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AGENDA PAGE

Call to Order

General Business
A. Minutes — September 11, 2016 1-4
B. Treasurer's Report — Judge Robertson
C. Special Fund Report — Judge Burrowes
D. Standing Committee Reports
1. Legislative Committee — Judge Meyer

a. Meeting Minutes for August 12, 2016 6-9
2. Diversity Committee
a. Letter from Judge Marilyn Paja regarding Bi-Annual Pro Tem Training 10-13

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

Tn

Action

A. DMCJA Rules Committee Proposed Amendments to Infraction Rule for Courts of Limited 15-20
Jurisdiction (IRLJ) 3.5, Decisions on Written Statements

1. Memorandum dated September 27, 2016 regarding Proposed Amendment to IRLJ 3.5
2. General Rule (GR) 9 Cover Sheet and Proposed Amendment

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
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Minority and Justice Commission (MJC) — Judge Linda Coburn 22-23




Discussion

A. DMCJA Proposed Legislation for 2017 Legislative Session 25-28
1. Bail Bonds
2. Discover Pass
3. DNA Samples
4. Youth Courts

B. Whether to amend DMCJA Bylaws, Art. X, Sec. 2, Nominating Committee, to include 2930
members from Central WA

C. Funding Request for YMCA Youth & Government Program 31

Information

A. 2016-2017 DMCJA Nominating Committee Roster

B. Annual DOL/DMCJA/DMCMA/AQOC Joint Leadership meeting was held on September 30,
2016 at the AOC Olympia Center.

C. Update regarding Senate Bill 6360, Consolidation of traffic-based financial obligations 33

through a unified payment plan system, Workgroup

D. A Pretrial Reform Initiative Informational Meeting (“3DaysCount” Initiative) was scheduled for
October 7, 2016, at Seattle City Hall.

Other Business

The next DMCJA Board Meeting is November 4, 2016, 12:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m., AOC Office,
SeaTac, WA.

Adjourn
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Friday, September 11, 2016, 9:00 a.m. —12:00 p.m.

% DMCJA Board of Governors Meeting
AOC SeaTac Office

WASHINGTON

COURTS SeaTac, WA

Members Present: Guests:

Chair, Judge G. Scott Marinella Mr. Salvador Mungia, ACLU

Judge Scoftt Ahlf Mr. Loyd Willaford, WSAJ (via phone)
Judge Joseph Burrowes T
Judge Linda Coburn AOC Staff:

Judge Karen Donohue Ms. Callie Dietz

Judge Douglas Fair (via phone) Ms. Sharon R. Harvey

Judge Michelle Gehlsen Mr. Dirk Marler

Judge Judy Jasprica (non-voting)
Judge Michael Lambo
Commissioner Rick Leo (via phone)
Judge Kevin Ringus {non-voting)
Judge Rebecca Robertscon

Judge Douglas Robinson

Judge Charles Short

Judge Tracy Staab

Members Absent:
Judge Michael Finkle

- Judge Janet Garrow (non-voting)
Judge Mary Logan (non-voting)
Judge Samue! Meyer
Judge David Steiner

CALL TO ORDER

Judge G. Scott Marinella, 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 9:06 a.m. Judge
Marinella asked attendees to introduce themselves.

GENERAL BUSINESS

A. Minufes
The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/S/P) to approve the Board Minutes for August 12, 2016.-

B. Treasurer's Report
M/S/P to approve the Treasurer's Report. Judge Robertson reported that the Treasurer's Report was sent to
each Board member electronically on Saturday, September 10, 2016. She further informed that fifteen
thousand dollars {($15,000) was paid for the Presiding Judge and Administrator Program, which includes five
thousand dollars ($5,000) for the District and Municipal Court Managers’ Association (DMCMA) and ten
thousand dollars ($10,000) for the DMCJA portion of the funding commitment. In February 2016, the Board
voted to fund the Program, which will be held November 6-8, 2016 in Chelan, WA.

C. Special Fund Report
M/S/P to approve the Special Fund Report. Judge Burrowes informed that there was nothing to report
regarding the Special Fund. Judge Marinella addressed the issue regarding the two hundred fifteen dollars
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($215) incidental fees for the 2016 Annual Spring Conference. In 20186, there were fifteen DMCJA members
who attended the conference but did nof pay their incidental fees. Judge Marinella informed that Ms. Harvey
met with AOC staff regarding the collection of the fees and determined that the AOC prefers to collect the
incidental fees owed. Thus, the Board determined that the AOC, not the DMCJA, would collect the monies
owed. Judge Burrowes voluntsered to personally contact judges who had not paid their incidental fees. By
general consensus, the Board decided to educate the membership regarding general dues, special fund
assassments, and incidental fees.

