 2.3 times more
likely to recommend nonfinancial release

at the initial court appearance than the
nontrained group. Moreover, judges were
twice as likely to release defendants at the first
appearance when working with trained staff.
Defendants whose cases were worked on by
matrix-trained staff were 1.3 times less likely
to fail to appear or have a new arrest pending

trial than those defendants where untrained
staff were involved.*

As this study makes clear, the value of a

pretrial risk assessment tool can be greatly
enhanced when staff receive training

on how to use the results in formulating
recommendations. When judges see consistent
recommendations, they are far more likely to
follow them.

New Jersey

In 2014, the New Jersey legislature passed a
law establishing a statewide pretrial services
program, under the Administrative Director of
the Courts. The program will be responsible
for conducting a risk assessment on all bail-
eligible defendants in every jurisdiction
throughout the state. The law requires that the
risk assessment be “objective, standardized,
and developed based on analysis of empirical
data and risk factors relative to the risk of
failure to appear in court when required and
danger to the community while on pretrial
release.” The law also requires the program to
provide supervisian of defendants released on
conditions by the court.™

The law also specifies that the statewide
pretrial services program will be credited $22
million a year from the state’s 21% Century
Justice Improvement Fund, which collects
money from court fihng and other statutory
fees.* The law also establishes a Pretrial
Services Program Review Commission with
representatives from the governor, attorney
general, senate, general assembly, court,
prosecutor, and public defender. The duty of
the Commission wilt be to review the annual



The value of a pretrial risk assessment Lool can be greatly enhanced
when staff receive training on how to use the resulls in formulating
recommendations. When judges see consistent recommendations,
they are far more likelyv to follow them.

report of the Administrative Director of the
Court on the development and administration
of the statewide pretrial services program,
examine laws pertaining to pretrial release and
detention, research pretrial practices from other
jurisdictions, and make recommendations for
legislation for enhancing pretrial services in the
state.*

The pretrial services program is currently being
pilot tested in two New Jersey counties, and will
launch statewide in 2017.

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

Both the Task Force and the Commission made
recommendations for a significant overhaul of
Maryland’s bail system. Those recommendations
have great merit, but they lacked a solidifying
focus of core, achievable objectives. The
recommendations that follow present many
previously recommended changes and a few
new ones, all geared toward achieving a few
fundamental goals that comprise essential
changes for meaningful pretrial reform. They are:

+ Send fewer people to jail prior to the
hearing or adjudication of criminal cases.
Jaithouse booking and subsequent detention
increase a myriad of negative outcomes for
individuels and justice systems. Strategies
such as the use of citations in lieu of
custodial arrest, and pre-booking diversion to
treatment or services and away from deeper
justice mvolvement, should be utihzed tor
low-risk inclividuals.

» Replace the current cash bail system
with one that relies heavily on risk-based

Abell Foundation www.abell.org |

@abecllfoundation

decision-making. Arrested people should
be handled according to the risks they pose
of flight and to public safety, not according
to the amount of money they can afford. In
fair and effective risk systems, unconvicted
people should never be jailed because they
lack bail money.

* Restrict preventive detention to the
highest risk defendants. Courts should
detain only those who pose clear and
measurable risks and for whom no
condition or combination of conditions
would protect the public. Courts should
be able and empowered to do so
transparently, without the setting of high
money bail amounts that some defendants
may be able to pay.

These goals are supported by a broad base of
professional stakeholders and public opinion,
and reflect current best practices in the pretrial
field. All the recommendations presented
below are proposed in service to these goals
and to create an improved and sustainable
pretrial justice system in Maryland. They are
laid outin terms of steps that can be taken in
the short term {2016), middle term {2017}, and
long term (2018 and beyond).

Short-Term Recommendations (2016)

Some pretrial justice improvements in
Maryland, such as statutory and possibly even
constitutional change, will require long-term
efforts. However, there are steps that Maryland
can and should take immediately to improve
pretrial justice in the state; these steps would
require only changes in practice, not law.
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1. Appoint a Bail Reform Policy Team,

comprised of high-level representatives
from each key stakeholder group, to
oversee the implementation of bail reform
measures.

The governor, president of the Senate,
speaker of the House of Delegates, and
chief judge of the Court of Appeals should
create a Bail Reform Policy Team made
up of high-level system stakeholders.

The purpose of the team would be to
collaboratively identify and guide a data-
driven approach to pretrial justice that
works for Maryland, incorporating the law
and the best empirical research to achieve
the goals of maximizing the appropriate
use of pretrial release and detention,
maximizing public safety, and maximizing
court appearance.

In addition to long-term coordination, there
are a number of immediate actionable
activities the Bail Reform Policy Team could
achieve in relatively short order, including:

»  Directing the increased use of citations
in lieu of arrest;

«  Encouraging the use of a pretrial
risk assessment instrument that has
been validated in a similarly sized and
resourced jurisdiction; and

+  Promoting the move from secured to
unsecured bond.

Rather than create an entirely new

body, the existing Justice Reinvestment
Coordinating Council (JRCC) could perform
the duties of the Bail Reform Policy Team.

2. judges in Maryland should immediately

begin issuing unsecured bonds for pretrial
release instead of secured bonds.

Current law allows for a number of pretrial
release options, including the issuance
of unsecured bonds — those that require

payment only upon a detendant’s failure to
appear in court. Judges in Maryland — and
nationally — have relied on secured bonds
more out of habit than evidence and, in
fact, recent research has demonstrated that
unsecured bonds are equally as effective at
compelling defendants to return to court,
and they reduce the time between arrest
and release. The use of unsecured bonds
will go a long way to eliminating wealth-
based incarceration in the state.

. The Policy Team should conduct an analysis

of Maryland statutes, court rules, and
case law on all issues relating to bail to
determine what changes to statutes or
court rules are necessary to align the law
with best practices.

Statutory, and perhaps constitutional,
changes will be necessary to create a solid
legal foundation for evidence-based pretrial
justice. A thorough analysis of Maryland'’s
bail laws — state statute, state and federal
case law, and state court rules — will

be important for knowing what reform
measures can be putin place immediately,
such as the increased use of unsecured
bonds, and what measures would require
changes in law prior to implementation.

. Develop a vision statement and an

implementation plan to create a statewide,
data-driven pretrial justice system in
Maryland.

Guided by the legal analysis and the
recommendations in this report, the Policy
Team should create a vision statement that
describes a safe, fair, and effective pretrial
justice system for Maryland. Achieving the
vision i a timely manner will require an
implementation plan — a roadmap and
timeline for putting vision components
into practice. The plan should outline
specific changes - such as expanded use
of citation release, meaningful involvement
of both prosecution and defense at initial
bail setung, adoption and implementation



of uniform pretrial risk assessment, and
development of statewide data collection and
analysis — that jurisdictions and stakeholders
can focus on and use to measure their
achievement. Each activity and its desired
outcome must be centered an ensuring the
capacity for informed decision-making based
on individual pretrial risk at each point in the
process.

In keeping with recognized implementation
science and strategy, Maryland should begin
to implement statewide change in five to seven
of the largest counties (i.e., those counties with
the highest number of criminal case filings).
This will allow for pilot testing of the tools, and
policies and procedures, so that wrinkles in
implementation can be ironed out.

Middle-term Recommendations (2017)

5. The Policy Team should draft language for bills

or proposed court rules and incorporate the
changes in law needed to implement the plan.

The Policy Team should focus on changing
statutes and court rules to address legal issues
identified in the legal analysis. As such, once
those issues are identified and understood,
work should begin to draft corrective language
and include actionable strategies to get
changes enacted {for statutes) or adopted

(for court rules). Several states, including
Kentucky, Colorado, and Delaware, have
passed legislation requiring the use of risk
assessment tools in pretrial release decision-
making. Maryland should amend language

in the statute regarding the use of detention
without bond to bring the statute mare in line
with evidence-hased practices, which would
order that detention decisions are risk-based,
rather than charge-bhased.

. Ensure that all staff who will have a

role in implementing the plan are fully
informed of its purpose and rationale, and
receive any troining needed for successful
implementation.
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One of the most important keys to
successful implementation of any plan is
fidelity by those responsible for carrying
out the plan day-to-day. If the plan is not
executed as intended, the intended results
will not be achieved.

Training should be included as a key part
in the implementation plan. At a minimum,
information and training sessions should
be directed to bail-setting judicial officers,
law enforcement officers, assistant states’
attorneys, assistant public defenders, and
pretrial services or other staff who have a
role in the risk assessment or supervision.

. State and local law enforcement agencies

should use the statewide pretrial risk
assessment tool in making citation release
decisions.

As noted earlier, recent changes in Maryland
law have called for greater use of citation
releases by law enforcement officers. To the
extent that law enforcement officers in the
field can complete the risk assessment tool,
it should be used as an aid in assisting the
officer in making the decision to cite and
release an individual rather than making a
custodial arrest.

. State and local law enforcement agencies

should implement procedures for deflecting
low-risk individuals with mental health

or substance abuse issues away from the
criminal justice system and into community-
based treatment.

Diversion and deflection programs

are already in progress in at Jeast two
Maryland jurisdictions (Baitimore City and
Montgomery County). These programs
seek to keep individuals with mental health
conditions or substance use disorders

out of the criminal justice system by
directing them instead into the services
that they need to address these issues. Law
enforcement agencies throughout the state
should monitor the outcomes and findings
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of those projects, and implement the of these policies. It also involves robust

aspects of the model found to be effective. reporting systems and transparency for

the general public about the risk profile

Long-Term Recommendations (2018 of Maryland's arrestee population, how
and beyond) risk assessments are used, how risk-

hased supervision strategies are being
employed, and the results these strategies
are producing regarding public safety and
appearance in court.

9. Leaders in Maryland must consider
what role, if any, financial bonds should
continue to play in the state’'s bail
system, and draft appropriate proposals

for statutory or court rule amendments.
V. CONCLUSION

As Maryland’s plan for an evidence-based

approach to pretrial justice unfolds, it There is no better time than now for Maryland
should become increasingly clear that officials to begin taking major steps toward
the continued use of financial bonds is meaningful bail reform. The reforms outlined
incompatible with that approach, and here have been shown to be effective in the
it will be much easier to make the case jurisdictions that have implemented them, so
for completely replacing the money bail there is no reason to continue to cling to the
system. existing money-based system, assuming that,
flawed as it is, it is the best that we can do. With
10. The Maryland Department of Public new research demaonstrating the failings of that
Safety and Correctional Services should system, and new empirical evidence guiding us
implement a uniform jail information toward better approaches, the need for reform
system. is clear. This report lays out a clear path for

o ) achieving that reform in Maryland.
Because each local jail has its own

information system, efforts to compare
and contrast the impact of pretrial release

practices across jurisdictions are hindered. ABOUT THE AUTHOR

To best assess the impact of the changes

being proposed, a uniform jail information John Clark is a Senior Technical

system would be very helpful. Work on Assistance Manager with the Pretrial

developing such a system should begin Justice Institute, where he has worked

immediately, but given the complexities since 1987. His work at the Institute

involved, implementation of such a system focuses on advancing data-driven,

is, realistically, a long-term goat. empirically-derived pretrial justice

practices. Spike Bradford of the Pretrial

11. Develop a plan for sustaining the

Justice Institute and Jason Ziedenberg
of the Justice Policy Institute also
contributed to this report.

changes that have been made and hold
accountable those who make the changes.

Sustaining change can be very difficult,
particularly as those who pushed for the
changes move on. Maryland leaders and
stakeholders should be mindful of this and
develop a plan for sustaining reforms. This
involves ensuring the statutes, court rules,
and constitution all provide for codification
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Harvex, Sharon

From: District and Municipal Court Administrators and Clerks
<DMADMIN@LISTSERV,.COURTS.WA.GOV> on behalf of Hahn, Sondra

Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2016 2:57 PM

To: DMADMIN@LISTSERV.COURTS. WA.GOV

Subject: [DMADMIN] Incidental Fee (AKA Registration Fee) - DMCJA Spring Program

Importance: High

Greetings Judicial Officers and Administrators,

The DMCIA Board approved payment of 2016 DMCIJA Spring Program incidental fees for all DMCJA members current on
their DMCJA general and special fund dues.

To claim the $215 incidental fee payment for the 2016 Program, please check the “Bill DMCJA” box at the bottom of the
registration form that was distributed earlier today as part of the registration flyer. You are still responsible for non-
group meals, guest meals, and lodging. Please share this information with court financial support staff as appropriate.

If you have question or are unsure of your dues payment status, please let me know.
Thanks and have a great day,

Sondra Hahn

Administrative Office of the Courts
PO Box 41170

Olympia WA 98504-1170
360-705-5276

360-956-5700 FAX
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History of DMCJA Good Standing and
Conference Incidental Fees (AKA Registration)

Historical Facts

The DMCJA Board established in 2009 that special fund dues are part of the dues
required for a member to be “in good standing.”

March 13, 2009 minutes, under Treasurer’'s Report, “It was confirmed that payment of special fund dues
are part of the dues required to be paid for a member to be in good standing.”

April 10, 2009 minutes, under Treasurer’s Report, “For a member to be in good standing, it was
confirmed that the administration of the May 1 deadline for payment of dues include a so-called mailbox
rule: the payment must be postmarked by May 1.”

Supporting Details

DMCJA Bylaws, Article Ill, Section 1 (a), “All duly elected or appointed and qualified
judges, commissioners, magistrates and General Rule 8 judicial officers of courts of
limited jurisdiction in the state of Washington shall be eligible to active membership
in the Association upon payment of reqgular dues and assessments.”

DMCJA Bylaws, Article 1V, Section 3, “After May 1, a non-paying member shall not
be a member in good standing or entitled to any rights or privileges of active
membership and shall be so notified in writing by the Secretary-Treasurer.”

2005-2009 Spring Conference Penalty Fee, imposed to members not in good standing

As part of the 2005 Spring Conference registration, the DMCJA Board decided that
members who were not “in good standing,” meaning general dues & the special fund
assessment was paid, must pay an additional $15 conference penalty fee (to AOC).
The $15 was a, ‘pro rata share of the actual expenses incurred by the DMCJA in
planning and staging the Spring Conference.” See 2005 memo from President
Judge Eileen Kato, which was included in the DMCJA conference flyer.

Per the above, $25 was imposed for the 2006 conference. See Judge Nakata's
memo.

$25 was imposed for the 2007 conference. See Judge Fitterer's memo.

$25 was imposed for the 2008 conference. See Judge Shelton’s memo.

$25 was imposed for the 2009 conference. See Judge Paja’s memo.

September 11, 2009 Board meeting minutes, “Conference Penalty Fee: The Board
reviewed the historical purposes of creating the conference penalty fee to address
the costs of members who fail to pay DMCJA special dues. Administrative issues
and burdens of implementing the penalty fee inspired review of the effectiveness of
the current approach. After discussion, the Board decided to eliminate the penalty
fee in favor of further efforts to educate members about the beneficial uses for the
special funds that support court of limited jurisdiction judicial officers. In addition to
underwriting efforts to promote appropriate salary, benefits, and retirement for
Jjudicial officers, it is also used to recognize individual members at important times
(including memorial remembrances).
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2009-2016 Conference Incidental Fee Scholarships

May 8, 2009 Board Retreat Notes

‘Judge Phillips established that one of his primary goals for the coming year is to
provide financial support to the membership for judicial education. The economic
recession has impacted court budgets at all levels of government. The idea proffered
is to support education while reducing the costs of judicial education in court’s
budgets by the DMCJA paying the incidental fee for each member of the Association
for their attendance at either the Annual Conference in 2009 or the Spring
Conference in 2010. Judge Tripp and Judge Phillips provided data on the overall
costs of the proposal at different levels of financial support; full or 50 percent. The
decision to provide full funding for this concept was made at the Board meeting,
which immediately followed the Retreat.”

May 9, 2009 Board Minutes

“The Board adopted the budget developed at its Board Retreat May 8 and 9.” The
line item budget included $40,000 for member conference incidental fees.

In 2009, email to membership indicated that the DMCJA Board allocated association
funds to pay for either the 2009 Fall Conference incidental fee or the 2010 Spring
Conference incidental fee for all members who had paid their general association
dues.

2010 Spring Conference (THE LAST YEAR SPECIAL FUND DUES WERE
ASSESSED), members were notified by the Nominating Committee Chair, Judge
Paja, that general dues and special funds must be post-marked no later than May 1,
2010, in order to be able to vote at the business meeting, and to be eligible to
participate in activities and committees.

2011—no action, no funding offered

2012-2015, DMCJA Board paid conference incidental fees for members current on
their general association dues. (Note: Special Fund not assessed in 2012-2015)
2016, special fund dues were assessed, and judicial officers and court
administrators were notified when the conference flyer was distributed that DMCJA
would pay the $215 incidental fee if a member had paid general and special fund
dues.

N:\Programs & Organizations\DMCJA\Dues Notices\Good Standing History & Incidental Fees.docx



DISTRICT AND MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES’ ASSOCIATION

OPERATIONAL RULES

(Adopted December 8, 2006)
(Revised June 2015)

The District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association (DMCJA) is governed by Bylaws
as adopted and periodically amended by DMCJA membership. These rules are
intended to supplement the Bylaws and provide guidance for members participating in
DMCJA governance. The rules set forth the expectations of the DMCJA Board for its
members and officers.

l. Board Member Duties

Each Board member and officer shall use best efforts to:

A. Personally attend all Board meetings. Participation by phone can be
arranged through staff on a meeting-by-meeting basis if presence is not
possible;

B. Prepare for participation by reading agendas and materials before the
meeting;

C. Be prepared to lead discussion of agenda items as assigned by the
President;

D. Follow up on tasks assigned by the Board;

E. Attend the DMCJA Board Retreat, and the DMCJA business meetings at

spring and fall judicial conferences;

Represent the Board at the request of the President; and

Advance the work of the Board in at least one of the following ways:
1. By serving as a committee chair;

2. By serving as a liaison to outside organizations; or

3. By serving as a committee member.

@m

. Board Meetings

A. Board meeting schedules shall be adopted at the DMCJA Board Retreat.
Meetings will generally fall on the afternoon of the 2" Friday of the month
in SeaTac.

B. Special meetings may be called by the President upon notice by mait,
email, or phone.

Attendance

In-person participation is preferred; participation by phone or other means must
be arranged in advance through DMCJA staff on a meeting-by-meeting basis.

DMCJA Board Operational Rules 1
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Iv.

Manner of Action

A. Items shall be introduced on the discussion calendar and carried to the
following meeting for action.

B. The Board may act upon motion or resolution adopted at a meeting.

C. A motion or resolution shall be adopted if approved by a majority of those
Board members in attendance at the time the vote takes place.

D. There shall be no voting by proxy, mail, or email.

Executive Legislative Committee

Membership
The Executive Committee shall consist of the President, President —Elect,

Legislative Committee Chair, and two or more additional members appointed by
the President from the Board of Governors or the Legislative Committee. Staff
shall also participate in Executive Committee meetings as an ex officio member.

Meetings
The Executive Committee shall meet weekly in person or by phone during

legislative sessions to discuss and adopt DMCJA positions on legislation. The
Executive Committee shall report at all regular Board meetings during session.
The Executive Committee shall monitor and direct the activities of the DMCJA
lobbyist.

Quorum

A quorum shall consist of the President or President-Elect, the Legislative
Committee Chair or designee, and at least two other members of the Executive
Committee.

Manner of Action

Staff shall daily review legislative digests for legislation that may impact courts of
limited jurisdiction. Staff shall provide Executive Committee members with
internet links to legislation of interest. Executive Committee members shall
review and be prepared to discuss and recommend DMCJA positions on
legislation at weekly meetings. Positions of the DMCJA shall be adopted by
majority vote of participating Executive Committee members.

Special Initiatives

The Board may establish committees of limited life span to address specific
initiatives. The Board will appoint the chairs, provide specific charges and may
establish time frames and reporting requirements for completing the delegated
work. In all other respects, these special initiative committees are subject to
Bylaws provisions for standing committees.

DMCJA Board Operational Rules 2



V. Staff

The Administrative Office of the Courts provides staff support to the DMCJA.
Staff is responsible for:

A.

mo O

Preparing and publishing agendas and materials in consultation with the
DMCJA president;

Keeping track of Board actions;

Maintaining DMCJA records in compliance with State Archivist retention
schedules;

Providing staff support for committees; and

Acting as the registered business agent for the DMCJA.

Staff shall have a DMCJA credit card to conduct DMCJA business. Staff shall
timely report any expenses incurred to the DMCJA Treasurer

VI. Amendments

The Board may amend these operational rules from time to time to meet the
obligations and duties of the DMCJA.

N:\Programs & Organizations\DMCJA\Policies\Board Operational Rules, 2015.doc

DMCJA Board Operational Rules 3

75



76



RULES FOR CONDUCT FOR THE
DISTRICT AND MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES ASSOCIATION

BOARD OF GOVERNORS MEETINGS
based on

The Modern Rules of Order, 2™ Edition by
Donald A. Tortorice, Esq. and published by
ABA Publishing

Rule 1: Role of the President. Authority for conduct of the meeting is assigned to the
President, who shall act as Chair. Decisions of the Chair are final on questions of
procedure, but may be appealed to a vote of the Board. If a ruling is corrected by
the Board, the Chair shall amend his or her ruling to reflect the will of the Board.

Rule 2: Governing Law. These rules are subordinate to the DMCJA Bylaws.

Rule 3: Agenda. The President shall establish the agenda and order of business for each
meeting in consultation with Association staff.

Rule 4: Quorum. The Chair shall be responsible for ascertaining and announcing the
presence of a quorum, and shall duly convene the meeting when a quorum is
present.

Rule 5: Special Officers. The President may appoint a Special Chair to conduct all or

any part of a meeting. The Special Chair shall be the President-Elect, or, if the
President-Elect is not present or is unable to serve, then the Vice President,

Rule 6: Approval of Minutes. If the minutes of the prior meeting have been circulated,
the Chair should ask if there are corrections. Following notation of corrections,
the Chair shall announce that the minutes are approved as circulated (or
corrected). If there is a dispute on a correction, the proposed correction should be
put in the form of a main motion, discussed and voted on according to these rules.
If the minutes of the prior meeting have not been circulated, the Chair shall read
the minutes and take corrections, and the procedures noted above for correction
and approval shall apply.

Rule 7: General Discussion. Issues that require consideration may be discussed with or
without a formal motion. An issue may be resolved by recording (i) the general
consensus or “sense of the Board,” or (ii) by formal motion.

Rule 8: General Principles for Discussion or Debate. The Chair shall regulate the
discussion to assure adequate consideration of relevant points of view in the best
interest of the DMCJA. The following principles shall guide the Chair and the
Board:

Adopted November 9, 2007



78

Rule 9:

Rule 10:

Rule 11:

(a) The discussion should assure sufficient consideration of issues and
all pertinent points of view.

(b) The discussion shall at all times maintain the dignity of the
meeting, assure that the views of each recognized speaker are made known to the
Board, and assure that proper respect is accorded to all members of the Board and
others attending the meeting.

() The discussion shall assure that the issue(s) is/are presented in a
manner understood by the participants.

(d) The ultimate goal of discussion is to determine the will of the
Board and to articulate decisions for conduct of the business of the DMCJA.

General Consensus or Sense of the Board. When the members of the Board
who are present embrace a course of action by clear consensus, the Chair may (if
there is no objection) state that action on the issue is resolved by “general
consensus” or “sense of the meeting.” A ruling as to general consensus or sense
of the meeting shall be recorded as the decision of the Board.

Motion Practice and Procedure. When a sense of the meeting or general
consensus is not determined, or where the importance of the issue makes formal
action desirable, any member of the Board (other than the President and
President-Elect) may state the proposal as a motion.

Motions shall be limited to those noted on the attached Description and Chart.
There are 3 categories of motions: (1) Meeting Conduct Motions, (2) Disposition
Motions, and (3) Main Motions (to take action or to reconsider action taken). The
motions are listed in the attached Chart in order of precedence. When any motion
is pending, any motion listed above it in the list is in order, but those below it are
not in order.

Adjournment. Upon completion of the meeting agenda, and if no other business
is indicated, the Chair shall adjourn the meeting. Adjournment may be
accomplished by announcement by the Chair or by motion. A motion to adjourn
before completion of the agenda is out of order.

Adopted November 9, 2007



DESCRIPTION:

MOTION PRECEDENCE AND CONDUCT
(If circumstances call for a departure from these procedures, the Chair
has authority to determine the conduct of the meeting, subject to appeal)

MEETING CONDUCT MOTIONS

1. Point of Privilege — A communication from a member to the Chair drawing urgent
attention to a need for personal accommodation. Examples: inability to see or hear a
speaker, overlooked right or privilege that should have been accorded.

e May interrupt a speaker

e Second not required

e Not debatable

e Not amendable

e Resolved by the Chair; no vote required

2. Point of Procedure — (point of order) — A communication from a member to the Chair
inquiring into the manner of conducting business or raising a question regarding the
propriety of a procedure. An inquiry to be resolved by the Chair.

e May interrupt a speaker

e Second not required

e Not debatable

e Not amendable

e Resolved by the Chair; no voting required

3. Appeal Ruling of the Chair — An appeal to the Board of a ruling of the Chair on a
matter of procedure. NOTE: A ruling based on governing law such as a bylaw
requirement is not appealable.

e May not interrupt a speaker
e Second required
e Debatable
¢ Not amendable
e Majority vote required
DISPOSITION MOTIONS
4. Withdraw a Motion — A maker of a motion—and only the maker of a motion—may

make a motion to withdraw. As the maker’s privilege, a motion to withdraw does not
require a second or a vote.

e May interrupt a speaker
e Second not required

Adopted November 9, 2007
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e Not debatable
s Not amendable
e Resolved by the Chair; no vote required

Postpone Consideration — Purpose: to enable the Board to deal with the issue more
effectively at a later time. A postponed motion can be renewed at a later appropriate time
unless otherwise specifically provided in the motion.

May not interrupt a speaker
Second required

Debatable

Amendable

Majority vote required

To Refer — Typically, to submit an issue to a committee or task force for study and/or
recommendation.

May not interrupt a speaker
Second required

Debatable

Amendable

Majority vote required

To Amend - Proposes a change in the wording or a motion currently under
consideration. NOTE: When a motion to amend is pending, and an amendment to the
amendment is proposed, the Chair should focus discussion on the latest amendment,
resolve that question, then proceed to the first amendment before continuing discussion
on the main motion. Votes on amendments are in reverse order of the sequence in which
they are proposed.

e May not interrupt a speaker
e Second required

Debatable

¢ Amendable

¢ Majority vote required

To Limit, Extend or Close Debate — The Chair has discretion to ensure that differing
points of view are heard. This motion overrides the Chair’s determination. Since it
affects a member’s right to speak his or her views, it requires a two-thirds vote of the
Board. (Includes calling the question.)

May not interrupt a speaker
Second required

Debatable

Amendable

Two-thirds vote required

Adopted November 9, 2007



MAIN MOTIONS

9, Main Motion — May be an initial call for action, to reconsider, to rescind a prior decision
or to elect persons to office.

e May not interrupt a speaker

Second required

Debatable

Amendable

Majority vote required unless otherwise prescribed by governing law

Adopted November 9, 2007



SUMMARY OF
MOTION PRECEDENCE AND CONDUCT
(if circumstances call for a departure from these procedures, the Chair
has authority to determine the conduct of the meeting, subject to appeal)

Interrupt Second Vote

Name a Speaker? Required? Debatable? Amendable? Required?
MEETING CONDUCT
MOTIONS
1. Point of Privilege YES NO NO NO NO
2. Point of Procedure YES NO NO NO NO
3. Appeal Ruling of the Chair NO YES YES NO Majority
DISPOSITION MOTIONS
4. Withdraw a Motion YES NO NO NO NO
5. Postpone Consideration NO YES YES YES Majority
6. To Refer NO YES YES YES Majority
7. To Amend NO YES YES YES Majority
8. To Limit, Extend or Close NO YES YES YES Two-Thirds

Debate

MAIN MOTION
9. Main Motion NO YES YES YES Majority™*

*Unless otherwise required by governing law.

N:\Programs & Organizations\DMCJA\Policies\The Modern Rules of Order.doc

Adopted November 9, 2007






WASHINGTON

COURTS

District and Municipal Court
Judges’ Association

President

JUDGE G. SCOTT MARINELLA
Columbia County District Court

535 Cameron St

Dayton, WA 99328-1279

(509) 382-4312

President-Elect

JUDGE SCOTT K., AHLF
Olympia Municipal Court
900 Plum St SE

PO Box 1967

Olympia, WA 98507-1967
(360) 753-8312

Vice-President

JUDGE JOSEPH M. BURROWES
Benton County District Court

7122 W Okanogan Pl, Bldg A
Kennewick, WA 99336-2359

(509) 735-8476

Secreiary/Treasurer

JUDGE REBECCA C. ROBERTSON
Federal Way Municipal Court

33325 8th Ave S

Federal Way, WA 98003-6325

(253) 835-3000

Past President

JUDGE DAVID A. STEINER
King County District Court
1309 114™ Ave SE Ste 100
Bellevue, WA 98004

(206) 477-2102

Board of Governors

JUDGE LINDA COBURN
Edmonds Municipal Court
(425)771-0210

JUDGE KAREN DONOHUE
Seattle Municipal Court
(206) 684-7903

JUDGE DOUGLAS J. FAIR
Snohomish County District Court
(425) 744-6804

JUDGE MICHAEL FINKLE
King County District Court
(206) 477-2121

JUDGE MICHELLE K. GEHLSEN
Bothell Municipal Court
(425) 487-5587

JUDGE MICHAEL J. LAMBO
Kirkland Municipal Court
(425) 587-3179

COMMISSIONER RICK LEO
Snohomish County District Court
(360) 435-7700

JUDGE SAMUEL G, MEYER
Thurston County District Court
(360) 786-5562

JUDGE DOUGLAS B. ROBINSON
Whitman County Dist. Court
(509) 397-5297

JUDGE CHARLES D. SHORT
Okanogan County District Court
(509) 422-7170

JUDGE TRACY A. STAAB
Spokane Municipal Court
{509) 625-4400

June 30, 2016

Honorable Sara Derr
Spokane County District Court
1100 W Mallon Avenue

Public Safety Building
Spokane, WA 99260-0150

Dear Judge Derr:

On behalf of the District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association
(DMCJA), | am writing to congratulate you on your retirement. | would
also like to thank you for your exemplary service as a member of the
Association for more than two decades.

As a former President and Board of Governors representative, you are a
most revered member of the DMCJA. The Association has greatly
benefited from your mentoring and innovative initiatives. As the current
President, | thank you for the role you have played in making the DMCJA
the outstanding organization it is today.

Although | will miss seeing you at judicial events, such as the DMCJA
Spring Conference, | am encouraged to know that you will be enjoying
your new life. Best wishes for a happy, relaxed, and well-deserved
retirement.

Sincerely,

Judge G. Scott Marinella
DMCJA President

STATE OF WASHINGTON
1206 Quince Street SE » P.O. Box 41170 » Olympia, WA 98504-1170
360-753-3365 * 360-586-8869 Fax * www.courts.wa.gov
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KING COUNTY DISTRICT COURT

East Division — Redmond Courthouse

Judge Janet E. Garrow 8601 — 160" Avenue NE Kathy Orozco, Court Manager
Judge Arthur Chapman Redmond, WA 98052 Redmond Courthouse
Judge Lisa N. O’Toole 206-477-3200

June 15, 2016

Honorable David Steiner
Past President, DMCJA
1309-114" Ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98004

Re: DMCJA National Leadership Grant Award
Dear Judge Steiner,

Thank you for your recent letter advising me that the DMCJA Board of Governors
approved my request for a 2016 DMCJA National Leadership Grant. I am honored to receive
this grant from our Association.

I think the recent DMCJA conference was a great success. I heard many positive
comments from judges regarding the programs and location. Congratulations to the Board and
the various committees who make this happen for our Association each year.

Congratulations to you on the completion of your term as the DMCJA president. Your
willingness to serve in that role, for an extended term, was greatly appreciated. I hope you
enjoyed the opportunity to be involved in the myriad issues affecting Washington’s judicial

branch. I look forward to working with you and the Board on these issues over the coming year.

Sincerely,
het E Garrow
dge

Cc: President Scott Marinella
DMCIJA Board
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"Che cstamily of

gratefully acknowledge your expression of sympathy in our
time of loss, Y-vur giffs of food, flowers, cards, emils
calls, and prayers have sustaned us

Chank pou
Gl Qbath, Ghrysta] Lindsay, Aiden, & Saac
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DMCJA BoARD MEETING
FRIDAY, AUGUST 12, 2016

. 12:30 PM - 3:30 PM
WASHINGTON AOC SEATAC OFFICE

COURTS SEATAC, WA

Call t

PRESIDENT JUDGE G. SCOTT MARINELLA

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA

o Order

TAB

General Business
A. Minutes — June 5, 2016 (pp 1-3)
B. Treasurer's Report — Judge Hobertson (pp 5-7)

C
D

1. US Bank Statement for June 1-30, 2016
2. Summary of Reports by Christina E Huwe, DMCJA Bookkeeper
. Special Fund Report — Judge Burrowes
. Standing Committee Reports
1. Rules Committee - Judge Dacca
a. Minutes dated June 7, 2016 and April 27, 2016 (pp 9-14)
b Meeting Update - Court Rules for Limited Jurisdiction (CRLJ 55), Entry of Default
(pp 15-17)
2. Legislative Committee — Judge Meyer

3. Diversity Committee - Pro Tem Training, August 19-20, 2016- Judges Coburn and Short
(pp 19-22)

E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB)
F. JIS Report — Ms. Vicky Cullinane

G

. Joint Branch Leadership Meeting Update — Judge Marinella

>

Liaison Reports

A.

@mMmoUow®

District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) — Ms. Pauleite Revoir
Misdemeanant Corrections Association (MCA) — Ms. Melissa Patrick

Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) — Judge Sean O’'Donnelf

Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) — Sean Davis, Esq.

Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) — Loyd James Willaford, Esq.
Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) — Mr. Dirk Marler

Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) — Judges Garrow, Jasprica, Logan, and Ringus

Discussion




>

G mmD oW

DMCJA Rules Committee Proposed Amendments to Infraction Rules for Courts of Limited
Jurisdiction (IRLJ) 3.5, Decisions on Written Statements (pp 23-29)

Mental Health Study (pp 31-33)

Domestic Violence Offenders/Treatment Committee {p 35)

3DaysCount Initiative — Judge Sean O'Donnell {pp 37-68)

Reserves Committee Recommendation for $25 Special Fund Assessment
DMCJA Policy regarding Spring Conference Incidental Fees (pp 69-72)

. Brief Board Orientation — Judge G. Scott Marinella and AOC Staff (pp 73—82)

Information

A.

B.
C.

D.

Judge Sara Derr, Spokane District Court, retired on June 30, 2016. Enclosed are copies of a
gift card receipt and letter sent to Judge Derr on behalf of the DMCJA. {p 83)

Thank you letter from Judge Janet Garrow for DMCJA National Leadership Grant. {p 85)

Thank you Letter from Ms. Callie Dietz, State Court Administrator, for flowers sent to
husband’s Memorial Service. {pp 87-88)

Annual Judicial Conference will be held from September 11-14, 2016, Red Lion Inn at t.he
Park, Spokane, WA.

Other Business

The next DMCJA Board Meeting is September 11, 2016, 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m., in
Spokane, WA.

Adjourn




Business Statement
[Ebank. hccount oo

e b, Box 1800 )
— Saint Poaxul. Minnasate 581010800 © Slatement Pertod:
3092 TR Y  8Ted Jun 1, 2018
T through
Jun 30, 2016
@:ﬁ : Page 1 of 2
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THE WASHINGTON STATE DISTRICT AND 53 To Contact U.5. Bank
e e MUNIGIRAL COURT JUDGES ASSOCIATION _
POBOXT 24-Hour Business :
BAYTON WA 58328-0007 Solutions: 1-800-673-3505
&;éﬂlé fﬁi{,ﬁy
Telecommunicatfons Device .
for the Deaf: 1-800-665-5065
internet; usbank.com

WORLD'S MOST '

EOMBATIES

o Dol i
WINWETHISPHERE. QO

i
=]
=4
[—]
o™

U.S. Bank Is proud to be named a "World's Most Ethical Company™
by the Ethisphere Institute for the second year in arow.

"Warld's Most Eihleal Gompanles" and "Ethisphere" names and mearks are reglstered rademerks of Elhlaphere LLE, U8, Bank, Equal Houging Lender, Member FDIC.
©2016 U8, Bank

Effective May 18th, 2018, the "Your Deposit Account Agreemant” booklet includes a number of updates. The changes are
slight, but may affect your rights. As of May 16th, 2018 you may pick up coples af your logal branch, view copies at usbank.com,
or call 1-800-USBANKS (1-800-872-2057) for a copy. Please ses the Additional Information section of this statement for the maln
updates that were mads fo “"Your Deposit Account Agraameant” booklat,

New Information for Gonsumer Report Disputes:

Effective May 16, 2018, the "Your Deposit Account Agraement”™ booldet was updated with new information regarding disputes

for Censumer Repotting Agencles (CRA). Changeas include:

- Individuals may dispute inaccurate Information reporled to a CRA by ¢alling 844.624.8230 or by writing to;
U.8. Bank Attn: CRA Management, P.O. Béx 3447, Oshkosh, W) 548033447

- The information required to review the dispute, including: customer name, address and telaphons number; the account number;
the specific Information being disputed; the explanation of why It is incorrect; and any supporting documentation (e.g., affidavit
of iddentity thefi), If applicable.

The updates are reflacted In the following sections within the booklat: , .

~ A new saction for “Constimer Report Disputes” was addad to the Terrs Applicable to Depasit Accounts.

- The exlsting section regarding disputes of the Consumer Reserva Line of Credit Agreement was updated to "Consumer Report
Dilgputes ™

New Terms and Gonditions will be in effect for U.$, Bank business customers on June 30, 2016, You can view the new
Tetms and Conditions at usbank.com/tmtermsandeonditions. Log in fo this secure website using the access code: terma2016. If
you are unable to access this information for any reason, please contact your Branch Banker, Relationshlp Manager, Treasury
Management Consultant or Commerclal Customer Sarvice Tesm for assistance,

1.8, Bank Nationat Assoclation Account Number JiEREEresmey
Account Summary : - _ ,
# Ttems i ) ,
Saginning Balance on Jun 1 $ 100,664.581 Annual Percentage Yield Earned 0.05%
Jther Deposits 1 _ 825  Interest Earned this Peried $ 8.25
Interest Paid this Year % 50.03

Ending Balance on Jun 30,2015 $ 100,67276  Number of Days in Staternent Perlod 30



THE WASHINGTON STATE DISTRIGT AND Business Statement

MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES ASSOCIATION Account Number:
S ani- PQBOX7? ‘ .
DAYTON WA 9$326-0007 -
R Statement Period;
Jun 1, 2018
through
?fg Jun 30, 2016
: Page 2 of 2
9. Bank National Association Account Number m
Other Deposits
Date __ Descrigtion of Transaction Ref Number Amc!ynz.m
Jun 30 [nterest Paid ' ‘ - $ 8.26
Total Other Deposits $ 8.26

Effective May'16ﬂ1 2018 the main updates to nete in the revised "Your Deposit Account Agreament™ booklet sections, and sub
sections, include;
-+ -~ Addition of the "Your Deposit Account Agreement” booldet-being-the sole and exclusive superseding agresment-- -- -
e Addition of contact information within the Funds Transfers sectlon
» E‘.Iarity on ovardraft protection pertaining to dormant or escheated accounts and those linked fo a L1 S. Bank Reserve
ina
Update o rights within the section Statement and Notices; Your Address sub section
Updated URL in the S.T.AR.T Program Agreement for U.8. Bank Rewards Visa Card terms and condltions
Addition of Consumer Report Disputes in the All Deposit Accounts section
Updates to Consumer Report Disputes in the U.8. Bank Gonsumer Reserve Line Agreement
Delation of the definition of "debt” in the Set Off section
Additional clarification from examples within the Seaurlty Interest In Accounts section
Addition of Forelgn Chacks section
Addition of Restricted Transactions sub sectioh in Businass Account Issues section
Addition of Other Electronic Transactions types in both Business and Consumer Electronic Bankmg Agreemanits
Addition of dally return limits for purchases made with your Consumer and Business Debit Card in the Electronlc Banking
Agreement sectfons
Addition of payment limits received from third parties through your U.5. Bank Debit Card for both Business and
Consurner customers in the Electronic Banking Agresmant sections
+  Remaoval of ATM Cards making cash advances in Limits On Transfers-sections
»  Delation of Arbliration within the LIS, Bank Consumer Reserve Line Agresment
o Wihin the L1.S, Bank Buslhess Reserve Line Agreement additional clarity in Credit Review
As of May 16th, 2018 you may pick up copies at your local branch, view the updated booklet at ugbank.com, or call 1-500-
USBANKS (1-800-872-2887) for a copy.

* % o ¥ & » v 2 20
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Christina E Huwe |
- Pierce County Bookkeeping
© 1504 58" Way SE
Auburn, WA 98092
~° Phone (360) 710-5937 |
, © o E-Mail: piercecountybookkeeping@comcast.net -

' SUMMARY OF REPORTS

WASHINGTON STATE , .
DISTRICT AND MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES’ ASSOCIATION -

For the Period Ending June 30th, 2016 .

' Please find attached the following réports for you to review:

. Stater'né‘nt of Fihanciai Position = - - e e
s« Monthly Sfatement of Activities "L v

» Bank Reconciliation Reports r

»  Transaction Detall Report (year-to-date) -~ .+ -
. . : s . ‘ T S

Please contact me if you have any questions in regards to the attached.