D. Standing Committee Reports

1. Rules Committee Minutes

Judge Marinella informed that the Rules Committee’s Minutes for July 20, 2016 are located in the Board
materials. Judge Robertson reported that she was not present at the August 24, 2016 Rules Committee
meeting, and, therefore unable to provide an update on Infraction Rule for Courts of Limited Jurisdiction
(IRLJ) 3.5. For this reason, Judge Marinella requested that the issue be deferred to the October Board
meeting. Judge Marinella suggested, howaver, that the amendment to IRLJ 3.5 include language regarding no
appeals for telephonic or video conference mitigation hearings. This recommendation will be provided to Judge
Franklin Dacca, DMCJA Rules Committee Chair.

2. Diversity Committee ,

Judge Coburn and Judge Short reported that the DMCJA Diversity Committee co-hosted a biannual Pro Tem
Trajining with the Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) August 19-20, 2016 in Seattle. They informed
that the training was well attended and received positive oral responses. The Committee is awaiting written
evaluations from attendees. Judges Coburn and Short then reported that several attendees received funding
to attend the training. The cost to attend the Pro Tem training was approximately four hundred dollars ($400).
The Committee advertised scholarship funding to minority bar associations in an effort to increase diversity on
the bench. Judge Marinella informed that Judge Paja sent out lefters thanking Pro Tem Training faculty for
their support.

E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB) Update
Judge Marinella reported that the next TCAB meeting is Tuesday, September 13, 2018, at noon. The
group will discuss Engrossed Second Substitute Senate Bill (E2SSB) 5454, An act relating to court
operations, which passed the Legislature in 2005. The bill created an equal justice subaccount
created as a subaccount of the public safety and education account. The state treasurer was
charged with depositing monies received from imposed court fees into the account. This subaccount
was appropriated only for the following: (1) Criminal indigent defense assistance and enhancement
at the trial court level, (2) Representation of parents in dependency and termination proceedings, (3)
Civil legal representation of indigent persons, and {(4) Contribution to district court judges’ salaries and
‘to eligible elected municipal court judges’ salaries. See E2SSB 5454, Section 8 (2).

ACTION

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

The general consensus of the Board was to defer this action item to the October Board meeting in order to
obtain more information regarding the proposed amendments to IRLJ 3.5.
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B. Request for Proposals (RFP) Evaluators

M/S/P to authorize up to fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000) partial pro tempore coverage for all volunteers upon
application. This issue relates to a discussion item regarding the need for RFP evaluators for the courts of
limited jurisdiction case management system (CLJ-CMS) Project.

LIAISON REPORTS

A. Board for Judicial Admlmstra’{ion (BJA)
Judge Jasprica and Judge Ringus reported that the August meeting was an orientation for new BJA members.
During the August meeting, the BJA resolution regarding courthouse security was reenacted. The next
meeting is September 16, 2016. Ms. Dietz, State Court Adminisirator, reported that the BJA Legislative
Committee will meet on September 20, 2016. She added that Judge Ringus is the BJA Legislative Committee
Chair. Ms. Dietz further reported that the Judicial and Legislative Relations Associate Director position had
been offered to an out-of-state candidate, who decided not to move to Washington State, and, therefore,
rejected the offer. Judge Ringus then mentioned that he will join the interview panel on September 21, 2016.
Judge Jasprica noted a strong DMCJA presence on the BJA because three out of four BJA standing
committees are chaired by DMCJA members.

B. Administrative Office of the Couris {ACC)
Mr. Marler, Judicial Services Director, reported that the AOC is focused on court case management system
projects. Judge Marinella inquired about the mediation between the SCJA and DMCJA regarding the Office of
the Superior Court. Ms. Dietz, State Court Administrator, informed that the SCJA and AOC signed a non-
disclosure agreement prohibiting both sides from discussing details of the mediation.

C. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ)
Mr. Willaford reported that the WSAJ is hosting a session regarding how to become a judge on November 29,
2016. The event will be held in downtown Seattle. The session is free and lunch will be provided.

DISCUSSION
A. ACLU Proposed Amendments to General Rule 35, Jury Selection

This issue relates to an American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) proposed rule regarding peremptory challenges
during jury selection. The Board discussed the proposed rule at its Board Retreat in May. At the June
meeting, the Board determined not to support the rule in its current form but to invite Mr. Salvador Mungia,
ACLU rule proponent, to the September Board meeting to further discuss the proposed rule.