" PLEASE BE SURETO KEEP FOR YOUR RECORDS

e



Washington State DMCJA
Statement of Financial Position

As of June 30, 2016
Jun 30,16
ASSETS
Currant Assets
Chegking/Savings
Bank of America - Checking . 20,268
Bank of America - Gavings 23,550
US Bank - Savings 100,673
Washington: Federal . 45,0685
Total CheckingfSavings 189,575
Total Current Assets 188,575
Fixed Assets |
Accumulated Depreciation {483) 33
Computer Eguipment . 57% i
Total Fixed Assets ' 115
Other Assess
Prepald Expenses 37.671 h
Total Other Assets 37,671 - |
TOTAL ASSETS A 227,362 |
LIABILITIES & BQUITY *°7 /717 77 T e e |
Equity A ‘
Unrestricted Net Assets ' ) T e 306,208
Net Income L L - {7T.854)
Total Equity 227,362

TOTAL. LIABILITIES & EQUITY 227,362




Washington State DMCJA

Statement of Activities
For the Twelve Months Ending, June 2016

Jul 15 Aug 15 Sep 15 Oct18 Nov 15 Dec 15 Jan 16
| L] ‘Weh———— — L]
Interest Income 15 14 13 i3 12 12 12
Membership Revenue 0 0 0 1,862 450 33,110 82,795
15 14 13 1,885 462 33,122 82,807
Expense .
4 - Board Meeting Expense 357 3,333 1,649 1,628 3,020 4,818 1,94
. B - Bookkeeping Expense o 0 1,325 0 175 0 350
8 - Conference Committee 0 850 0 0 0 0 0
9 - Spring Conference 38,430 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 « Diversity Committee o 0 0 0 0 ] Q
11 - DMCJA/SCJA Sentenicing Alt. 2O 0 AR 2500 0 0 0
13 - DOL Liaison Committee - S 18 r ,',:9'?{:1-:,;_--'-,. 0 9 0 0
14 - Education Committes . fl.,.E}BT —— 1{,31 9. i :0. o O 1,608 1,490 570
15 - Educational Grants . 0 1,389 0 2,133 0 0 0
18 - Judicial Assistance Commit 0 1,015 2,587 (4,367} 1,158 30 0
19 - Judicial Community Oufreac 0 1,600 o 0 ¢ 0 1,600
20 - Legislative Committee 0 . 183 .0 242 .. 18 56 0
21 - Legistative Pro-Tem 0 g T e TR 0 "0 0
22 - {.obbyist Confract 2,583 6,583 4,583 4,583 4,563 _4.583 4,584
23 - Lobbyist Expenses -0 &a 2,600 5,000 1] 0 0
24 .Llong-Range Plamning Commit ~ '~ 0~ " 0 AR | R 13 0 o o
26 - MCA Liaison ! g 3960 I | N e o ) o]
27 « Nominating Committee o 5 0 0 0 0 G
28 - Presidont Expense 578 0] 0 Q 282 1,880 334
30 - Professional Services 0 0 860 0 5,109 187 .0
32 - Rules Commitiee 0 5 0 0 0 0
34 - SCJA Board Liaison o 0 76 o 0 0
36 - Therapeutic Courts o 150 0 0 0 0 0
37 - Treasurer Expense and Bond 0 0 11 . 14 29 ¢ 80
38 - Trial Court Advacacy Board 0 0 0 6,048 131 0 o
98 - Dopreclation Expense 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
Total Expense 43,645 18,087 13,444 17,867 16,201

Excess Expenses Over Revenue




Washington State UMUJA

' Statement of Activities
For the Twelve Months Ending, June 2016

Feb 16 Mar 16 Apr 16 Way 16 Jun 16 TOTAL

interest Income 12 13 12 13 12 153
Membership Revenue ’ 20,018 1,874 1,212 3,361 550 144,922
20,030 1,587 1,224 3,374 Be2 145,075

Expense . '

4 - Board Moeting Expense (25) 6,929 1,081 11,086 2595 37,261
& - Bookkeeping Expense 0 425 0 o Q 2,275

" 8 - Gonllerence Gommittes 0 0 7 875 1,742
8 - Spring Conference 0 0 0 37,880 76,310
10 - Diversify Committee 0 0 C 0 &
11 - DMCJA/SCJIA Sentencing Al. L0 A o0 D 0 2,593
13 - BOL Llgison Committee 0 - 1e g - 0 0 43
14 - Education Committes o . 1307 o 0 0 7,372
15 - Educational Grants e o ‘o 1,000 0 4,522
18 - Judicfal Aesistance Commit 804 2,520 3,493 262 100 8,292
19 - Judicial Community Cutreac 0 0 2 ¢ 0 3,10G
20 - Legistative Commitiee 32 . B850 . 458 - 764 (466) 1,955
21 - Legistative Pro-Tem R B+ Tt o 81" 760
22 . Lobbyist Confract 2584 6,584 4,584 4,584 2,584 53,002
23 - Lobbyist Expenses 0 0 0 0 0 7,568
24 - Long-Range Planning Commit e REkS Cgest T 28% ) 691
25 - MCA Liaison ' o e 0 R o ' _360
27 - Nominating Committee 0 13 0 T 0 29
28 - Prosident Expense (240} 249 95 .0 2,265 5,534
30 - Professional Services 0 o ‘ 0 6,166
32 - Rules Commitiee 0 38 0 16 0 59
34 - SCJA Board Liaison g 0 ) 0 0 76
36 = Therapeutic Coutts o 9 0 4] 0 159
37 - Treasurer Expense and Bond 8§ 0. 34 1 154
38 - Trial Court Advocacy Board 0 0 (3,304) 0 2,875
94 - Depraciation Expense 10 .10 10 10 10 120
Total Expenge 2,961 18,214 6,714 18,032 45,935 223,014

BExcess Expenses Over Revenue




Other Information
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Washington State DMCJA
Reconciliation Detail

Bank of America « Checking, Period Ending 05/31/2016

Type Date

Beginning Balance
Cleared Transactions
Checks and Payments - 22 ifems

Chesk
Chack
Transfer
Chaclc
Check
Check
Check
Check
Check
Chack
Gheck
Chack
Chegk
Check -
Chack
Transfer
Check
Check
Check
Check
Check
Check

Deposlt
Deposit

" Total Deposits and Credits

Total Cleared Transactions

0571772016
08/17/2018
06/7I2016
05H 712016
0BMTI2016
05/17/2016
aGH7/2016
05172016
05M 112016
05M 712016
051712018
05M 712016
06/ 7206
651772016
05/17/2018
06/17/2018
05/1712018
05/17/2016
056/17/2016

osrvizo16 -

08M17/2016
051712016

Total Checks and Payments
Deposits and Gredits - 2 [terhs

05/06/2016
0673112016

Clearad Balance

Uncleared Transactions

Check
Check
Cheek

Total Uncleared Transa&tions

Checks and Payments - 3 items

0241112014
05/30/2016
0531/2018

Tote! Checks and Payments

éegister Balance as of 05/31!_201'6

Endiny Balance

Hum Name Cir Amount Balance
113,860,965
eft AQG X - -2,332.92 -2,332.92
Melanie Stewart X -2,000.00 -4,382.92
) X ~1.610.81 -5,843.73
eft AQC X -1,254,99 -7,008.72
oft Applied Technelogies X ~438,00 -7.638.72
oft Scott Ahlf X ~414,00 -7,950.72
aft ~ Douglas Fair bt -375.40 -8,328.12
eft Kevin Ringus X -368.88 -8,685.97
eft David A. Svaren X -363.16 -9,048.13
eft Linda Coburn X ~352.40 -0,401.53
eft Michelle Gehlsen X ~336.20 -0,797.73
aft Bavid A, Sisiner X -315.84 -10,063,57
eft Michael Lombo X -308.12 -10,361.69
eft Janet Garrow X -307.80 -10,068.48
eft Karan Donohue X -301.32 -10,870.81
X -296.23 -11,267.04
oft Charles Short X -238.63 -11,606.72
eft G. Scolt Marinefla X -221.94 -11,727.66
eft Tracy A. Siaab X -140.40 ~11,868.06
eit _Douglas B. Robinsan X -97.20 ~11,965.26
eft "7 .. Samuel G Meyer. - YR GG ~54.00 -12.018.26
et .. Joseph BUWW%S c A 16,00 ~12,034.26
L e .. -1203428 12,034.28
X wet, 0 524,00 ... . B24.00
X 2,082.00 2,586.00
2,686.00 2,586.00
-0,448.28 -0,448.26
T o ) D, 448,26 104,412.72
7276 Do;.fg!as Qoelz ~84.00 -84,00
eft Best Weslein -2,680.11 -2,783.11
Suindra L. Allen ‘ -1,000.00 -3,783.41
. -3,783.11 «3,783.11
' 378341 -3,783.19
. 15,231,937 100,629.61
-13,231.37 100,629,671
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Washington State DMCJA

Recongciliation Detail
Bank of America - Checking, Period Ending 06/30/2016

Total Deposits and Credils
Totai Cleared Transactions
Cleared Balance

Uncleared Transactions
Checks and Payments - 2 iteims -~
Check 02/11/2014 7276
Checi 06/20/2016 online

Total Ghacks and Payments
Fotal Uncleared Transactions

Register Balance as of 06/30/2016

New Transactions
Checks and Payments - 4 items
Check 0711972016 online
Cheack 071912016 online
Check 0719/2016 ohline
Chack 07M912016 online
Total Checks and Paymenis

Total New Transactlons

Ending Bafance

Type Date - Num Name
Beglrining Balance
Cleared Transactions

Checks and Payments « 30 tems
Check 05/3072018 oft Best Western
Check 08/31/2016 Sandra L, Allen
Chagk 06/03/2016 online 4imprint
Chack 061412016 eft Bank of Amarica - B...
Gheck a6/17/2016 online Fred L. Gillings
Check 08/17/2016 onling Timothy Jenking
Chegk 08/17/2016 onling Temn Ellington
Check 08/17/2016 online Tags Awards & Spe...
Chack 06/M7/2016 online G. Scott Marinelia
Chack 061712016 cifine Samuel G, Meyer
Check 06/17/2016 citling Joseph Burrowes
Check 06/17/2016 online David A. Stalner
Check 06/17/2016 online Karsn Donghue
Check 06/17/2016 online Rick Leo
Check 06772016 anline Linda Coburn
Check 06/17/2018 . anline Douglas B. Robinson
Check 06/17/2015 online Melanie Dane
“Check 06172018 onling Barbara Harper
Check 06M7/2016 ontline City of Olympia
Check 0672016 online Scott Ahif
Check 0B 712016 ontirte - Dayvid Petergen 110, o
Check Q61 7/2016 online, | Tagé Awards. & Spe..,
Ghack 6172016 onling'- " Fred k. Gillings™ -+ * °
Check '06/28/2018 - oniine -, . Melanje Stewart - . .. v
Check 056/28/2016 online . Mdark Crow
Check 06/28/2016 online Michelle Gahlser
Check 06/28/2016 online Douglas Falr
Check 06/28/2016 cniine Michélle Gehlsen
Check 06/28/2016 cnline CHy of Federal Way
Check 06/28/2016 crline Thurstar County Dis...

Total Checks and Payments '

Deposits and Credlts - 2 items
Deposit 08/01/2016
Poeposlk 080112016

Douglds Goelz

Judicial Conf, Regist...

Melaniz Stawart
AoC.

Michael Lambo
LS

s

Clr

3¢ 3¢ 3K 53K K SO B X33 B KK X M XK K KX KK R

Amount Balanbe
104,412.72
-2,699.11 -2,690.11
-1,000,00 ~3,608,11
472.00 -4,171.11
949,91 -5,121.02
-800.00 -6,021,02
-400.00 -5,421.02
-332.10 -6,763.21
254,58 ~7,007.80
157,21 -7,185.01
157,21 7,322
-157.21 747843
-144,53 752396
-134.67 7,758.93
-134.68 -7,851.61
-134.21 -8,027,82
130,07 -8,158,79
-100.00 -5,258,79
-100.00 -8,368.70
9897 -8,457.76
-36.00 -8,493.78
3111 -8,524.87
-18.15 -8,543.02
-11.79 -8,554.81
. &5 . #37,000,00 ~45,564.81
. +4,197.30. 48,752,419
-323.03 -47,076.14
-y 15721 -47,232.35
~134.97 -47,367.32
-88.97 -47 466.29
. 8138 -47,547.68
-47,547.65 ~-47,547.66
32.4D - 3240
456,60 458.60
488.00 | 438.00
~47,055.65 -47,059,65
-47,069.65 57,353.07
-84.00 -84.,00
-36,980,00 -37,064.00
-37,064.00 -37,084.00
-37,084.00 -37,084.00
-B84,123.68 20,289.07
-2,000.00 -2,000,00
-205.77 -2,208.77
-134.97 -2,340.74
-112.08 246277
-2,482,77 246277
2,452,177 245277
-86,576.42 17,838.30
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3:28 PM
8/8/16

Washington State DMCJA
Reconciliation Detail

Bank of America - Savings, Period Ending 05/31/2016

Type bate Num Name Clr Amount Balance
Beginning Balance 23.648.72
Cleared Transactions
Deposits and Credits - 1 item
Raposit 051312015 X 0.40 0.40
Total Deposits and Credits 0.40 0.40
Total Cleared Transactions 0.40 0.440)
Cleared Balance 0,40 23,540,12
Register Balance as of 05/31/2016 0.40 23,649.12
Ending Balance 0.40 23,649.12
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6:23 PM Washington State DMCJA

0B/08/E Reconciliation Detail
Bank of America - Savings, Period Ending 06/30/2616
Type Rate Num Name Gl Amount Balance
Beginning Balance 23,549.12
Cleared Transactions
Deposits and Credits -~ 1 item
Deposlt 08/30/2016 X 0.39 0.30
Total Daposits and Credits 0.39 0.30
Total Clagred Transactions 0.39 0.30
Clazared Balance 0.39 23,549.51
" Reglster Balance as of 06/30/2016 0,39 23,549.51
Ending Balance 0.38 23,548.51

Page 1



@:46 AM Washington State DMCJA

080116 Reconciliation Detail
US Bank - Savings, Period Ending 05/31/2016

Type Date Num

Reginning Balance
Cleared Transactions
Deposits and Credits « 1 fem
Daposit 05f31/2016

Total Depasits and Credits
Total Gloared Transactions
Cleared Balance
Reglster Balance as of 08/31/2016
Ending Balance

Balance

Haime Cir Amount

o 100,666.99

X 8.52 8.52

8.52 8.52

8,52 B.52

8.52 100,664.51

8.52 104,664 .51

8.52 100,664.51
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10:24 AM
0BFOMG |

Washington State DMCJA
Reconciliation Detail

US Bank - Savings, Period Ending 06/30/2016

Type Date

Num Name Cir Amount Balance
Baginning Balance 100,664.51
" Cleared Transactions

Doposits and Crodits - 1 tem _

Deposit 06/30/2016 X 8.25 a.25

Total Deposits and Credits 8.25 8,25

Total Cleared Transactions 8.25 8.25

Cleared Balance 8.25 100,672.78

Raglster Batance ag of 06/30/2018 8.25 100,672,783

Ending Balance 8.25 100,672.76
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9:41 AM Washington State DMCJA |
08/10/16 Reconciliation Detail |

Washington Federal, Period Ending 05/31/2016
Type Bate Num Name Cir Amount : Ralance
Beginning Balance 4373271 |
Clearad Transactions
Deposits and Credits « 4 ltems

Daposit 05/11/2016 % 150.00 450,00
Deposit 854172016 X 300.00 450.00 |
Deposit 05/11£2016 X 328,60 775,00 1
Daposlt 05/21£2016 X 3,75 778.75 |
|
Tetal Deposits and Credits 778.75 778.75
Total Cleared Transactions 778.76 778.75
Cleared Balance 778.76 44.611.48
Reglster Balance as of D5/31/2016 778.75 4451146
Ending Balance 778.75 44,511,486 i
|

[ o3 ;Ilf:‘pﬂ , =y
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9:43 AM Washington State DMCJA

08/10/16 . Reconciliation Detail
‘ Washington Federal, Perlod Ending 06/30/2016

Type Date Num Name Clr Amount Balance
Beginning Balance 4451146
Cleared Transactions

Deposits and Cradlts - 3 items
Deposit 06/05/2016 x 200.00 200.00
Deposit 08/03/2016 X 360.00 550.00
Deposit 06/30/2016 X 3.88 §53.69

Total Depesits and Credits 553.69 553,69

* Total Cleared Transaciions 583.69 653,69 .

Cleared Balance ] 553.69 45,065.18
Refyister Balance as of 08/30/2016 663.69 45,065.15
Ending Balance 663.69 45,065.15

I TR N S

ot Yatra
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364 P
paMOME

Accrual Basie

Washington Stata DMCJA
Transaction Detail by Aceount
July 2015 through June 2016

Type Datas MNum
Bank of Amerlen - Checking

Transfer Q7H212015
Check 07082015
Chack 07/08/2015
Chadk 07/08/201 6
Chadl 0708i2015
Chaclc 07/08/2016
Check 0713206 5448
Chack Q712372015
Chack 08/01/2015
Chegk CB/01/2016
Chedk 0810112015
Check 08/03/2018
Chegk 06/03/2015
Cheok 0B/03/2015
Check Q622016
Chedcic 81212018
Check 081212015
Check 081212015
Ghadk 0822015
Cheek UB/124201 5
Check asH2z0is
Cheak 081242015
Cheak 08122016
Check Qeri2i2046
Check 032112018
Cheok Og/21/2015
Checlt 08f21/2015
Chaci 08/24/2015
Chack 08/21/2046
Check 08/21/2015
Check CB2112015
Chack Q72112018
Check Q8721020158
{*hesk QB292018
Tranafer Q82142018
Check QB/3912018
Checit 08/342018
Checit Q9/01/2015
Chieck 0902015
Check D9r0201%
Checl 091012015
Chegk 0971042015
Chedk 001012015
Cheok 09/102015
Chack 0DMM20 5
Check gor10/izmis
Check 09/10/2015
Check OvMO2015
Chedk COM0/2015
Check 0O/10/2015
Checit 0oMO/2014
Check COMGIR2015
Check 08/46/2018
Ghetlt 08/30/2015
Chack 09/30/2016
Chack 09/30/2016
Ghaol¢ 09/30/2016
Chack 09/30/2018
Checle 0%/30/2015
Check 0830712016
Chack 06/30/2015
Chack, 08/20/2015
Chack 0s/30/2016
Chack 0802016
Chack 08/30/2016
Check 10/01/201 5
Chagk 100112045
Chack 1070112015
Check 1070102015
Deposit 1000112015
Chack 0042018
Check t0/01/2018
Check 1000112018
Cheek 10/08/2015
Chack 10/06/2015
Chdck 10/08/2015
Chaek 10062045
Check 1010612015
Check 10/05/2015
Check 10/05/2015
Check 10A16/2015
Chack 101672015
Check 4001612015
Check 1018/2015
Chack 10M16/2015
Chack 10M6/2Q45
Ghack 1071612015
Gheck 101612016
Check 10M62045
Cheok 1071812015

Ad]

Name Memo Gir Bpdit Dabit Credit Balance

Funds Transfer X 8apk of Amerl... 46,000.00 45,000.00
fenee Batodis-Cox X 14« Education... 1,600.00 A4,000,00
Rebecca Robertson X 28-Prosident ... 300.00 A43,700,00
Veronics Allcea- Ga.,.. X 28 -~ President ... 278,20 A3,421.80
Judy Jasprica X 4-Doard Mest.,, 189,29 43,232.51
Michaed J, L.ambo X 4-Doard Meet,., 168.05 A3, 084,46
Judictal Conf, Regls... X ©-5pring Con... 38,420.00 4634.46
Michaal Finkle X 14-Education... 83,80 4,547 .96
Wevin MeCann * 15 Education.., 369,00 4,168.96
Thirston CGounty Di... X 21 - Legisisfy,., 163,18 3,088,77
Douglas B, Robinscn X 26-MCA Llals.. 380.25 3,636,52
Dawid A, Stoiner X 4-Board Moet,.. 188.97 3,446,565
Barbata Harper X 18- Judiclal A... 400.00 3,348.66
Melanie Stewart X Z2-Lobbylst.. 2,000.00 1,348.55
Mary C. Legan X 14 -Edusation,., 19.20 1,827.95
Karen Donohug X 14 -Education... 23.68 1,308.77
G, Seoft Marinelia X 14 -Education.. 324.86 g78.91
Rlchard Kayne X 14 -Educstion... 368.90 B12.04
Michag! Finkle X 14 - Educatien... 32,20 67981
Kallay Olwali X 14 - Education,.. 184.00 795,81
Kevin MoCann X 14~ Education... 28,30 B70.51
Timothy Jenkdns X 14 - Education.,, 10,35 380,18
Judy Jasprica X 14 - Eduoation,., 28,75 F3.41
Jossph Burrowss X 14 «Education... 28285 305,16
David A. Svaren X d.«Board Maet... 87,40 297,76
3. Soolt Marinefla X 4-Hoard Mest,, 226.20 844
Sarmuel §, Mayer X 4 - Board Mest... 87.50 -55.94
Adminietrative Offic... X -GPLIT- 4,934.94 -65,000.88
Barbsra Haen .y, o ey Ly oaye y %50 18 Judicial A, 100,00 6,100,589
Joseph Burowes B X 98~ Judicial ... 1,600.00 -8,600.88
Wads Samuelson-..iv ¥ 0 LT Ly X020 Laglalativ... 87.40 6,668,286
Mary Lynch , X - 21-Llegslativ... 244,90 -6,003.18
Melanle Stewart - 0 ¢ "7 Xt -f22 - Lobbyist ... 2,000.00 -8,933.18
Melanie Stewart " -~ ot X UEdclobbyltEL O T ‘88.00° -9,001.18

Funds Trensfor X Bank of Amari... 20,000.00 10,998.82
Nichaffe Gahizen o X 4-Board Meet,, 32.20 10,966.62
Wiilie Gregory X 15 Education... 099.93 D,088,69
Bank of Amerlea - B..,. X Bank of Amert.. B62.56 9,104.13
Rebetsa Rohoertson X 42'Board Meét.. 83,06 9,020.18
Sue Nootan ~ X 4:Boatd Meet... 35,66 8,084,682
David A Svaren ' ¥ 4. Boaid Meot... 144,80 8,830.653
Douglas Falr X 4-Board Meet... 80.50 8,750.13
G. Scolt Marlhella X 4-Beard Mogt... 340.96 841817
Judy Jasprisa - X 4-Board Moot 34,80 8,383.67
Kanan Denshug X %-BbatsMoct... 83.06 8,209.72
Kewin Ringus X 4-Board Mast,, 57.50 B8,242.22
Michslle Gahlzen X 4-Board Mast... 88.55 8,183.67
Sooft AR - - X 4 -Board Moet.., 57.60 808817
Dino W Traverss, P... X 5-DBookkesapin.. 76.00 72117
Mary C. Logan X 11 DMGJAS... 19,20 7.101.97
Melanie Stewart X 22-Lotbyist ;. 2,000.00 50197
Law, Lyman, Danlel,... X 80-Profegsio... 960,00 424187
Douglas B, Roblnson X 4-Boaid Meet... 120.45 412152
James Doctor -~ X 4-Board Mazt., 88,60 406302
David A, ‘Btelner X 4-Boerd Meet... 77.05 397597
Adminlsirative Offic... X 4-Board Meet... 1.58 3,974,39
Dine W Traverss, I3.,, X B Bookkeepin... 350,00 3,624.39
Barbara Harper X 18- Judicial A.., T22.80 - 2,901,689
Chrie Cllp X 18- Judicial A.., 177.00 2,724,508
David A, Stalner X 18- Judiclal A... 75.08 2,649.53
Mary G. Logian X 18- Judictal A... 19.20 2630.33
Marvheih Dinglacly X 18- Judicial A... 49.88 2,580.45
WMichael Finkla X 182 Judlelal A... 32.20 2,648.25
Busan Woodarg X 18 audiclal A 59.00 2,483.25
Timothy Jenking X 8-dudiclal AL 60,61 2428.64
Superlor Cour Judg... X 11 -Dwmclas... 2,500.00 -71.36
Samuel G, Meyar X 20-legisfativ.. B7.60 -128.86
Wade Samusgison X 20-lLagistatly,,, 92,00 22085
Supérior Courf Judg... 2MB16TCA. X 38.Tyal Cour.. 5,000,00 -3,220,66

Depasit X -8PLIT- 7,187.00 1,966, 44
Eank of America - B.., X Bank of Ameri... 1,390.77 B7B.37
Suparfor Court Judg... 2014-2015JA.. X 18- Judicial A, 861,08 -A75.68
Buperior Court Judg... 20142016 T.., X 30%Trial'Gour.., 1,048,18 -1,329.86
Merilyn Haan '~ X 18-Judidal A.., 163.49 -1,487.35
Barbara Harper X 18- dudicial A, 100.00 -1,687.35
Roger Lewis X 18- Judicial A... 99,25 -1,686,60
Bruce Welss A 18- Judiclal A... 4748 -1,733.75
Danlel Katheen X 18- Judiclg! A... 2000 ~1,753.75
Busanha Kanther X 18- Judicial A, 878 -1,763,63
James Daclor X 18- Judiclal A, 69,26 -1,832.78
Dav|d A. Sisinar A 4-Board Moat... 26,46 +1,669.23
David A, Svaren X 4-Hoard Meat.., a7.40 -1,946.63
Douglas Falr X 4-Board Meat.., 34.50 -1,981.13
Josaph Busrowes X 4-Board fest... 26.25 -2,007.38
Wichalle Gehlsan X 4-DBoard Meut.,, 26.46 -2,033,83
Samual G. Mayer X #4-Bosfd Mest... 57.50 -2,081.33
Scoll Ahl X 4-Bosrd Meat,.. 57.50 -2,148.83
Charlés Short 3 Meelitgs X 4-Bosard Mest.., $32.30 -3,08,13
Matilyn Pejn X 16 - Education,.. 2,132.75 -6,213.80
Barbera Harpsr X8 - Judicial A... 100,00 -5,3158.808
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Washington State DMCJA

L

3:54 PM e

OBITOME Transaction Detail by Account

Acerual Basis July 2018 throughs June 2016

I,
Type Date Num Adj Name Memo Cir Split Deblt Crodit Balance

Cheack J0M1812055 Susanna Kanlher X 18- Judicial A,.. 1,000,0¢ 8,813.88
Check 10/16£2016 WMelanie Stawert X 22-Lobbylst.., 2,000,0% -B,315.86
Check 10182016 Scott Al X 34 +8CJA Boa... 78,00 -B,380.88
Transfer 10M6/2016 Funds Transler X Bank of Amerl.., 10,000.00 4,640.12
Deposit 10I30/2015 Daposit X Membarship R.., 1,668.31 8,275.43
Check 10102 E Rank of Amsrica Benk Serviee .. X 37« Treasurer .., 14,00 8,261.43
Check 110212018 Adminlatretive Gffic... X -BPUT- 1,970.88 1,262.55
Chacl 1110212018 Berbara Harpar X 18- Juccial A... 100,00 1,182,585
Ghack 14102/20r15 James Dootor X 38 - Trial Gour.., 68,28 1,414.30
Chack 1110242015 Mary C. Logan X 38-TralCour.. 18.20 4,005,10
Cheok 1110272018 Danna MoBride X 38« Tral Cour... . 43.65 1,051,465
Trangfer 1110202018 Funds Transfer X Bank of Amerl... 5,000.00 6,051.45
Deposit 11/03/2016 - Deposit X Mambership R... 445,91 6,601,358
Chack 11/G5/2015 Law, Lyman, Danlel,... X 30«Profasslo.., 5,108.30 1,392.08
Chack 11/09/2016 G, Scolt Marinella X 4-poard Meet... 266,20 4,125.88
Cheekt 14/09/2016 Judilth Ancterson X 18- Judiclal A... 52,22 1,073.64
Chack 11092015 Barbara Harper X 18 - Judiciat A... 100.00 973,64
Cheok 144092016 Melanie Stawsart X 22 -Lobbylsl ... 2,000.00 +1,026,36
Chek 11092016 David A, Stainer X 28 -Presidenl ... 169,82 -1,185,08
Check 11025 Bark of America - B.., X Tankof Amerl.. 279.17 1,452,158
Check 1410002018 Gretchen's Shoe Bo,,, X 4~ Board Mest.. 397.57 ~1,798,72
Cheok 1147304201 & G. Soofl Marinella X 4-Board Meat... 266.20 -2,062:82
Ghack 14/23042016 Dauglas Fair X 4-DBoard Meet... 34.50 -2,007.42
Check 1443002015 Sarmust Q. Moyer X 4-Board Meet... 57.50 -2,154.92
Gheck 1113002015 " Charles Short X 4.DBoard Meet.. - 10,75 -2,474.67
Chack 14/30/20%5 Michelle Gehlsen X 4«~Board Maot,.. 26,45 -2,801.12
Check 11/30/2015 Jogeph Burrowes X 4-Board Mast... 26,28 2,.527.38
Cheok. 1173002018 Miohae! J, Lanbo X 4-Board Meet.,, 27,60 -2,554,98
Chenlc 14/30/2015 Kevin Ringus X 4-poard Meet.,, 23.00 -2, B77.94
Chek 1173002015 Soeolt Anlf L i X 4 s Board Meet.., 57.50 -2,836.48
Check 1173002016 Ingalling's Box Lunch ‘ X 4-Board Mest... 356,20 -2,991.66
Chack, 11300201 5 Dine W Traverso, Pu.: -~ * - Kewd 4 - Bogkkesplh.., 176.00 «3,166.68
Chack 11/30/201 5 Gretchen's Bhoe Bo... A 14 Education,,. 6918 -3,225,88
Chack 1173002016 Gratchen's Shos Bo... - X' 14 - Ectucation... 22797 -3,453.83
Ghack 1802018 Karen Donohud - SR 14 - Educstion.., RG240 -3,716.31
Chack 130218 Charles Short X 14 -Education.., 480.60 ~4,215,81
Gheok 3113012016 Kelloy Diwsii X 14 - Education... 418,80 4,634,41
Ghacl, 11/30/2015 Judiclal Conf, Regis,.. X 14 - Fdueation... 140.00 -4,774.41
Ghatk 1118042015 Gretohen's Shoe Bo,., X 20-Legislatly... 85.38 -4,840,79
Chack 11302016 Michaal Finkle X 28 -Prealdent ... .50 -4.875.29
Transfar 11/a012016 Deposil X Dank of Amerl.. 5,000,00 124,74
Check 1118042615 Bark of America o X 97 - Tramsurer .., 14.00 110.71
Check 1143012016 Bank of America - B... X Bankof Amerl.. 660.83 -650.12
Chack 1210112015 G, Scolf Merinella X 4-Board Meéd... 57,50 -807.62
Chack 12101/2015 Administralive Offia... X -BPLIT- 1,377.30 -1,984.92
Fransfer 12/01/2015 Funds Transfer X Bank of Ameri,., 5,000,00 3,015,008
Chagk 20212015 Bark of America - B... X Bemk of Ameri... 266,44 - 2,748.84
Chack 1210712016 Law, Lyman, Denlel,... X 30 - Professio.. 5,119,3¢ 2,370,686
Chack 1208120158 Deugias Fair X - Educafion... 34.50 «2,405,18
Chock 12/00/2015 Timnthy Jenkins X 14 -Education... 10,35 -2,416.51
Chock 12108/2015 Judy Jasprica X 14~ Educatlon... 28.78 -2,444,25
Check 1210812015 Chatles Shot X 14 -Educatlon... 117.00 -2,561.26
Cheok 12/08/2016 Kalley Olwell’ X 34 Bddeation.., 184,00 -2,745,25
Check 12/08/2018 Richard Kayne X 14 « BEdutation,.. 19.5D -2,764.76
Check 12{08/2016 Grant Blinn' X 14 -Edueation... 16.10 ~2,780,85
Check 1210802015 N. Steward X 14 - Education,.. 14.85 -2,785.81
Check 42/08/2015 Karen Donohua X 14 -Edueation,,. 2318 | -2,B18.97
Chack 1208/2015 Joseph Burrowes X 14 -Education... 26,25 -2,845.22
Check. 124082016 Melanie Stewart X 22-Lobbyist ... 2,000,00 -4,845,22
Transfer 12/08/20r 8 Funds Transfer X Bank of Ameri,,. 2,600,00 «2,345,22
Check 12122/201 5 David A. Stelner X 4-Board Meet... 26.45 -2,371.67
Chiack 1212212016 Bamuel 4, Mayer X 4-Board Mest.,, 57.50 -2,429,17
Chack 1212212016 Douglas Fair X 4-Board Mest... 34,50 =2,463.67
Chack 1212212015 Dousglas B, Robinson X 4-Board Mesl... 22,00 -2,485.87
Cheok 1222015 Karen Bonohue X  4-Bogrd Mesl... 2418 -2,600,82
Chetl 127222018 Scolt At X 4-Board Meet.., 57.50 -2,567.32
Chaol 1202202016 Michelle Gehisen X 4-Board Mest... 32,20 -2,590.52
Chaalc 1202242015 Michael J. Lambo X 4-Board MesL.. 27.60 -2,627,12
Cheek 1212212016 Kevin Ringus X 4-Bbard Mebt., 23.00 -2,650,12
Chack 120222016 David A, Svaren X 4-Boad Mest... 87,40 2,737.62
Chack 122212015 Joseph Burnowes X 4. Board Meet.., 2625 -2, 783,77
Check 120222015 3. Scofl Maringlla X 4-Board Meet... 285.20 -3,048.07
Check 12022016 Tracy A. Staab X 4-Board Mest.., 325,00 -3,373.97
Check 1212212018 Paulstle Revoir X 4-Board Meetl... 17.91 -3,301.88
Check. 1212212015 Ingalina's Boy Lunai X 4-Board Moet... 388,40 -3,780.28
Chack 12222018 Admintsirative Offic..  November EX... X 4-Board Meet,., 1,280,8% 5,070,808
Cheel 120222016 Admirisleative Offie.,  August Expen.. X -SPLIT- 2,917.39 -7,088.28
Check 12022f2018 Elzebeth Asher Pro Tem X 28 -President ... 244,90 -8,233.18
Check’ 122202018 Davld $leiner ' X 28 -President ., 84,43 -8,317.61
Check |arEaants Robar Mebeth Pro Tem X 28-Prosident ... 480,80 -B,807.41
Transfer 12/222015 Fundz Transfer X Bank of Amer]... 5,000,00 -3,807,41
Depostt 1212312016 Deposit X Mombership R... 25,085.00 21,277,509
Deposit 1213002016 Refund X 30.Professlo... 4,932.50 26,210.09
Deposltt 12/30/2015 Deposlt X Msmbarship R... 6,760.00 32,660,09
Deposlt 00772016 Deposlt X Membership R.., 262400 35,584.00
Deposit 071/08/2016 Deposlt X Membership R... 23612.00 59,198.00
Deposit 0112016 Daposlt X Mambarship R... 4,150.00 #3,348.00
Chealc O1HAR016 Buslnass Card X Bank of Amerl,.. 608,66 52,736.43
Chack 011412016 Michasl! J. Lamio X 4-PBoard Mest.., 25,92 82,710.51
Check 011472018 Hevin Ringus X 4-Board Moest.., 21,60 652,600.41
Check 42016 Saolt Ahif X 4-Bosrd Meat,, 54,00 32,634.91
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Washington State DMCJA

LG4 PM

0BH0/16 Transaction Detail by Account

Actrual Bagis July 2015 through June 2016

Type Dota Num Adj Namo Moo Cir Split Dohit Gredit Balante

Check QU425 Charles Short X “4-Boord Mes... 358,04 82,278.07
Cheek Q4472018 Michalls Gehlesn X 4-Board Mest.., .24 62,247 .83
Chaok T 042018 G, Scoll Marknelia X 4-Board Mest... 2,60 61,835.23
Ghaolt Dir1412016 David A. Svaren X 4-Board Maet.., 82,08 &1,763.15
Cheulc 011412018 Samuel G, Meyer X 4-Board Meed,,. £4.00 &1,682.16
Chaok ili4i2016 Douglas B, Robinson X 4-Board Meal... 336.20 a1,362.95
Chack o114/205¢ David A. Stelner X 4-Board Meel,.. 24.84 61,338,11
Chaotk C1H4/2016 Joseph Burrowes X 4-Board Meet,,, 28.20 61,312
Chaol¢ oiri4i2018 Ingallira's Bux Luneh X 4-Board Meset.,, 364.58 80,620,36
Chaule olH4l2016 Dine W Traverso, ... X  B-Bookkeepin... 360.00 B0,578,35
Check o1A4/20e Melanie Slewarl X 22 .tobbvial.., 2,000.00 §8,678.35
Checi o1H4/2016 David A. Sleinar X 28-Brastdant .., 248.88 68,329.49
Deposit otH4/2018 Deposit X Membarship ... 2,250.00 6067249
Check oirdfz016 AdjustmentfG.,, X Mambership R... 375.00 60,204.49
Check oifMse01s Youth & Governman,,. Yoo 19 - dudicial G... 4,600,00 58,604.49
Checly 017152016 X B7-Treasurer ... 20,00 68,684.49
Daposit oirezois Deposil X Membarship R... 3,148.00 61,733.40
Daposit Q2012018 Deposit X Membarship R... 18,612.00 B0,745.40
Paposit Q172072018 Retumsd Bili ... X 4-Beard Mest... 3450 BOL,779.98
Cheok 0172012016 Administrative Offic... X 4-Board Meet,.. 140,00 80,630.99
Deposit o01/21/2016 Daposit X Mambership R... 375,00 81,014.99
Depost 0112612016 Daposit X Membarship R... 15,636.00 96,660,90
Daposit Q12802016 Deposit X Membarship R.., 12,087.00 108,687.89
Depoait 020172016 Daposlt % Membership R... 3,108.00 111,796.99
Dsposit QNQA2016 Depostt X Wembarship R.., 3,187.00 114,983,908
Deposit 0210972018 Retumed Bift ... X 28 - President ,., 248, B3 115,232,856
Deposit D2/09/2016 Returned BIll .. X 4 - Board Mest,.. 24.84 115,257,69
Deposit 02/11/2016 Deposit X MembarehlpR... 2,487.00 117.694.69
Deposit 021872016 Deposit X MemburshipR... 8,624.00 126,318,6¢
Deposit 02/26{2016 ’ Jooee . Depostc L X0, Membarshlp R 1,986.00 120,304.69
Check 022612018 oft Bank of Amerlos-B.. ' "X 'Bank of Amori... 180,65 128,114.73
Check 0225216 BerbaraHarper. .. " .. ORTUAB - Judislal A 100,00 $26,014.73
Check 02/25/2018 Barbara Harper L X 18- Judiclal A, 100.00 127473
Chask D3o/2018 aft Administrative Offle.., - " X "4 « Board Mesl... 1,636.24 126,279,562
Check 03101/2016 oft Molante Stewart et T X 22 Lobbigt e vt Tt B '+ 2,000:00 -+ 124,379.52
Daposit a301/2018 Deposit X Membership R... 485,00 124,878.62
Chack 03/01/2018 it Adminlstrative Offlo,., : X «8PLIT- ' 1,890.06 122,978.66
Check 030112016 aft . Scotf Marinella X 4-Boord Mest,., 490,80 122,467 .86
Chatk 002G aft Administrative Offlz... X 20-Leglelailv.., 465,60 122 082,26
Cheak 03CtI2018 efl Ingafline’s Box Lunch X 4 -Board Meet... 418.65 121,643.31
Check 0310172016 eft Dino W Traversq, P... X B -Bovkiwepin.., 350,00 121,2685.31
Check 030112018 eft Cherles Short X 4 -Bomi Mabt,., 293.30 120.870.M
Chack 03/01/2018 oft David A. Steinar X 28 -Prasident ... 248,88 $20,721.16
Chetk 03/01/2016 oft Thurston Gounly Di... X 21 -Leglelaliv... 108,46 120,812.62
Check 0300142016 off David A Svaren X 4-Board Mgat... B2.08 120,530,681
Check 03/01/2018 off Corlnna Ham X 20- Legiclaliv... 6264 120,467,097
Check 03012016 efl ‘Thursten County DL... X 21 -Leglelativ... 54.23 120,418.74
Cheok Q3012016 aft Soolt AhlF X 4-8oard Mesl... 54,00 120,350,74
Check Q3/01/2016 oft Scolt Anif X 4 -Board Mest.., 54,00 120,305.74
Check Q301216 oft Samuel G. Meyar X 4-DBoard Mest... 54.60 120,251,74
Check [orct (o} Fieloat < efl . Jenndfer Johnson X 20-Leglslativ... £0,22 120,204.52
Chagk a9/01/2018 aft Glenn Phillps ! X 20 -Legislativ... 48.60 120,162,892
Cheak 03/o1/2018 aft Josaph Burrowes X 4:Board Mest.., a2.y0 120,120.22
Check 03/01/2016 oft Dauglas Falr X 4-Board Maet,.. 32,40 120,087.82
Checdk CoI012046 it Michael Lambo X 4% BoardMaet... 2692 120,061.90
Chaolc 08/01/2016 oft Michelte Gehisen X 4-Board Meel,,, 24.84 120,037.06
Chack 03/01/2016 oft David A. Steiner X 4-Roard Mast,,. 24,84 120,042.22
Checle 03/01/2016 oft Rick Leo A 4 -Board Meel... 24,18 119,886.04
Chack Q32018 oft Linda Cobumn X 4 -~Board Mesi... 2876 118,964,286
Chack 03/01/2018 oft Karen Donohue X 4 -Board Mest... 22,19 118,942.00
Check 03/01/2016 aft Douglas B, Robinson X .4 -Board Mesgt... 18.00 119,924.09
Check 03/01/2016 eft David A, Stelner X 4 -Board Mest... 17,28 119,906.81
Chaek 03/02/2016 Ingallina's Box Lurich X 18- Judlckl A... o110 119,816.71
Check Qafcaieoe Marybeth Dingledy X 18- Judiclal A.... 4714 148,768.57
Cheak 03/02/2016 ofl Susan Woodatd , X 18- dudiclai A 28,00 119,740.57
Transfer og/0zi2016 Funds Transfer X Bank of Amerl... 85.68 119,854,598
Cheak o3faIEnie oft Chris Guip X 18- Judioial M., 135,80 119,518,79
Chesk 0BI02/2016 aft Thurston Gounty Di... X 21- Legisiativ.., 108,46 119,410.33
Chack 03/0712016 oft Melenla Slewart X 22-labbyist... 2,000.00 117,410.83
Checl 030712016 aft Jamea Dooter X 11-DMCJASS.. 54.40 117,3585.93
Check 0302016 oft Mary Logan X A1-DMGJASS... 19,40 117,336,563
Check 3HALRNE oft Cave B X 18- Judicial A.. 1470.00 15,868,563
Check 03H4/2016 aff Bank of America - B... ¥ Bankof Amarl... -540.99 116,225.54
Chack 31702016 et Ingaifina’s Box Lunch X 4-Board Meel... 422,23 114,903,31
Chook fexigbvinl:] &t Charles Short - X 4-Board Meel,, 283.60 114,649.61
Check 0341712016 it Devid A. Svaren X 4 -Board Mael... 82.08 114,E67.43
Check 03117/2016 ot Dine W Traverso, P.,, X 8-Bookleapir... 75.00 114,492.43
Check 0311772016 aft Barbara Hayper X 18- Judiclal A... 59,65 114,482.78
Check 031772016 oft Seoft Ahlf X 4-Board Mest... 54,00 114,378,170
Chagl 03M7/2016 aft Samuesl G, Meyar X A-Board Meet.., 54,00 114,324.Y8
Check 03M712016 aft Joseph Burrowes X 4 -Board ieet... 37,20 114,287.58
Check G3M7/2016 aft Douglas Falr X 4-Board Meet... 32,40 114,255,158
Check 0317.2016 aft Lingda Coburm X 4-Board Meet... 3z.40 114,222,78
Cheak 031712018 aft Michelie Qehlsen X 4 -Board Mast.., 30,24 114,192,564
Check 031712016 oft Karen Donohue X 4-Board Meet.., 2214 114,170.40
Chack 036 oft Dauglas B, Robinson X 4-Board Meet,.. 18.00 114,152.40
Cheok 0371712016 oft 0. Soolt Marinella X 4 -Board Meel.... 336.80 118,765.60
Checl Q3712016 oft Rick Lao X 4-Board Meet., 24,10 118,741.42
Chack 031712016 oft Kevin Ringus X 4 -Board Mest... 21.60 113,718.62
Transfer 09/2812016 Funde Transfor X Bank of Ameti.. 306.00 11341282
Chack 03/29/2016 oft Timoliy Jankins X 8- Judislal A... 20.70 113,382.22
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0B/10M6 Transaction Detail by Account