During the September Board meeting, Mr. Mungia stated that the rule was proposed as a fundamental solution
to the failings of the three-part test in Bafson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79 (1986). This test is also known as the
“Batson challenge.” A Batson challenge requires a party to make a prima facia case of purposeful
discrimination based on the fotality of the facts. The burden then shifts to the opposing party to present a
neutral explanation for releasing a prospective juror. The trial court then has the duty to determine if the
challenging party has established purposeful discrimination, such as a race-related reason for jury exclusion.
Mr. Mungia stated that the proposed rule is expected to provide a new, functional method to prevent racial bias
in jury selection. He further discussed Stafe v. Sainicalfle, 178 Wn.2d 34, 309 P.3d 326 (2013), to support the
argument that Batson doss not work. Mr. Mungia noted that in Sainfcalle, the Supreme Court acknowledged
that racial discrimination remains rampant in jury selection.

The Board and Mr. Mungia engaged in a robust discussicn regarding solutions to the peremptory challenge
issue. Judges offered suggested amendments to Comment 3 and Comment 4 of the proposed rule. Mr.
Mungia informed that the ACLU of Washington Committee has worked on drafting the rule for approximately
two years and will submit it to the Washington Supreme Court in its current form. Stakeholders, such as the
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DMCJA, will have an opportunity to provide input during the comment period. Judge Marinella expressed
appreciation for Mr. Mungia's attendance and stated that the experience was educational.

B. DMCJA Audit — Whether fo have a Full or Partial Audit

This topic is a continuation from the May Board Retreat discussion regarding whether to request a full or partial
DMCJA financial audit. Judge Robertson reported that based on prior Board discussions, a full audit of the
DMCJA’s finances will be requested. The audit will take approximately six months to complete.

C. DMCJA Policy regarding Spring Conference Incidental Fees

This topic was discussed during the Special Fund report. Judge Burrowes will work with Ms. Harvey in order to
coordinate efforts with AOC regarding the collection of DMCJA dues, assessments, and incidental fees.

D. 3DaysCount Review

This topic relates to the 3DaysCount Initiative, which is a program that offers states assistance in improving
and reforming their pretrial bail practices. On August 12, 20186, the Board voted for the DMCJA to join the
SCJA and Minority and Justice Commission in applying for program assistance. Judge Marinella reported that
the first meeting regarding the 3DaysCount Initiative application is Friday, October 7, 2016, from 8:30 a.m. {o
12:00 p.m., in Seattle, WA. Judge Marinella invited Board members to attend the meeting and informed that
he would attend telephonically. Judges Ahlf and Robertson volunteered to attend the meeting.

E. JIS Report (RFP Evaluators}

Mr. Marler provided an update regarding the courts of limited jurisdiction case management system (CLJ-CMS)
Project. He stated that on August 26, 2016, the Judicial Information System Committee (JISC) authorized that
request for proposals (RFP) be published to potential Project vendors. The RFPs were based on business
requirements promulgated by the CLJ-CMS court user work group (CUWG). Mr. Marler informed that the
Project requires DMCJA volunteers to serve as RFP evaluators. The deadline for the CLJ-CMS Steering
Committee to receive the names of the DMCJA volunteer evaluators is September 30, 2016. He noted that
without judicial participation, the Administrative Office of the Courts would be the sole selector of a vendor,
which is not ideal. The goal is for the AGC and DMCJA to work together to obtain a vendor that meets the
business and technological needs of the courts of limited jurisdiction. Mr. Marler expressed that there will be
two tiers of evaluators, namely, Tier | and Tier Il. Tier | participants are needed from December 7, 2016 to
January 11, 2017. These judicial volunteers will receive evaluator fraining and then score the vendors’ written
responses fo the RFP on their own. In contrast, Tier Il evaluators are needed from February 9, 2017 to April
28, 2017. Tier Il judicial volunteers will receive evaluator training, attend demonstrations, and participate in
client on-site visits and evaluations. The Board discussed the time commitment for this vital project and
inquired whether the Project could cover the costs of hiring pro tempore judges to hear cases while a judicial
volunteer is participating as an evaluator. Mr. Marler stated that regrettably there is no authority for AOC to
reimburse pro tem costs for this purpose. The Board, therefore, discussed the possibility of offering funds for
pro tempore judges in order to encourage judicial participation in the CLJ-CMS Project. The Board discussed
whether to authorize up to fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000) partial pro tempore coverage for all volunteers
upon application. '

M/S/P to make the discussion item regarding whether to authorize up to fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000)
partial pro tempors coverage for all volunteers an action item.

OTHER BUSINESS :
The next DMCJA Board Meeting is October 14, 2016, 12:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m., in AOC Office, SeaTac.

ADJOURNED at approximately 12:00 p.m.
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DMCJA Legislative Committee Meeting
Friday, August 12, 2016
WASHINGTON | 9:30 am. to 12:00 p.m.