Accrual Basis July 2015 through June 2018

Type Pate Num Adj Name Memo Gir 8plit Dabit Crodit Balanoe

Chack Qa2oie oft Barbara Marper X 18- Judiclal A,.. 100.00 113.202.22
Chack 032912018 aft Administretive Offic... X -8PLIT- 620,15 142,472,06
Gheck 04/01/2016 oft $toven Buzzard X 24«Long-Ren... 108,00 112,364,09
Check 0410112018 oft Ingafling's Box Lunch X 24«long-Ran.. 67.23 112,206.85
Chock 0402018 ait Scoll Ahlf X 24-long-Ron... 54,00 112,242,868
Chedk 041012016 oft Michelle Gehlsen X 24-Long-Ran.. 24,84 112,218.02
Chack 04/0112018 ot Frankiin L. Dacga X 24 -Long-Ren... 2288 112,105.34
Chack 0401216 oft Mary C. Laogan X 24-Long-Ren... 18,64 11217870
Deposil 04104216 Deposit X 38-Trial Gour... 3,304,16 115,480.85
Deposil odioaf2018 Dapoalt X Membsrship R.,, 187.00 116,667 86
Deposit 04172018 Depuogit X Membership R... 7560.00 116,417.88
Chack 04{25/2016 oft Berbara Harper X 18- Judiclal A.., 100.00 116,217 86
Chatk 042512016 oft Cave B X 18- Judiclal A,., 1,780,185 114,587.70
Chack D4/26/2016 ot Barbara Harper X 18- Judiclal A... 204.06 114,383,685
Check D4/26/2016 aft Susan Woodarg X 18- Jdudiclal A,.. 118.93 114,264,72
Check D4#26/2016 off Timolhy Jenkins X 18- Jdudical A... 42475 114,080.97
Check 042612016 oft Michael Finkle X 18- Judiclal A... 200,80 113,850,237
Check 04/26/2018 eft Fran Chmelewskl X 18- Judiclal A... E8,00 118,781.37
Chaok 04/25/2016 oft Maryhelh Dingedy X 18- dudiclal A... 220,16 118,561,22
Check Q47252018 oft Judlith Anderaon X 18- Judicial A, 263,85 118,207,837
Chedk 042512018 oft Susanra Kanther X 18- Judicial A,,. 198.45 18,097.92
Chack 04125206 aft Lisa Worswick X 18- Judicial A.., 17200 112,824,092
Chack 041282016 oft Malgnie Stewart X 22- Lobbyist,., 2,000.00 110,824.02
Ghaek Udi2B/20M6 oft Ramblin Jatks X 20-Legslatly.. 45560 110,485,532
Checlg 0412812016 eft Ingailina's Box Lunch X 4 -Board Meet.., grada 110,098.14
Chack Q4282016 eft Charles Short X 4-Board Meet,,, 253,80 » 102;,842.34
Check Q4f28/2016 eft David A, Svaren X 4-Board Mest,,, B2,0B 108,760,268
Chack 04/28/2016 oft Michells Gehlsen X 4~ Board Mest... 33,48 108,728.78
Check DA428/2016 oft Michael J. Lambo X 4 ~DBosrg Mast... 28402 100,700,88
Chedk 04128/2GMG ot Josaph Burrowas LD X As Board Meal... 2520 100.875.85
Check D4fe8/2016 oft David A, Stelner ’ X 4 - Board Meet... 24,84 108,650.62
Ghack - Q412812016 et Rick Leo . TN LY .+ X+ 34 - Boaid Meel,., 24,18 108,626,564
Chuck 0472812016 oft Kevin Ringus ) X 4+~ Board Meat... 2180 106,608,04
Chiwolt 041282016 oft [ouglas B. Rebinson - - . X " -'4 - Board Meet... 18,00 108,587.04
Dopusit 0510672016 T Deposit ¥ "Membership R,/ C B0 Y ) 116,111,04
Teansfer OBATI206 Funds Transfer X Bank &f Ameri... 206.25 10%,814,81
Cheel 05172018 oft Applied Tachnologies X 4-Board Meet.,. 438,00 100,376.81
Cheok ~ OBATI20IG oft G. Seolé Matinella X 4-Poard Meet... 221.94 108,164,867
Cheok 051712018 oft Linda Coburn ¥ 4-Board Meel... 352.40 108,802.47
Check 0511742018 oft Douglas Fait X 4-Board Meel.., 375.40 108,427,07
Check 051712018 aft Dougias B, Robinson X 4-Board Megl,,, a97.20 108,328.87
Check D5/17/2016 eft Josaph Burrowes X 4-Board Mest... 14500 108,314.87
Cheack’ 05 7/2016 aft Tracy A 'Staab X 4-Board Maet.., 140,40 108,174.47
Check 05/ 72016 eft Karan Donohuis X 4-Board Mest.., 31,32 107,873,186
Chack G5/M7/2018 eft Samuel G. Meyer X  4-Board Meat,,, 54,00 107 819,16
Check 05M7/2018 off Seoit Ahii X 4-8Board Mesl... 414.00 107,408.15
Chack 0Bf17/2016 aft Michstie Gehlsen X 4 -Board Meot... 336.20- 107,068,058
Chiack 067772016 eft Pavid A. Svaren X 4-Board Meat,,, 363,16 106,715,790
Lhock N5H72016 aft Michasl Lombe A &-Board Mest... 308,12 106,407.67
Gheck OBH7/2016 - eit David A. Steiner A 4.«Board Mest.., 516:84 106,081.83
Chack 061 1izee ol Janet Garcow X 4.-Board Mest.., 207.80 105,784.03
Chack 05M7720M6.  ef Charies Short X 4-BoardMest... 236.68 105,545.35
Chack OBHT2MS eft Kevin Ringus X 4-Board Mest... 260.85 105,175.50
Chack O&/M7I2016 eft AOC X -BPUT- 1,264.89 103,920,51
Chack osH7I2016 oft AQO X -BPLIT- 233282 101,587.69
Teansfer 054712016 Fupds Fransfer X Bank of Amarl,.. 1,610.81 00,078,768
Chegok 0517205 Melanie- Stewsart X 22 - Lobbyist ... 2,000.C0 bR,070.78
Chinck 057302016 oft Best Western X 4-DBodrd Most... 2,600,141 BE,377.67
Cheok 0E/31/2018 Sandra L. Allen - X 18 - Education,.. 1,000,00 84,377 67
Daposit 06/&1/2016 Reposit X Msmbership R... 206200 $6,430.67
Daposit osfot/2018 Daposit X 20~ Logiclatlv.., 456,60 96,808.27
Deposit 06/01/2016 Deposlt X 4-Board Mesat... 32,40 $6,027.67
Chack 06/03/2018 online dimpring X 28 -Prosident ... 472,00 06,455.67
Chack 08M42018 elt Bank of Amerlca - B.., X Bank of Amerl.. 949,91 95,505.78
Chedk e Ti2na online Frod L. Gillings X o-Bpring Con,., 800.00 04,606,768
Check 0aM7iames online Timothy Jenking X 8-Conference... 400,00 94,205.76
Check 06M7/2016 artlire Tom Ellingtan X 8-Cbnleranee... 32,18 93,873.57
Check 06M7I2018 online Tags Awarda & Spa... X 28-President ., 254.69 93,618,099
Check 06M7/2016  anline G. Soolt Marinetia X 4-Board Mest... 16721 93,461,77
Check 0BH7{2015 ahline Sarmiel G. Meyar X 4-Boaid Mest.., i5r.21 93,304,568
Check 0Bli7/2016 onfine Joseph Burrowes X 4- Bosrd Mect,.. 157.24 03,147,595
Checl CBM7I2016 anfine David A, Steiner X 4« Board Meet... 144,63 83,002.82
Chack asM7i20e online Karen Donchue X 4« Board Maet... 134,97 b2 B687.85
Chaclc QBHT7I2NG online Rick La0 X 4. Board Mest.. 134,88 62,733.17
Check 061712016 onling Linda Gobyim X 4- Board Meet... 134,21 b2,598.96
Gheok 0BM72ME oaline Dougias B, Robinsen X 4-Bogyd Meot... 130.97 02,487 b
Check 0BHT72018 online Malanle Dang X B -Conferanes,., 100.00 82,357,099
Chetk OB/1742018 onling Barbara Harper X 18« Judiclal A... 100,00 82,267,659
Chaeck 0BM7/2016 anling Chy of Qlympla X 4-Board Meet... BB.07 52,168,02
Chack &M 72016 online. Boott Ahif X 4 -Board Meet,., 36,00 92,133,02
Chack asH 7208 onting Pavld Polarsen X B-Conference.,, 31.11 92,10%.91
Cheack osi7i20ie anllne Tags Awards & Spe... X 28 -President... 1815 92,083.76
Check 0sHr/2018 anline Fred L. Glllings X 8- Conference... e 92,071.97
Chack 06/28/2016 opline Mark Crow X 28-President... 119730 §0,674.87
Chaak 06/282016 onling Michelle Gefilsen X 28-Presidenl ... 32308 a0,561.64
Check 06/28/20M6 onlina Dauglas Fair X 4 - Board Moel... 167.2% 90,304,43
Check 06/28/2016 online Nicheile Gehlsen X 4 - Board Moal... 134,97 £0,269,48
Chaok 0a/2ar20ie online Cliy of Federal Way X 4-Board Meel,,. 68,97 90,160,49
Chavk 0B{268/2016 onlina ‘Thurston Gaunty DI, X 21 -Leglelativ.,. 81,38 90,079.13
Lhook 06/282016 oniine Motanla Slewart X Prepaid Exper... 87,000.00 53,079,138
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0BMOME Transzciion Detail by Account
Agarual Basis ) July 2015 through June 2016
Type Duta Num Aclf Name Memo Cly Split Debit Credit Balange
Chack 06202018 online Jutdiclal Genf, Rugle.., X 8- Spring Con... 136,980.00 16,008.13
Transfor 06/30/2016 Funds Transter X Bank of Amert., 1.00 18,008.13
Total Bank of America - Checking #53,880,08 237,701,085 16,088,158
Bank of America - Savings :
Transfer 70212015 Funds Transfer X Bank of Amefi... 45,000.00 ~i5,000,00
Deposit OTIg12015 . Daposil X Interest Income 1.32 -44,998.68
Transfer Q82412015 Funds Transfar X 8ankof Amerl... £20,000.00 -84,998.68
Goposit DE34015 Deposi X Interast Income 147 84,997,561
Daposi 05/30/2045 Deposit X Interest Income 0,82 . -84,098,69
Teansfer 10MB/2016 Funds Transfer X Bapnk of Ameri... . 10,000.00 ~74.908.60
Noposit 1013012015 Daposit X Interest Income 0.6 74,896,783
Trengfer 0212018 Fundg Transfer X Banl¢ of Ameri... 5,000.00 ~78,996,73
Tranafor 11/30/2016 . Depostt X Bank of Ameri,.. 5,000.00 -84,005.73
Drepusit 1143002015 Daposit X Interest Income 047 ., -84,905.08
Transfer 12/01/20158 Funda Transfer X Bank of Amari... E £,000.00 -89,985.06
Transfer 12i08/2015 Funds Transfer X Bank of Amarl... 2,600.00 -92,405.08
Transfer 122212015 Funds Trensfer X Bank of Amerl.,, 5,000.00 -7 465.06
Deposlt 1213412015 Interest X Interast Income 047 87,494,569
Deposit 01731/2018 Deposit X . Intsrest ncome 040 -97.494,19
Deposit G2/202016 Inkerest X Interasl Incoame 037 -07,493.82
Peposit 0310112018 : Intarest X Interest Incoms 049 ~-37,493,42
Deposit Q4/3002018 ’ inlorast X Interest Incoms 0.39 : -97,493.03
Deposit 05312016 Inlerast X Interest Income 0.40 -7 402,63
Reposit 063012016 interast X Interest income 0.39 7,492,294 ‘
Total Bank of America - Savings 7.76 $7,500.00 -07,492.24 i
US Bank - S8avings .
Depoalt Q7342015 . . Daposit . =X .. Intsresl income 10,08 10.08
Deposit GBfad2015 Deposit X Interesl Income B.54 18.82
Deposit 09/30/2045 . © 0 Deposdit "X Interest income 828 2606
Deposit 10/30/2015 ;. Depogit X, .« Interast Income 8.54 . 35,42 !
Depasit 1173012015 ] s el fX 'itorest lnsome 8,26 L . 43,86 :
Depasit 123112015 ' ¥ “Heposit K ¥ Interest Income ' 8.84 ' 5a.22 :
Deposit 01/31/2016 . Dopaslt X Interest hoome a.02 80.74 ;
Chelc 02/23/2016 Servibe Charge X 37 -Treasurer... " 500 58,74 :
Doposit 0212920168 Interast X Intergst Income 7.97 83,71 [
Deposit 03/31/2018 . Intarest X inlerest Income 8.82 72,28
Deposlt 04/30/2018 Interesi X Inlerest Income 8.25 80.48
Daposit 53112018 Intarast X Inlerest Incoms 8,62 89.00
Deposit 05/20/2046 Intereat X Intwrest Income B.26 i 87.25
Tolsl US Bank - Savings . 102.25 5.00 07.25
Wastrington Faderal ' .
Deposit O7Ia4/2015 Deposit X Interost Income 4.04 4.04 ‘
Deposit 083112016 Deposit X Inderest Income 4.04 8.08 ;‘
Check QoM 42015 Melenla Stewart L X 23.LobbylelE... 2,500,00 249192
Check 09/23/2015 Hatland Clarke Special Funds X 37 - Treasurer ... 11.45 ~2,602.37 |
Deposit noR0z01E Deposit X Interest Incoms avr Lo -2,498,60 1‘
Check 0/26/2018 Superior Court Jucdg..,  Retiremant/ ... X 23-LobbyistE... 5,000.00 . -7,498.60
Deposit . 10/51/2016 Deposit X Interesl income . a75 ) -7,495,85 i
- Deposit 1178012015 . X Interest income 48 7,492,656 |
Deposlt 12M8/2015 Daposlt X Memberstip R... Job.00 7,182,566
Depesit 1214812018 Depaosit X Membership R... 325.00 -3,867.66
Deposil 121812015 Paposit X Membership R... 325.00 -5,642,66
Daposit 12182018 Depasit X Membership R... 325.00 8,217.68
Deposit 12/31/2018 Deposit ¥ Intersst income 345 -6.214,21
Deposit 0173112016 Deposit X Membership R... 325,00 +B,088.21
Deposit 0113112018 Duposit X Interast Income 8,62 ’ -b,885.68
Deposit 021172018 Deposit X Mombership R,., 26,00 -5,860.68
Daposlt 0211/2018 Deposit X Membership R... 325.00 -5,636.68
Daposit 211172015 Daposit X Membership R... 325.00 -5,210.68
Deposit (R12012016 interast X laferost Income 334 -6,207.34
Doeposlt 03/0212018 Deposit X Membership R... 100,00 -5,407.34
Deposit - 03022018 Daposit X Membership R... 326.00 -4,782,34
Depasit 03/02{2018 Deposlt X Membsrship R... 325.00 . -4,457,34
Deposil 03/02/2018 Daposit X Membership R... 325.00 4,132,324
Deposil 03/31/2018 Infarest X Inlerset Income 3.68 -4,1268.66
Deposit 04f21/2016 Depasit X Mambarshlp R.., 276.00 -3,86368
Deposlt 04121/2016 Interast X Intarest Income 3,57 -3,860.0¢
Deposit 051172018 Daposlt X Membership R... 150.00 : -3,700,09
Deposit 05/11/2016 Deposlt X Membership R... 325.00 ~3,375.00
Deposit 051112016 Laposit X Membarshig R... 300,00 -3075,00
Daposit 06/21/2016 Interast % Interast Income 3.15 ~3,071.34
Paposit 081032018 Depouit X Membership R... 20000 -2,871.34
Liepasit 06/03/2018 : . Daposil X Membarship R... 360.00 -2,621.34
Deposi 08/30/2016 Interest X Interest Income 369 2.517.66

Total Washington Fedaral 4,963.80 751148 -2,517.65
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Accumulated Pepreciation ‘
Genaral Journel hord il ~ioi] 99 - Depraclati... 9,65 -9.66
General Journaf 08!131/2015 23 - Depreciati.., 868 ~19.32
General Journat 09/30/2015 99 - Dapreciatl... ' .66 -28.98
General Journal 10/31/2015 99 - Depraciat),.. 0.68 -38.64
General Journal 11/30/2015 99 - Depreciatl... 9,68 48,30
General Journal 12/31f2018 89 - Deprediat),., a.66 -57.66
General Joumal 0113172016 . 98 - Depreciali... .68 -67.62
General Joumnal 02/29/2016 99~ Dapreciali... 964 -77.28
Gengral Journal 033112016 . 89 - Depreciati... 9.66 -86.94
Generat Journal 04/30/2016 . 99 - Dapracial... 2.58 46,60
General Journal 05131/2016 ’ 69 « Depraciatl... &3 -108.25
General Journal 06/30/2076 * 89 - Depraciati... 9.58 -116.92

Total Accumuisted Depractation G.00 115.92 -115.82

Prepald Expenses ' ]
General Journal 0773112015 112 of Conty.., 22 - Lobbwist .., 2,668,35 -2,583.33
General Journal 08/31/2015 112 of Cont... 22 - Lobbylst ... : 2,583.33 } -B,166.66
General Journal 09/30/201B 112 of Coniy,.. 22 - Lobhylst ... - 2,683.33 -7, 748,99
General Joumnal 10/34/2018 1/12 of Conir... - 22~ Lobbyist .. 2.503,33 -10,333,32
General Journal 11/30/201 5 112 of Gonlr... 22 ~ Lobbyist ... 2,588.23 1201665
General Journal 120312015 142 of Conir... 22 - Lobbyist ... 258333 -15,499,98
General Joumal 011312016 : 1112 of Contr... 22 - Lobbyiat .., 2,683.89 -18,083.868
Genaral Journal 0RI2912016 1412 of Conir... 22 - Lobbylst .., 2,6a83.88 -20,667.74
Gensral Joumnea! 08/31/2016 " 1112 of Conr... 22 « Lobbylst ... 2,583.68 23,251,682
Qansral Joumal 043012016 * 112 of Centr.,. 22 « Lobbyist ... 2,683.68 -26,835.60
Beneral Joumal 05312016 N 112 of Contr... 22 - Lobbylst .., 2,b683.88 -28419,38
Cheak 0B/2B2016 onling Malanie Stewart Bank of Amert... 37,000,00 5,580.62

' General Joumnal 0B/3020116 Y . iti2of Contr.... ., .. 22- Lobbylst... 2.583.88 5,986.74

Total Prepaid Expenses .. e T ' . 37,000.00 31,008.26 6,926.74

Bank of America G, C. . o .

. Credit Card Charge  08/04/2015 Skamapialodge - - | C X B-Confgrence,... ., ... . .. ., 197.08 . ~167.00
Cradit Card Cherge  08/05/2015 ' Skamania Lodge ’ X' 8-Conference..” 449,91 -547.00
Cradit Card Charge  08/06/2015 - Radissor . X 14 -Education... 216,58 B52.56
Chack 09012015 Bank of Ametlca - B... ! X Bank of Ameri,,. T 862.56 0.00
Credil Gerd Chargs  09/01/2015 Chevron X 4-Board Meet... 2.48 2,49
Credil Card Charge  0901/2018 Ralph's Thrifiway X 4 -Board Mest... 14,09 46,58
Credil Card Charge  09/01/2016 Ralph's Thariftway X  4-Bosard Moat.,, 18,92 -33.50
Gradll Card Charge  09/01/2016 Mecanie lalian Subs X 4-Board Mest... 229.67 21317
Crodil Card Chargs 02412015 The Coast Gateway... X 18- Judlcial A... B77.02 -851,09
Cradit Card Charge  O/2082016 Act 3 Catering X 8-~ Judicial A... 712.85 -1,663.94
Chack 10012018 Benk of Amerioa - B... X Bank of Ameri... 1,390,177 27317
Cradit Card Gharge  10/08/2015 Tha Coast Geteway... X 18 .Judicial A... 172.85 448,02
Credit Card Charge  10¢/15/2015 Act 3 Catarlng X 4 -Board Meet... 379.88 -825.90
Cradit Card Charge  10/20/2015 The Dell X 20-Legislaliv.,, 92,65 918,56
Chack 1110/2018 Bank uf Amertoa - B.,. X Bankof Amari.,. 273,47 -645.30
Cradit Card Charge  11/30/2015 Radisgon X 4-Board Meet... 178,47 -823.86
Cracit Card Charge  11/30/2015 1-800-Flowers.com X 28 -Presidsni ... a7.87 -911.83
Check 41/30/2045 Bank aof Amarica - B.., X Bankof Amarl... . B60.63 «261,00
Cradil Card Charge  11/30/2015 Bank of Amerlea X 37 - Tropsurar ... 15.44 «256,44
Chack 12{02/2015 Bank of America - B.,, X Benk of Amearl... 266,44 0,00
Crodit Cord Charge 01422018 1-800-Flowers,com X 28-Prasident ... 84,98 -B4.98
Crodit Card Chargs 04132016 At 3 Catering X 14 -Educsation,.. 407.34 ~402.32
Credit Cord Charge  O1H 2016 Radlesen X 14 -Education... 162,73 565,05
Chick o1HM32016 Businoss Card X Bank of Ameri... 609,66 -45,3%
Cradil Card CGharge  01/31/206 X SY -Treasurer ... 39.62 . -84.958
Credit Card Charge 024812016 Thriftway X 20 - Legislativ... 28,18 118,18
Gradit Card Gharge  02/18/2016 Thrittway X 20 - Laglslativ... 492 ~117.28
Check V22621 E uft Bank of America - B... X Bank ol Amerl.., 168.96 72.66
Credit Card Charge  02/26/20r& Radlsacn X 18- Judicial A... 122,38 -18,70
Credit Card Charge  02/28/2016 Hedlsson X 18- Judicial A... 185.76 186,46
Credit Card Charge  02/29/20M8 Radigson X 18 -Judicial A... 136.76 «321.22
Trapsfer 03022016 . Funds Transfer X Bank of Amerl... 85.08 -35.24
Credit Card Charge  03/04/2016 Radisson X 18 - Judicial A... 157.66 -392.00

- Gredit Card Charde  031M14/2016 Radisson X 18- Judicial A... 14708 -539,89
Chuni n3/14/2016 eft Bark of America - B... X Bank of Amerl,., 540,99 1.00
Credit Gard Charge  03/14/2016 Radisson X 4-Board Mesat... 193.62 -192.62
Sredit Gard Charge  D3M4/2010 The Coast Gateway... X  24-long-Ran.., 118.28 305,80
Transfer 082012016 Funds Transfsr X Babk of Ameri... 308,80 1,00
Credit Card Charge  04/11/2018 - Radisgon . X 4-Board Mest., 168,35 ~187.356
Credit Card Gharge  D4/27/2018 1-800-Floware.com X 28-President.., 54,98 26293
Cradit Card Charge  04/30/2016 Seivice Charge X 37 - Treasurer .., 1.00 263,33
Cradit Card Charge  04/30/2016 Service Charge X . &Y -Treasurer.,. 32.90 266,28
Credit Card Charge  05M6/2046 Walhhard Cefe & 8,.. X 4-Board Meat.., ’ 1,089.97 -1,386,20
Crodit Card Charge  05/16/2016 Welnhard Gafe £ 8... X 4-Board Meet.., 1,510.81 -2,867.01
Cradit Card Credit 05Ms/2016 WWeinhard Cafe & 8., X 4-Board Mest.., 1,008.97 -1,807.04
Transker 05172016 Funds Transfer X Bankof Amer,., 206.23 ~1,640.81
Transler 05172046 ' Furds Transfer X Bankof Amerl... 1,610,81 0.60
Credit Gard Gharge  (6/09/2016 : Ceamphell's Resort X 4-Board Meat.., 049,91 -949,91
Chack 06MARR016 aft Bank of America - B.., Bank of Ameri.., 949.91 00
Transiar Qeranf0ie Funds Transfer Barl of Amerl... 1.00 ’ 1.00
Crodit Card Charge  08/20/2040 ' Bervive Charge 87 - Treastrer ... 1.00 0.00

Tatal Bank of Amarica €, G. 9,035,168 8,035.18 0.00
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Washington State DMCJA
Transaction Detail by Account
July 2015 through June 2016

Type | Dats

Num

Unrestricted Earnings

General Journal 07/01/2015

Total Unreslricted Earnings

Unrestricted Mot Asacts
Generad Journal 07i012016

Taotal Unrastricted Nat Assots

Interest Inceme
Doposit 07/31i2018
Deposit 07/31/2016
[epasit 07/31/2016
Deposit 06/31/2016
Deposit 06/31/2018
Daposit 08/31/2015
Coposit 09/30/2015
Doposit 09/30/2015
Daposit ) 09/30/2015
Deposit 10/30/2015
Deposit 10/30/201 8
Drapasit 1043172045
Deposit 11430/2018
Depaosit 1113002016
Deposit 1130/2045
Ceposit 1263172046
Dagosih 1243172016
Deposit 1213172016
Deposit Q143172016
Deposl 0113412016
Deposit 173972045
Deposi{ 02/29i2018
Dsposlt 02{29/2018

. Depoalt - Qu2eie

Deposit 03/01/2016
Dopost 028/31/2016
Baposit 03131/2016
Dapasit 04/21/2016
Doposil GAI302016
Daposil G206
Dapoait GaIa12018
Deposit 05/812018
Daposit 08/31/2018
Dopgsit 06502018
Degosit 0sia02018
Daeposil 05/30/2018

Tatal Interast income

Membarship Ravanue

Daposlt 10/0172018
Depuosit 103072018
Depusit 11/0320186
Dreposit 12/18/2015
Deposit 12M18/2018
Daposil 12/18/2048
Deposil 1201 B{2018
Deposil 121232015
Deposlt 12/30/2015
Daposit 01/07/2016
Deposit 01/08/2018
Deposil 01112018
Deposit 01142018
Check 0111412016
Daposit o119/12016
Deposlt 12012016
Deposit off21iz0ie
Depasit 01/25/2018
Depasit 097282016
Depesit 01/31/2018
Deposil 022018
Depasil 020412016
Deposil 02111/2016
Deposil 021112016
Deposit n2111/2018
Daposit 021112016
Daposit 02/15/2016
Deposit 02/25/2016
Daposit 0340172016
Depasit D3/02/2016
Deposii 0310212016
Depostt 03/02/2016
Daposit 03402/2018
Deposit 0410412016
Deposit 0411/2016
Deposit : 04124/2016
Deposit 0510612016
Deposit 061112018
Deposlt 05/11/2018
Deposit 05/1/2018
Deposit 053412016

4

Name Momo

Glr aplit Dablt Cradlt . Balance
Urgrastrioted M., 41,200.13 ~41,298.13
0.00 41,208,139 41,298,138
Unreslricied E.., 41,288,13 41,208.13
41,298,13 000 41,298,13
Dapuelt gank of Amerl.. 1.92 -1.32
Deposit US Barlc - Sav.., 10.08 -11,40
Deposit Washington F.., A.04 -15.44
Deposit Bank of Amarl.., 1.47 ~16.61
Baposit Washinglon F... 4,04 -20.65
Bepasit US Banik - Sav.., 8.54 «29,19
Deposit Bank of Ametl... 0.82 -30.51
Deposit US Bank - Sav.., 8,08 -38.87
Deposit Washington F... 3,77 4214
Daposit LB Bank - Sav... 8.64 -50.68
Deposit Bank of Ameri,., 0.66 -61.54
Dopaslt Washirgton F,.. 375 -55,20
Daposit Bank of Ameri... 0.67 -56,98
’ U8 Bank - Sav... 8.26 -64.22
Washingten F... 349 -B7.41
Intarest Bank of Ameri... 0.47 -67.88
Daposit US Bank - 8av.., 8.54 -76.42
Dapoait Washington F.., 3.45 7987
Deposit Washinglon F,,, 3.52 -B3.40
+ Doposlt US Bani¢ - Sav,.. B8.52 -91,92
Daposlt. . Bank of Ameri... 0.40 92,3
Interest ‘Bank of-Amerl... Q.37 -92,69
Intersst . US Bank - Sav.., .87 -100.68
. interast . . Washington F.., M ~104.00
interest Bark of Armerl... 0.40 -104,40
Interast US Bank - Sw... .82 -112.82
Irterest Washington F.., 3.68 BAGL:
Interost Washington F... 3.67 ~12017
inferest U5 Bank - Sav... 8.25 -120.42
Intarest Bank ef Amarl... 0.8 ~128.81
Inlerest Washingten F... 3.76 -182.66
Interest Sank of Amarl... 0.40 ~182.96
Interast US Bank - Sav... 862 -141,48
Interest Bank of Amari... .30 141,87
Interast Washington F.., 3.68 ~144.58
Interest US Bark - Sav... 8.25 w153.81
0.00 153.84 «153.81
Daeposit Bank of Ameri... 187,00 -187,00
Depasit Banl¢ of Aweri.,, 1,665.54 -1,852.31
Deposit Bank of Amerl... 449,94 2,802.22
Deposil Washington F... 300.00 -2,602.22
Daposi Washington F... 325.00 2.0271.22
Doposlt Washington F... 325,00 -8,262.22
Daposlt - Washington F... 325.00 -3,877.22
Daposit Bank of Amati... 26,085.00 ~28,662.22
Dopnsit Bank of Amerl,,, €,760,00 -35,412,22
Doposit Benk of Ameri... 2,.824.00 -38,096.22
Daposit Bank of Amerl... 23,612.00 £51,648.22
Deposit Bank of Ameri.. 4,150.00 -B5,708.22
Dapaosit Bank of Ameri.., 2,250.00 -6B,048.22
Adjustmant/C... Bank of Ameri... 375.00 -B7,873.22
Daposit Bank of Amerl... 3,149.00 -70,622.22
Deposit Bank of Amar... 19,012.00 -B9.884.22
Deposii Bank of Ameri... 376,00 -80,200,22
_ Deposit Bank of Ameri... 15,835.00 -105846.22
Daposit Bank of Amer... 12,037.00 »117,882.22
Deposlt Washington F... 325,00 ~118,207,22
Deposit Bank of Ameri... 3,108.00 -121,376.22
Daposit Bank of Amerl.,. 3,187.00 -124,603.22
Daposit Bank of Amerl.., 2,437.00 -128,840,22
Daposit Washinglon F... 25,00 ~126,965,22
Daposit Washington ... 926,00 -427,280.22
Deposit Washington F... 325,00 -1276148.22
Deposi Bank of Ame... 8,524.00 -136,230.22
Deposit Banl¢ of Ao, .. 1,888.00 ~1238,225.22
Depozit Bark of Amer.... 460,00 138, 724.22
Daposit Washington ... 1C0.00 -138,824.22
Deprsit Washington F... 326,00 -138,149,22
Deposit Washngton F... 325,00 -135,474.22
Reposit Washington F... 325,00 ~139,780.22
Peposit Bank of Amerl... 187.00 -139,986,22
Deposit Bank of Amerl... 750.00 ~140,756.22
Depaosit Washington F... 276400 -144,011.22
Dapasit Bark of Amétl... 524.00 -141,635.22
Neposkt Speci... Washinglon F... 150.00 ~141,585.22
Spaclal fund Washinglor: F... 324800 -142,010.22
Spetlal fund Washinglon F... 300.00 ~142,#10.22
Deposit Bank of Amerl.,, 2,082.00 -144,372,22
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asmoNe Transaction Detail by Account
Accrual Basis July 2018 through June 2016
Fype Date Num  Ad) Name WMemao Cir Split Dabit Credit EBalance
Deposit 06/03/2016 Speclal jund Washington F.., 200.00 ~144,672,22
Deposlt 06/03/2018 Speclal fund Washlngton F.,, 350.00 -144,922,22
Totat Membership Revenue ' 375.00 145,207.22 -144,622,22
4 - Board Meeting Expense

Check 07/08/2015 Judy Jasprica Bank of Amerl,., 180.20 189.28
Check 71082018 Michael J. Lambo : Bank of Amerl... 160,08 357.34
Check QBI0¥2015 - - David A. Stelnar Bank of Ameri... 188,97 . 548.31
Check 08/21/2015 David A, Bvaran : Barik of Amer... 87.40 638,71
Chack 08/24720r15 G. Beott Marinslia Bank of Amer... 226.20 . 858,91
Check DB2172015 Bamusl G, Meyer Banlk of Amerl... 67.60 g17.41
Chuok 082112016 Administrative Offic...  ~MULTIPLE- Bani of Amerl... 2,740.32 2,667.73
Chesk 0813112016 Michelle Gehlsen Bank of Amerl... 32.20 3,689,03
Credlt Card Charge  09/01/2015 . Chevron Bank of Amer... 249 3,692.42
Credit Card Gharge  0/01/2015 Ralph's Thrifiway Bank of Ametl... 14,09 3,708.51
Credit Card Charge  09/01/2018 Ralph's Thriftway Bank of Amer,.. 16.82 3,723.43
Credit Card Charge 09042015 Meconis Ralian Subs Bank of Amerl,.. 230,67 3,083.10
Check 081012015 Rabscog Robertson Bank of Ameri... 83,66 4,047,065
Check 08012016 Bue Noonan - Banlk of Ameri,.. 35,656 4,082.70
Check 09/10/2015 David A. Svaren Benk of Amerl... 144,80 4,277 .80
Chack 09/10/2018 Dougles Fair Banlc ¢f Ameri... 80,50 4,308,410
Chetk 09M10/2016 G. Seoll Marinelia Bank of Amar... 340,96 4,649.06
Chegk QOM02015 Judy fasprics Banlk of Amerl.,. 34,50 4683.58
Chack GeH02015 Karen Donohue Bank of Amarl... 83.85 4,767.51
Chieck ueH 02016 Kevin Ringus Bark of Amerl... 57.50 4,825.01
Check 0902016 Michette Gghlsen Bank of Amerl,., 88,55 4,973,568
Check 091062015 Soott Abs Bank of Areri... 57,60 4,971,068
Check 096015 Douglas B. Rokinson Batk of Ameri.., 120,45 5,081.51
Cheek 09/30/2015 . damesbocter. . . Bank of Ameri... 68,60 5,460,01
Check D930/201 B David A, Steiner [ e Bank of Ameri.., 77.05 ' 5,237.08
Check 09/30/2015 Administrative Offlc.., .. VL - Bank of Amerl,,, 1.68 £,280.64
 Credit Card Charge  10/15/2(015 Act 3 Catering ’ o ' " Bank of Amer... 376.608 §,818.52
Check 1011602045 David A, Steinar . . I - . Bank of Amerl... 2845 5,644.97
Cherk - 10M&2018 -« Bavld A, Svaren . . “ .. Bank of Amerh.... .. .. .. 87,40 . - - 678237
Chack 10/16/2018 Douglas Falr Bank of Amari... 34.60 5,708.57
Check 10M6/2016 Joseph Burrowes . - Banl of Amerl,.. 26.26 : 5,793,12
Check 10162016 Michelle Gehlsen Bank of Amer... 28.48 . 581067
Check 1082015 Samuel Q. Mayer Bamnlc of Aieri.,, 67.50 &877.07
Check 10/16/2015 Boutt Al , Berik of Amarl... 57.60 5,984,57
Chack 10/16/2018 Charles Shorl 3 Mestings Bank of Amerl... 932,30 . 6,056.87
Chack 1110212016 Administrative Offic,.. Banlk of Ameti... 1,081,897 : 7,918.84
Check 111084201 6 G, Soott Marinefia Bank of Amari.., 266,20 8,185.04
Check 1118020186 Grelsher's Shoe Bo.., Bank of Ameri... 387.57 8,522,681
Check 14f3012015 G. Seoft Melrinefla Batik of Ameri.., ' 266.20 8,758.81
Check 11fan2015 Doyglas Fair Bank of Ameri... 34,60 §,820.34
Check . 11/30r2015 Samuel G, Meyer Bank of Ameri,., 57.60 8,580.01
Check 14430120145 Charles Short Harik of Ameri.., 310.75 9,200.55
Check 1302015 Michells Qehisan Bank of Amerl... 2645 9,227.04
Chegk 14f30i2015 doseph Burrowss Bank of Ameri... 28.06 8,263.27
Chedck 11802015 Michaal J. Lambe Banf of Ameti... 2760 £,28087
Check HMBo2a6 IKavin Ringus Bank of Ameri... 23.00 9,303.67
Cheak 11/3012015 Sooll Al ’ Banlc of Amarl.., 67.50 £,3681,37
Check 11/30/201 6 Ingalling's Box Lunch Bank of Amarl.., 356,20 9717.67
Credlt Card Charge  11/30/2048 Radisson Bank of Amerl... 178.47 9,896.04
Chedk 12/01/2016 G. Scolt Marinella - Bank of Ameri.,, 57.50 . 9,953.54
Check 1200112045 Administratlve Offic...  -MULTIPLE- Bank of Amert.., 1,877.30 11,380.84
Chack 1212212015 David A, Sleiner Bank of Ameri... 2845 11,887.20
Chack, 1212212015 Samuel . Mayer Bank of Amert., B7.80 11,414.79
Check 12122/2015 Douglas Fair Bank of Amer... 34.50 11,440.29
Check 1212212015 Douglas B. Rebingon Bank of Ameri... 22,00 1,471.29
Chack 12f22iz015 IKaren Donohug Banl; of Amar... 24.45 11,405.44
Check 12i22i2015 Scolt Ahlf Benk of Amer... 67.60 11,662.04
Check 1212202015 Michella Gehlssn Banic of Ameri.,, 52.20 11,686.14
Check 12122/2015 Michae! J. Lambo Bank of Ameri... 27.80 . 11,612.74
Check 12/22/2015 Kevin Ringus Bank of Ameri... 23.00 11,635.74
Check 12122{2015 David A, Svarery, - Bark of Amerl... 87.40 11,723.14
Check 1202242015 Josoph Burrowss Bank of Amerl... 26.25 ‘ 11,748.3¢2
Chack 1202212018 G, Seotl Marinella Bank of Ameorl... 285,20 12,034.58
Chack 1202202015 Tregy A, Stasb Bank of Amer... 325,00 12,369,569
Chack 1212212018 Paulette Ravair Bank of Amerl.., 17.94 ' 12,377.80¢
Chack 122212016 Ingaliing's Box Lunch Bank of Ameri.., 388.40 12,786.90
Check 12222045 Administrative Ofs..  MovamberEx,,, Bank of Amerl... 1,280,681 14,088.51
Chack, 12/22i2015 Administrative Offie..  August Expen.., Bank of Amer,., BB68.13 . 14,711.84
Check 0142018 Michas| J. Lambo Bank of Ameri.., 2592 14,737.56
Check 42016 Kavin Ringus Bank of Amerl.., 21.80 14,768.16
Check 01142016 Scotl AhF Bank of Ameri... 54,00 14,613.18
Chetl; 0111442046 Charles Bhort Bark of Amert.., AG6.64 186,170.00
Check 0iM420i8 Michella Gahisan - e Banl of Ameri.., 30.24 15,200.24
Check HHARME G, Soott Marinefla Bank of Ameri... 412,60 15,612.84
Chack 0142018 David A, Svaren Bank of Amer].., B2.08 15,684,92
Chack 0171142016 Samuel G. Meyer Rank of Amari... . 54,00 16,748.92
Chaclk oiMa12018 Rougles B, Robinsan Bank of Amati... 336,20 16,086.12
Chock Dif4d/2018 Davld A, Stelner Bank of Ametl... 24,84 . 16,109.98
Chack Oiftdreo1s Jossph Burrowes Bank of Amer]... 26,20 16,136.18
Check 0tH4t2016 Ingallina's Box Lunch Bank of Amerl,., 384.66 18,510,72
Deposit oifeizola Returnad BIf ... Baril of Amerl,.. 34.50 16,486.22
Check D1/2012016 Administrative Offig... Bank of Armeri,.. 140,00 : 16,828.22
Deposit 021082016 Retuned Bill ... Bark of Amerl... 24.84 16,600,380
Check 030172016 oft : Administrativa Offi... Bank of Ameri... 1,636.21 ’ 18,136,860
Chacl 030112046 oft 3. Scoft Marinella Bank of Amei,,. 490,80 18,626.39
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Transaction Detail by Account

July 2015 through June 2016

Balance

Type {tato Num Adj Name Memo Cir Spili Debit , Credit

Check 0316172016 oft Ingallina's Bost Lusich Bank of Amerl.., 418,85 18,045,394
Cheok 03/01/2018 oft Charles Short Bank af Amer... 208,30 18,336.64
Chaok 030172046 eft David A. Svaren Bank of Amarl.., 42,08 19,420,72
Chetic 0340172016 eft Soorl ARIF .Bank of Ameri... 54.00 19,474.72
Cheic 0341/2016 oft Scoll AR Banl of Ameri... 54.00 19,528.72
Cheslc oa01i2018 eft Samuel G. Meyer Bawk of Amari... 54,00 19,682.72
Chack 030172018 aft Joseph Burnowes Bark of Amorl... 3270 1961542
Chagk 08/01/2016 aft Bouglas Fair Bark of fmerl.., 32.40 19,647.82
Cheok C3012018 eft Mighael Lambeo Bark of Amerl.. 2602 1967374
Check 03/01/2016 eft Michelle Gehlsen Rank of Amerl... 24,84 18,698.60
Check 03/01/201G alt David A. Stelner Bank of Amal... 24.84 19,723.42
Cheek Q30112016 aft Rick L.ea ' Bank of Ametl... 2418 18,747.60
Ghack 03/0142016 aft Linds Cobuen Bank of Ameri... 94,74 18,771.36
Check 03/01/2018 it Keren Dornghus Bank of Ameri... 2219 19,793,55
Chack C3/01/2016 eft Douglas B, Robinson Bank of Amert... 18.00 16,811.55
Check 0301/2016 eft David A Bteinar BanX of Amerl... 17.28 10,828.83
Chaclk 030112016 aft Adminisiretive Dffic... Banl of Amarl... 833.06 20,464,809
Credit Gard Cherge D3 42016 Radisson Bank of Amei,.. 193.62 20,655.51
Cheek 031712018 aft Ingallina’s Box Lunch - Hank of Ameri... 422,23 2,077.74
Check 031712016 sit Charles Shart Bank of Ameri.,. 253.80 21,881.54
Chick 0317712016 eft David A. Svaren Bank of Aimeri, ., 82.08 21,413.62
Check 0372016 eft Soott Ahff Bank of Ameri,., 54.00 21,467.62
Chack 03M TG eft Bamue! G. Meyar Bank of Ameri... &d4.00 21,521.62
Chedk 072G oft Joseph Burrowas Bank of Ameri... ar.eo 21,558.82
Chedk 0372016 aft Douglas Falr Bank of Amerl... 3240 21,591.22
Check 03N 7I2018 off Linda Caburm Bank of Amefi... 3240 21,623,62
Ghetle 03N 72015 oft Michalla Gehisen Bank of Amort,.. 30,24 21,853.86
Check 031712018 il Karen Donchue Bank of Amarl... 2214 24,676.00
Gheck 0311772016 aft Douglas B. Robinson Bank of Amerl. ., 18.00 21,694.00
Chack 0311712016 oft . Boott Marinalla . Bank of Ameri... 285.80 22,080,680
Check 03172016 et Riek Leo Bank of Ametl... 24,18 22,104,98
. Check 03H ri2016 oft Kovin Ringus ot . Bank of Ameri... 21.60 22,126.58
Chack 03/29/2016 ] Administrative Offic... ‘Benk of Amarl... 402.46 22.529,04
Cradlt Card Charge 04711472015 Radlason 'Bank of Amad... 168.35 2266739
Cheack 0412812018 aft Ingjatiing's Box l_unch Bank of Ameri... '373.18 23,070.57
Chack 04/28/2015 it Cherlos Short Bank of Ameri... 263,80 £23,324.37
Gheck 04/28/2018 ait David A, Svaren Bank of Ameri.., £2.08 23,406,45
Check Q42812016 oft Michelie Gehisen Bank of Ameri... 33.48 ‘23,439,993
Chack O4/28/2016 eft Michael J. Lambo Bank of Ameri... '25.82 23,465,85
Chack D4/28/2016 eft Joseph Burrowes Bank of Ameatl,.. 25.20 23,491.05
Chack D4r28/2016 aft David A, Steiner Banlk of Amati... ‘24.8¢ 23,515.89
Check D4i26/2018 oft Rfak 180 Bank of Ameri,,. 24,18 23,540.07
Cheek 04/2812015 it Kevin Ringus Gank of Apneri... 21,60 23,561.87
Chack ’ 0472812016 sft Dougies B, Robinson " Bank of Ameri... 18,00 20,679.67
Cradit Card Charge 051612016 Welnhard Gafe & B... Bank of Ameri... 1,089,97 24,669.64
Cradit Card Charge  08/16/2016 Welnhard Cafe & B... Bank of Ameri... 1,510.81 26,180.45
Cradit Gard Gredlt  05/18/2016 Welnhard Cate & B.., Bani of Amert... 1,089.97 25,090.48
Chask ChM7I2016 eft Appliad Technologias Rank of Ameri... 438,00 26,628,48
Check CfM7/2016 oft G, Beolt Marineita Bank of Ameri.., 221.94 25,750,42
Check 08/17/2016 eft Linda Goburn Bank of Ameri.., 852.40 26,102.82
Chetkt 051712046 aft Dougles Falr Bank of Amerl.., 375,40 26,478.22
Check oBM7I20MG aft Douglas B. Robinson Bank of Ameri... 97.20 26,675.42
Chack 051712016 oft Joseph Burrowes Barik of Ameri,,, 15.00 26,590.42
GCheck 01762018 eft Tracy A, Staab Bank of Ameri... 140,40 26,730.82
Chack 05/17/2018 ait Karen Dorehue Bank of Ameri... 301.32 27,0324
Chesk 05117/2018 aft Samuol . Meyer Beank of Ameri... 54.00 27,086.14
Ghack 031 7/2018 aft Scoft Al Barnil of Amarl... 414,00 2750014
Chack 06/17/12016 eft Nichelle Gahlaen Bank of Ameri.., 335,20 27,836,354
Cheals 0511772010 oft David A. Svaren Bank of Amert... 35216 28,189.50
Check Q672016 oft Michaei Lombo Bank of Ameri... 306.12 2B,497.62
Chetk 081712016 aft David A, Steiner Benk of Ameri... 315.84 28,813,498
Check 08M7/2016 aft Janet Garrow Bank of Amer... 307 80 29,121,268
Chedk 08172016 oft Charles Shorl Bank of Amari... 23868 29,358,084
Check Q&/17/2016 eft Kevin [tingus Bank af Ameri.., 0286 2972078
Chack 05MTI2MB oft AOC Bank of Amer... 1,174.88 30,804.77
Check 0517I2ME eft AOC Bank of Amer.., 1,080,569 31,965.36
Check 081302418 aff Bast Wastarn Bank of Ameri... 2,699,711 34,664.47
Deposit DGio1/2018 Linda Soburn bill gy return... Bank of Amerl... 32.40 34,632.07
Gredit Card Charge  OBIO9I2D16 Campbell's Raserl Restaurant Bank of Ameri.. 940,91 35,581.88
Ghack OBH7I2018 anling G, Seott Marlnelia Barik of Amari.., 157.21 35,739.1%
Chack 08/17/2018 anline Sarmuel G. Meyer Banlc of Amerl... 187.21 55,895.40
Chack C8MTI20NG anline Joseph Burrowas Bank of Amerl.., 187.21 38,053.61
Chedk CaM7I2018 onfine David A. Steiner Bark of Arharl... 144,53 36,198.14
Cheal aen 72016 online Karen Donchue Bank-of dunarl,.. 134,97 35,333.11
Checl; oer7izais anline RIck Let Bank of Amarl... 134,68 36, 467.79
Chack C8MTI2018 opline Linds Caburn Banlc of Amarl... 134.21 36,602.00
Check uBHH2018 anline Douglas B, Rabinson Bank of Amerl... 130,87 38,732.67
{heok 0BATI2ZNS cnling Cliy of Olympla Bari of Amerl... 90.97 36,831.64
Chetit 0B/TIRNS onling Seolt Ahil Bank of Ameri... 36.00 36,867.94
Chetk Qgj2si01a onling Dotglas Fair Barlk of Amerl,,. +57.21 37,025.18
Chetk QB/26/2018 online Michelle Gehlsen Banlc of Amer... 134.87 57,180.12
Chetk 06/28/2016 chiihg Clty of Faderal Way Bank of Amerl... 98.67 87,256.09
Total 4 - Board Meeting Expanse 38,440.80 1,161 37,250.00
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0BH08 : Trangaction Detail by Account
Ascrisnl Basls . . . . . July 2018 through June 2018
. Typo . © Data Num Adj Name - Memo - Cir. Bplit Dihit Credit Ealance
§ - Bookkeeping Expenae . ) : o -
Chock - 0SMR2015 : - Dino W Trewarso, P... : Bank of Ameri... Y800 | 975.00
Lhack . DEB2016 Tino W Travarso, P... . Barik of Arnarl, 950,00 . : 1,325.00
Chack 1403042016 ‘Bino W Travarso, P... Bank of Amori,., 175,00 ' 1,500,00,
. Chack T 0142016 Rine W Travereo, P, . Bank of Atnari.. T 85000 . . 1,880.00
 Chack . oBIR01e efl . Rino W Traverso, P... , - Bank of Ameri.., 350,00 . ' . 2,200.00
‘Chick Can72016 aft Dino W Travarso, P.. Bankt of Amert.., 75.00 ' 2,278,00
. Tolal § - Bookkeeplng Expense . . 227500 - 0,02 2,275,00
8 - Conference Committes , ’ . : .
Cradil Card Charga  06/04/2015 , Skamanhiza Lodge . : Bank of Amerl.., . . 167.08 . 187.09
‘Gredit Card Chargé  0B/OBf015 . " Skamania Lodge . Banlk of Ame,.. 449,91 ) T OB47.00
Check : 08212018 ° Adminlstrative Offic....  Conferenca P... Banl of Amerl... - 208.20 - - 850.29
Check . 081712016 aff AQG ' ' ‘Bark of Amist,., R 16,69 . B5B.98
Check L. 08M72016 anline Timothy Jenkins . Bank of Ameri,., - 400,00 . : 1,266.98
Chack ' DeI7/2018 onllne . - Tom,Blington . . Bank of Amerl... 33219 . . . 1,689.47
Chadk o0B/7/2016 online - Malanle Dene . Bark of Ameri.., . 10000 168917 -
Chetk 06/7/2018  online David Peterser ) Barik of Amerl... 31 1,730.28-
- Gheck o DEA72018 ohling Frad L. Gllihgs . Bamk of Ameri.., - -1 P ) 1,742.07
Total 8 - Conferance Commilttas L 1,742.07 0.00 1,742,07
9 - Spring Conference . ’ ’ ’ '
Check . 071362015 5445 Judiclel Conf. Regls.., - - ' Bank of Amert... 38,430,00. 36,430,00
Check: . 0672016 online FredL. Gilings =~ . Bank of Amaii.., 900.00 ) " 39,330.00
Chaok 062912016 online . dudicla] Conf. Rpgis... . Bank of Amari.., . 35,680,00 . © 7831000
Total © - 8pring Conference . . o . . 76,310,00 s n.oo ?531&00. .
10 - Diversity Commlitos ’ T T . - N
Check | " 03202018 oft Adminisirative Offe.., - " - 7 -Bankof Ameri..: 5.85 - . . 6,95
"Talal 10 - Diverslly Commiltea : o - 598 00 " 5085
11 - DMCJAISGJA Sentencing Alt, - ‘ o PR e e e e s e ‘

- Check 03/10/2015 Maty C, Logan Bank of Amarl... . 18,20 : . 18.20
Chaok ) 1DM1/2015 o Superior Court Judg... . , Bank of Amari... - 2,500:00 . -1 2,819.20
GChack . Cam7I2018 efl. James Docter . Bank of Amari... : 8440 2,573.60
Check 03HO2016 aft . Mary Logan . Bank of Amarl... - 1840 » 2,503.00

Total 11 - DMCJA/SCJA Sentencing Alt. - . 2,503.00 Lo 0.00 2593.00
13 - DO, Liaison Committee - e o . o ’ . : .
Chek . 0B/21/2015 Adminlstrative Offtc,.. . - Bank of Amer., ) 17e3 .. . ‘ B IA:
GCheclk 110212015 : . * Administretive Ofic... . - Bank of Ameri... . BBO 26,82
Check . 03287216 ft + " Administretive Offic... . Bark of Ameri... 1582 . o 42,84
.Total 13 - BOL Ligison Gammilted toe - [ ' 4984 - 0.co . 42,64
14+ Bducation Committee | | . T 7 .
© Check |, .- 07082015 Renee Balodls-Cox Bank of Amert... 100000 - 7 1.000.00
-Check ' 07/23/2015 ' Hichaed Finkle Bank of Amerl.,, 86,60 - . 1,086.50
" Credit Card Charge  OE/06/2015 . . Radisson - .+ - 'Banlt of Aneri... ’ 25,56 1,302,086
Check 081212015 " Mary C. Logan . } Bank of Amatl... 10.20 : 1,321.26
Chaeck 08M2/2015 ' . Karen Donohus . Bank of Amati... 2358 1 1,344,84
Chaok 0BN2/2015 G. Scott Marlnelia Berk of Ametl... 32485 - T © o 1,862.70
Chack | 0822015 Rlghérd Keyna o Bank of Amen, ., . ‘366,90 . . 203860
" Chack DBH2a01G Michael Finkie - . ’ Banl of Ameil.., 32,20 - 2,088,80
Chack . - 0812205 “Kalloy Olwell : . - . Bank of Amext.., . 18ang . 2,262.B0
Chack . OBMREMS Kewvln MaGann - ) - Bank of Amext,,, . 25830 . 2,278.10
Check A 081272018 | ’ Timathy Jankine . ’ Bank of Ameri.,., ) Jc36 ’ 2,208,45

. Chook T 08M22ME . Judy Jasprica i Bank of Amerl... . 27 : C AN
Chenk : osM2ME . Joszph Burrowes Bank of Amer,,, B25 - . 2,343.48
Cheolt ’ OBZHZUS ' -, Adminietrative Offle... . . Bank of Amert... . 52,74 : 2,8068.18
Ghesk - 1113002015 Gratchen's Shos Bo.., " o Bank of Amert.,. - . 8918 - 2,455.57
Check s 117302015 Gratshen's Shoe Bo.,.” . Bank of Amari... 2rer - - . T 268334
Ghedk | - {1/30/2018" } . Karen Donohue . : ' Bank of Ameri... - 262.48 ’ 12,845.82
Check 1913012015 . Cherles Short Bank of Amatl... 490,50 ' -+ 344532
Chack : 1t8020is Kelley Olyell Rank of Amar]... 415,80 ' s 3,863.92,
Ghexk 14130420115 Judliclal Conf, Regis... oo Benk of Amexd... . 140,00 4,003,92
Cheek 12/08/2015 . Povgles Fair - BahK of Ameri,,, 34.50 4,038,42

- Ghesk -~ . 1240812015 ' : Timothy Jenltine - ‘Bank of Amerd.., - - . 1035 ’ . 4,043.77
Chouk 12/08/2015 dudy Jaspricy . Bank of Ameri... 28,75 . 4,077.52
Chetk 12082015 ) Charles 8hort - A Bank of Ameri.. R VA - ) ) 4,184,562

‘Cheack . H0BI204E Kellay Olwelf’ . B?a_'nk of Ameii... i 18400 - 4,378:52
Gheak 12/0802015 - Richatd Kayne - . Bank of Amen... T 198D ' 4,580.02
Cheok © 120812018 Grant Blinn Bark of Amenl.., 1610 494,12
Check 1210802016 . N, Steward - . ' Bank of Amefi., 14.86 ' 4,429.07
Checht 12/08/2016 .- Kargn Donohus . ’ Bark of Amerl.., . 2316 '. . 4452.23
Check 121082015, : Joseph Burrowes Bark of Ameri... 26.25 . ' " 447848

-Chedk . 122212015 T Administrativa Offic... August Expen.., Bank of Ameri... 1,015.60 : [ 549408
Credit Card Charge  04/13/2D16 . Aol 3 Catering o Banlk of Amerl. ., 407.34 " BBO4Z
Ctadit Card Charge  01143/2016 Radlsson Radissen Hole} Bark of Amerl.,. 162,73 ' 8,0684.15
Chaolt 03/01/2016 aft Adminlstralive Offic... . . BarkofAmerl.. 1,266.80 ) - 7.830.05
* Chack 03292016 oft - Aciministrative Gffio... K ' Bark of Amerl.., . . 40,00 , - - . 787095,

Total 14 - Education Commitios. _ . - A L 137086 0.00 " 737085

e Paga 40 i



3:54 i’M
BHOMG

Washington State DMGJA -
Transaction Detail by Account

Ascroal Basls

Type Date Hum
15 « Eduoatlonsl Grants
Chek 80142015
Check 0B/31/2015
"Cherl 10162015 -
Cherk 05/3112018
Total {4 - Educational &rants.
78 ~ Juckioial Assistanee Commit
Cheank 0a/03/2015
Chegk 0812112015
Check . oarz1i201s -
Creciit Card Charge  DOR24/2016 .
Cradit Cord Charge  -0R/28/2016
GCheck DSOS
Check . D008
Checl © DRIBo2M15
Check 09/30/2018
+ Check 09/30/2015
Check 09/3012015
Check 08302016
Check ' 093072015
- Chegk 1070172015
Deposit 012018
Check 10/06/2015
Ghesk 10/06/20115
Chock 10/06/2015
- Gheck 1062016 -
Chack 100612015
Chesk 1008721 8G,
Gheck 1010612015
* Cradlt Card Charge 100972015
Chaclc ! 10H6/2015
Chak 10/16/2018
Chack 14/02/2018
. Check A1/02i2018
Check: 11092018
Cherk 114082015
Chaok 1242242015
Cheuk 021252016
Chedk 0212512016
Credit Card Charge 021262018
Crodit Card Chargle - 02/20/2016
Gradil Gard Gharge  02/20/2018
Chack ’ 03/02/2016
Check - 03022016
Gheck 0302016 . oft
Chack 030242016 et
Credit Gard Charga  03/04/2018
Crodlt Card Charge 031472016
Chack 03N 42018 aft
Check 0371712018 eft
" Chack ' 03292016 oft
Check, .03729/2016 =
Chaek - 032912016 eft
Chagk 472812016 aft
Chaakk Q4di26r201e eft
Check 047262016 ft
Cheak C2B12016 alt
Chedlg Q4/2E/2018 oft
Ghecle - 04/25/2016, et |
Checl 04/26/206 aft
Check " 04252016 aft
Chacl 04/25/2016 oft
Chack - 041252018 oft
Check' 041252016 eft
Chetck 0811772016 off
Gheek 05/17i2016 eft
Cheok

081772016

Tolal 8 - Judlolal Asslstance Commit

18 - Judielal Gommunity Qutreac
heck '

.Chack

08/21/2016
0115612016

" Total 19 - Judicial énmmunlb('ﬁqtrean

. onllng’

Ad)

July 2045 through June 2016

Balance

Chr Split

Naine Memo Debit - Gradit
Kevin MeCann Bank of Amerl.,. 38900 384,00
Wilife Gregory Banik of Amarl... 999,62 1,360.93
WMarilyn Paja Bank of Amarl.., 2,432.78 3,624,860
Saridig L, Allen Bank of Amerl... 1,000.00 4,621,808
452188 0.0 4,621.68
Barbara Hanper Bank of Atheri... 100.00 100.00
Barbara Harper Bank of Amerl... 100.00 200.00-
Admiristrative OFfic...  -MULTIPLE- Bank of Ameri... 1.716.17 191817
The Coast Gataway.., : . Bank af Ametl,.. 577,92 2,593.00
Act 3 Catering - Bank of Ameri.., 71285 3,305.94
Barhara Harpar Bark of Ameri... 722,80 402874
Chyis Culp Bank of Ameni... 177.00 420574 -
David A, Steiner Renk of Amer.., 76,06 4,280,80
Mary ¢, Logan Bank of Ament... 19.20 4,300.00
Marybeth Dingiedy. Bank of Amer,.. 4588 4,840.88
Michaal Finkie Banrk of Amed.., . 3220 4,382.08
Susan Woocdldrd Bark of Ameii.., 66.00 4,441.08
Tirothy Janking Baril of Amevi... 80,61 4.501.69
Superior Cowd Judg.., 20142046 JA.., Banl¢ of Amari... 851.06 5,382.74
From the'SCJA Bank of Amatl,,, ' 7,000.00 -1,647.26
Marilyn Hagn T Bank of Amerd... 163,49 . -1,483.77
Barbara Harpar Bank of Amerl... 160,00 4,383.77
" 'Roger Lewis Bank of Ameil... £9.25 -1,284.582
Bruce Welss Bank of Amerl... 47,18 -1,237.37
" Danie| Kathren Bank of Ameri.., 20,00 ~1,217.37
Susanna Kanther . Baplk of Ameri... . 6.78 ~1,207.59
. James Dactor . P Bank of Amer. . 69.26 -1,138.34
The Coasl Galgway.., . L g oo. BankcFAme... 172.85 55549
Barbarg Harper . Bank of Ameri... 100.00 " -f65.49
Susenna Kanthee . | .- . o - fiy 1 Bank of Amerl... . 1,000.00 13451 |
- Adminlsirative Offic... . - <« nBank of Ameri. o . .. 90802 1,040,523
Barbara Harper Bank of Amerl... 100,00 1,140.53
Judith Anderson Bank of Ameri... 6222 1,192.75
Barbara Harper . : Bank of Amer,.. 100.00 1,282,75
Administrative Offie...  Augusl Expen... Bankt of Ameri... 30.00 1,822.75
Barpara Harper 1-4-16 Bank of Amarl... 100.00 142275
Barbara Harper 2.1-18" Bank of Amarl... 100,00 *.1,522.75
Radlasan . Marybeth Din... Bank of Amerl... 122,38 1,646.13
Raclissan. Susan Wood... Bank of Amer... 136,76 1,780.89
Radisson Chrisfepher C... Bank of Amer., 136,768 19168.85
Ingallina's Box Lunch , Panls of Ameri... . 9110 200775
- Marybeth Dingledy Bark of Amerl.: | 47.14 2,054.89
Busan Woodard Bark of Ameri..; . .28,00 2,082.80
Ghria Culp Bark of Ameiri... 135,80 221869
Radlsson Baric of Ami.,, 167.68 2,376,34
Radisson Bank of Amerl... 147.09 2,523.44
Cava B Bank of Arifer.. - 1,470.00 3,893.44
Barbara Harper Berds of Ametl,., £9.65 4,063.00
Tinothy Jonkine Bank of Ameri... 20.70 407370
Barbara Harper - Bairik of Amafl... 100.00 4173.79
Administrative Offic... Barik of Ameri..." 288.20 4,435.99
Barbara Harper Bank of Ameri... 100.00 4,535.99
Gave B . Bank of Amerl.... 1,780,186 6,267.18
Barbara Harper . Bank of Amefi... . 204,08 6471.20
Susan.Woodard Bank of Amari... 118,93 T B5e0.13
Timolhy. Jenkina Bank of Amail... , 22475 B,814.88
. Michael Finkle Eank of Amerl... 200.80 701648
+ Fran Ghmelewaki Banik of Ameri... £8.00 707348
Maiybeth Dingady . Barik of Amerl.... 22015 7,203.63
Judith Anderach Bank of Amen,,, 283.95 ' 7,667 48
Susanna Kanihar Bank of Aderd.., 18945 7,766,083
Lisa Worawick Barle of Ameri.,. 173,00 " 7,920,083
AQG " Bank of Amerl... 251.20 '8,181.13
AQC Barilc of Amert... 10.62 8,191.¥5:
. Barbara Harper . Bank of Arpert... 100.00 8,201.75
A5,201.76 7,000.00 8,201.75
Joseph Burrowes Bark of Amari... 1,500.00 1,500.00
Youth & Governimen... Bank of Amer,.. 1,600.00 3,100.00
3,100.00 0.00 3,100.00
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: wsAP . o . o Washington State DMCJA

© oBMOME - o : Transaction Detail by Account
Acorual Basis - . . : : July 2015 through June 2016
~Type .- Date Num Adl Name Memo Gir Split Rabit Grodit : Balance
20 - Logislotive Committas ' ) . . ' :
Ghauk : . w2128 Wade S8amuolson . . Bank of Amai... 8740 : 87,40
Chethk . . OBi2172018 Adminlstrative Offic.. - Bank of Ameri... 4B.45 - 132,885
Chuack. . 1010112016 . Samual G, Meyer : Bank of Ameri... ' 750 | - ' * 490,35
Gheck 1010472016 Wads Samuelson L ) Bank of Arner... .. 8200 - 252,35
Credit Card Gherge 1042002016 . The Dell Bank of Amert... 2.68 - 375.01
Check 1110212015 Administrallve Offic... ' Bank of Amert.., 12.00 v . 88701
Cheek 1118012615 - Grateher's Shos Bo... Bank of Amett,., 65,38 ) 453,30
Checit | . 120222015 ’ Administrative Offie..  Aupust Expen... Bank of Ameri... B5.58 608,95,
Credil Cerd Charge | 02MB/2016 . . : Thriftway . coffes for ma... Bank of Amerl,.. 218 537.13
Cradit Carg Charge 02118/2018 : Thtiflway cups . Bank of Amer,. © 442 o 541,25
Check 03/01/2018 it i Administrative Cific... . : Bank of Ameyi.., 485,60 906.85
Chack : * 03/01/2018 eft . Corlnna Hatn ' : Bank of Amst,.. 8284 - . ) 1,068.49
Chedlt 7, CoL T opotee oft . Jennafer Johrison . Bank of Ameni,.. a0.22 . s LW0BT
Check . 03012016 oft Glenn Phillos ' ’ Elenic of Amei... : 48.60 ’ . 1,168.31
.Check . - | 03292018 oft ' Administrative Offic.., L " Bankof Amerl... 3318 N 1,181.44
Chetk . 04/28/2016 eft < Reamblin Jaocks - Benk of Amerl... 455.80 . 1.647.04-
Check OBHM7I2016 [/ S ACGC . . b Banle of Aeviarl.., 737.82 = 2,384.86
Check - Q5HM7I2018 efl AQDC ) . Banlcof Amari... . 2641 : 241927
Depasit - sl sdering i3 AQC ‘ - rewurned blll p,., Bank of Amari... - , 45580 1,858.67
Total 20 - Lagistalive Commities  ~ . ' ) ’ ’ . : . 2411.27 455,80 1,968.87
21 - Legislalive Pro-Tem : . ' . :
Checlc ’ 0B/D1/2016 Thurstan Counly Di.,, Bank of &merl... . 163,19 C . © 16349
Check 08/21/2015 - Mary Lynich : - Bank of Ameri... 244.90 - . . 408.09
Chack Q3012016 ait . Thurstan Counly DI... Barlk of Amari... 10846 ) ' . B16.55
Check - 0012016, eft - Thurston Counly DL, . Bank of Amerl.. . - 54.23 . : 7078
Chwok . -0deRote oft + Thursten Counly DI, . . Bank of Awerl... 108.46 679.24
Check ' 06/28/2016  online ) Thursten Gounty DI... , ...y - Bankof Ameti... : 0138 ) ' 760,60
Total 21 - Legislativa ProwTem - . . i e T, ) 760,60 000 | 760,80
22 - Lobbyist Gontract ' . . o . ’ R
General Journal QF32015 o W12 b Canty,, ' , Prepald Expen,, =~ =~ 258333 . 2,888.32
Check . 08032016 . Malanie Slewsart ’ - Bank of Ameri.., 200000 4,508.32
* Chedk : oaziems . . Melznje Slewart ’ o . Bank of Amert... 2,000,00 , 6,583 33
Geperal Journal G8i31/2016 " iHzef Gonl..  Prepald Expen... 2,583.33 . . 9,16888
Check 0911012015 ’ Maolsnie Stewari | . Bank of Ameri.,. 200000 '’ h 11,166.68
General Jourpal 093072016 - . , : 1112 of Gontr, ., Prepaid Expen.., T 258333 . R R 13,740,899
Check . - 4018/2015 Medanle Stewart . Bark of Ameri,., 200000 . . 16,749,099
General Journal ' 10/31/2015° : 1412 of Centr... Prepaid Expen... 2,583.33 18,383.52
. Chenk 11/09/2016 Melania Stewart . Bank of Amerl... 2,000,00 - 20,333.32
Ganeral Jaurnal 1THa02mMs - . . . 112 of Confr.., Prepald Expen.., 2,5683.33 - - 22,916,685
- Chedl - . F2/06/2015 Malanie Stewart . L Bank of Amexi... 2,000,600 . 24,916.65
General Joumel 12031/2018 . 112 of Gonir... Frepaid Expon... 2468388 - 27,499.98
Gheck T Mn4roee Malanie Stewart . s Banlcof Amaii... 2,000,00 i 29,453,58
- Genetal Joumal 0173142018 ' ' © M2 of Conlr... Piapaid Expen,.. 2,583.88 . - ' 32,083.80
"General Jotihal 22012016 1712 of Canir... ’ Prepaid Expen... © 2,583,889 o 34,B67.74
Check 0370172016 eft Malanle Stewart Bank of Amefi... . 200000 - - | 3B,807.74
Chack . 0RI772016 ol " Mefanle Stewart - ’ Bark of Ame... 200000 - . 38,667.74
_ General Journa) oa3t20is s 112 of Contr... Prepald Expen,.. 2,683,060 : | A1,2481.62
Check G428/2018  eft . . Melanle Stewart . Bank of Ameri... 2,000,00 . ©. 432BLEDR
General Journal " 0430/2016 , * 1112 of Contr.., Prapaid Expen... 2.583.68 ’ ' 45,835.50
+ Chick 0571712016 - Melanie Stewart ' Bank of Ameri... 2000400 47,835,50
Ganoral Journa 0573142018 . ¥ 112 of Conly.., - Prepald Expen... 2,602,B8 ' 50,419.38
" General Journal | 08/30/2016 " ) 1/12 of Conty.., . Prepaid Expon... ’ 2,583.68 , 53,003,258
Total 22 - Lobhbylst Contract . 7 ' : 53,003,26 - . 0.00 . 53,008.26
23 - Lobbyist Expenses . - . ' . ) : T
Gheck on212ms ’ Melanie Stewart : -, Bank of Ainerl. 6B.00 - .. BB.OD
Check ' 00/ 1/2016 Melanla Sewart | . Washingion F... ) 2,600.00 268800 .
Check 1012642015, . Supsrior Gourt Jukdg..  Retirement s ... - Washinglop F... 500000 - . . T 7,568,00
Tota} 23 - Lobbyist Expenses | : ) . 7.668.00 M i 11 " 7,588.00
24 - .ong-Range Planning Commit . ’ : - ) .
Credit Card Charge  03/44/2016 The Coast Caleway... ' Bank of Ameri... - 113.28 . . 11828 °
Chack ' 04i01 12048 Bi Sleven Buzzard ! Bank of Amert... . 108.00 . 221,28
Check 04142016 eft ' Ingallina’s Box Lunch * Bank of Amexi,,. | . G798 ° ' 288,51
Chack: ki Fpeed 1) aft Soott Ahlf . _ Bank of Afverf... 54.00 . : 342,61
Gheck 0410112016 oft o Michelle Gehlsen . Bank of Amert.., . 24.84 . : 387.35
Gheck ) 04/01/2016 olt Franklin L., Dacoa ' , Bahk of Amexi... . 2288 - : T 880.03
Check ) odiL20E oft " Mary C. Logan - Bark of Ameti... . 1864 . 408,87
" Gheck .. baMrEole ft AGC o ' Bank of Ameri... 283.20 . ‘681.87
" Total 24 - Long-Range Planning Gommit ) ’ ’ 891,87 0.00 T oBR1eY
26 - MCA Liaison ) ’ : L : .
' Check . . 082016 : Douglas B, Robinsor L : Bank of Ameri... T o380.25, T T - 880.28
Totl 26 -~ MCA Llalson . ' oL " 30.26 - u.oe F60.25
. 27 « Nomtinating Gonmmltfes - . N S h : .
, Chack ., adr01s . Administrative Offic... Bank of Amaeri,.. 4.2 . ) 4.92
Check S Daizerzone off - Adminlstrative Offls... } . Bank of Amerl.., . 13.25 ’ 1847
- - Chagk 05M7/2018 oft AQOC . : . Bank of Ameri.., "10.75 . . C 282
Totel 27 - Mertinating Committas . N 28.92 0.00 . 2802
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FBAPM
0BA0/ME Transaction Detail by Account
Accrual Bagis July 2015 through June 2016
TType | Data Murn Adj Mame e Clr Split Dablt . Gradit Bafance
28 - Prasident Expense
Ghack 07/08/20115, Rebecea Robertsun Bank of Amerl... 800,00, 300,00
Gheck 0710812015 Veronica Alicea- Ga,.. Barik of Amerl... 278,20 £78.20
Gheck 11/09/2015 David A. Steinar Bank of Amerl... . 168,62 7arg: . :
Chack T {1B02016 Wichael Finkle Bank of Ameri... 34,60 77232 |
Credjt Gard Charge  11/90/2015 1-800-Flowars.com Bank of Ameri,,. 87.97 860.29 |
Chetk 12022420015 Elizabeth Asher Pro Tem Bank of Ameri... 244.90 1,106.19 ‘1
- Check - f2iz22015 David Steiner . Bank of Amari... 84,43 1,180,862 s
Check, 12{22/2015 Roberl McBeth Pro Tem Barik of Ameri.., 460,80 1,679.42
Cheok 12122{2018 Adminisirative Offic...  August Exper.. Bank of Ameri.., 1,181.10 2,840.62
Credll Card Charge  01M2/2M8 1~800-Flowers.com Bank of Amer... 64.98 2,925.50
Chack 011420186 David A, Steiner , Bank of Amerl... 248,86 . 3,174.36°
Deposll 02592018 . Relurned Bill ., - Berk of Amarl... 248.85 2,925,60
Charclc 03/01/2016 eft David A, Steiner Bank of Amenl.., 248,86 3,174,836
Credit Card Charge  04/27/2016 1-800-Flowars,catn Bank of Amarl,,, 94.68 8,269.34
Chock 05/082018 online Aftnprint Bank of Amarl.., 472.00 3,741,534
Check T Q8M7i2018  online ‘Tags Awards & Spe... Bahk of Atasrl... 264.59° 3.995.93
Gheck 05172018 online ‘Tags Awards & Spa_., Bank of Asarl.., 18,15 4,014.08
- Gheck - | 0B/20/2016  “online Marl Crow ‘Bank of Amarl... 1,197.30 524138
Check 08/2812016 online Wichelle Gahlsen Bank of Ameri... 323,03 5,634.41
Totai 28 - President Expense 5,783.27 24006 5,534.41
+30 - Professional Services
Check 09/10/2046 Law, Lyman, Dartlel,.., Bank of Amerl... 860.00 860.00
Check 11/05/2015 Law, Lymat, Danigl,... Bank of Amerl. ., §,109.30 5,969.30
Check 1240712015 Law, Lyman, Dartial,... -Bank of Ameri... §,119.30 11,060.60
Deposit 12/30/2015 Refund Bank of Amarl... 4932580 6,156.10
Total 82~ Professional Servicas 141,088.60 4,932.50 6,156.10
© #2 - Rules Committes . ’
Checl OB/21/2D16 Adminislrative Offio... Bank of Areri... . 516 5,156
Cheslc 0greni2076 aft - Adminisirative Offic... , :, Bank of Amerl,,, 37.56 42,74
Chitk 051712016 it AOC ’ _..'Bank of Ameri... 0,114 - 42.82 |
Check: QB/17/2016 et AQC ’ T Bank df Amerl.., 15.54 58,36 ‘;
Total 32 - Rulss Commitiee ' 58,36 0oo - 58.36
34 8CJA Board Lislson - i o _ _
Checle 10M6/2016 - Seolt Ahlf Bank of Amerl...- 76.00 78.00 ‘1
Totel §4 - SCJA Board Lislson 76.00 090 - 768,00 ;
36 - Therapeutic Courts - B !
Ghieck 08/21/2015 Administrative Qffic... Bank of Ameri... 149,87 149.07 ‘
Chack 03/29i2016 5l Adminisfrative Offfa... Batk of Ameil... ' 8.76 180,73
Total 36 - Therapeutio Couris 158.73 oo - ‘ 168,73
47 - Treasirar Expense and Bond . ‘
*  Check - . 08/28/2015 Harlapd Clarke Speclat Fupds Washington F... 11,45 1146 |
Check - UW302016 Bank of Amerlea Harik Sarvica ... Bznk of Amerl... 14.00 2545
Check 1300015 " Bank of Amarlca o ’ Bank of Ainerl.., © 1400 3045 °
Credit Gard Charge . 1100/2018 Bank of Amerlca Cradit Card F... Bank of Amerl... 15.44 54,89 |
Check 0116018 Bank of Amari,.. -20.00 74.8% |
Credil Card Charge  D1i31/2016 Bark of Amari.., 20.59 114.48 |
Gheck, 0242952046 Bervice Charge US Bank - Sav.., . 5.00 114.48 |
Credit Gard Charge  04/30/2013 Servive Chargs Bank of Amerl... 1.00 12048 |
Credt Card Charge  04/30/2048 Service Ghatge Bank of Ameri... 32.90 183.88 j
Credit Card Charge. 06/30/2016 Service Chaigs Bank of Ameri... ’ 1,00 154.38 |
Tolal 37 - Tréasurer Expense and Bond 15438 .00 154,58 |
30 - Trial Gowrt Advacasy Boatd - : ' |
Chack 10/01/2015 Superlor Court Judg...  2015-18 TCA... Bank of Ameri... . 5,000.00 . 5,000,00 ;
Cheak 10/01/2018 Superier Gourt Judg.,. 2014-2015T... Bank of Ameri... 1,049.18 6,048.18 |
Check 11/02/2018 James Dactor ' Bank of Amert... B88.25 6,118.43 |
Chesk 11/02/2018 Mary G, Logan Bank of Amerl.... 19.20- 6,135.63 |
Cheak . 110212016 Donna McBride Bank of Amefi... 43,85 ' 6,179.28 |
, Deposit 04/0412016 Deposlt Bank of Amefi.,.. 3,204,186 287512 |
Total 38 - Trlal Court Advocaoy Board 6,179.28 3,304.18 287512 |
19 - Dopreciation Expense . . . L |
General Journal 0713112015 Agcumulated .. 0.68 9.66- |
Ganerat Journal 08/3142015 Accumated ... 0,68 19,32 |
General Jourmnal . 09/30/2015 Acnunulated .., '9.66 28,88 J
General doumsa! 102015 Acpmiiated ... . 9.65 36.684 |
+ General Journat 11802016 Acoumiated ... . 9,66 4830 |
Qeneral Journe! 1203112018 Acoumulaled ... 9.66 57.88
General Journgl oisi0e Accumidaled ... . . 968 57.62 |
General Journa) 0212812016 Accumilaled .., 0.66 78 |
-General Joumal 03/31/2018 " Acoumulaled .., 8,68 86.54 |
General Journal 041302018 * Accumulaled ... 9.68 - bBe0 ;
Generaj Jourhal 0513172016 t Accumiiated ... : 8.66 - 10826 !
Generat Journal 08/30/2018 > Accumtialed .., . 9.68 115.82 |
Tote! 99 - Dapreciation Expense 11602 a.00 11592 {
TOTAL 586,824,78 506,824,758 , .00 |
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