COURTS | SeaTac, Washington

Members: . Guests:

Chair, Judge Samuel G. Meyer Ms. Melanie Stewart
JudgeClaire Bradiey Ms. Linda Baker, DMCMA
Judge-Brett-Buckley Ms. Kathy Seymour, DMCMA
Judge Michelle Gehlsen

Judge Jeffrey Goodwin AOC Staff:

Judge Robert Grim Ms. J Benway
Judge-Corinna-Harn Ms. Sharon Harvey

Judge Kristen Olbrachis

Judge Glenn Phillips
Judge Wade Samuelson

Judge Ketu-Shah
Judge Shelley Szambelan

1. CALL TO ORDER AND INTRODUCTIONS ,
Judge Meyer called the meeting to order at 9:35 a.m. and the participants introduced
themselves, Judge Goodwin and Judge Szambelan participated by telephone.

2. GENERAL BUSINESS

A. MINUTES — JUNE 8, 2016
It was motioned, seconded and passed to approve the June 8, 2016 meeting minutes.

B. LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE ROSTER
The Committee was provided with an updated roster.

3. DMCJA LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS FOR 2015

A. BAIL BONDS REGARDING THE SURRENDER OF THE DEFENDENT
Committee consensus is to run the same bill as last year; Ms. Stewart reports that it failed to

progress for political reasons. Ms. Stewart requested that Committee members let her know if
they have anecdotal evidence of suspects being improperly released under the current statute.
This item will be on the agenda for the Committee’s next meeting.

B. BOATING AND AIRCRAFT DUI STATUTES
At issue is the concern that the definition of what constitutes drugs is inconsistent across the

various DUI statutes. Judge Phillips will raise the issue to Rep. Goodman or the DUI Workgroup
if one is convened.
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C. CIVIL JURISDICTION LIMIT
The Committee reviewed the proposal and were concerned that it had been made moot by

recent case law. Judge Samuelson will review the issue and prepare a brief memo for the next
Committee meeting. '

D. COLLECTION AND TESTING OF DNA SAMPLES FOR CERTAIN OFFENSES
The issue is that due to ambiguous wording of the statute, the Washington State Patrol (WSP)

is apparently not testing DNA samples sent to it by the City of Seattle. The Committee agreed
that this a significant concern but not within the scope of the Legislative Committee. Judge
Meyer or Melanie Stewart will notify the Association of Washington Cities, the Washington.
Association of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs, and the WSP of the issue.

E. CONDITIONS OF PROBATION
Judge Butler requested that the Committee propose legislation to modify the number of days of

license suspension when a person has his or her license suspended for a non-DUI violation.
Judge Phillips stated that the DUI Workgroup had considered that provision and chose not to
adopt it so he didn't think the legislation would be successful. Judge Meyer will communicate
that to Judge Butler.

F. CONTINUING JURISDICTION
The Committee determined that the concern seemed to be one of court operations rather than a

matter for legislation. Judge Meyer will communicate with Judge McKenna to that effect.

G. PRETRIAL COSTS
The Committee determined that this proposal to allow an increase of the fees that are charged

to pre-trial defendants would be unsuccessful in the current political climate. Judge Meyer will
communicate that to Judge Steele.

H. CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
Judge Meyer pointed out that last year's bill that amended the statutes pertaining to criminal

complaints and citations was not proposed by DMCJA. The Committee agreed that the
legislation could be clearer. Judge Phillips agreed to raise the issue to Rep. Goodman or the
DUI Workgroup if one is convened.

. DISCOVER PASS RE SKAMANIA COUNTY
The Committee agreed that there should be no link between court funding and the outcome of

cases. Ms. Stewart stated that discussions were underway between county and state parks
representatives to address the issue. Committee consensus is that it would be preferable to
have legislation proposed by the counties or state agency rather than DMCJA. Ms. Stewart will
monitor the discussions and keep the Committee informed when there is a chance for support
or participation.
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J. DOMESTIC VIOLENCE DEFINED
The Committee shared the concern that the definition of family or household member should

include step-children. Judge Meyer stated that he would provide the information to DMCJA
representatives to the Domestic Violence Workgroup.

K. INACCESSIBLE ACCESS
The concern is an ambiguity in RCW 46.19.050 regarding the definition of “access aisle.” Ms.
Stewart will present the issue to a disability advocacy organization.

L. INHALING TOXIC FUMES
The Committee agreed with the concern that a 30-day maximum sentence under RCW
9.47A.050 for inhaling toxic provided insufficient time for defendants to obtain treatment but did
not think that it was appropriate legislation for DMCJA to sponsor. Ms. Stewart stated that she
would bring the concern forward to Rep. Goodman and other legislators interested in this type of
impact.

M. JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE - MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES AND COURTS
DMCJA proposed similar legislation in 2014 to preserve the independence of municipal courts

and municipal court judges, and the legislation was strongly opposed by cities. The Committee
thought that it might be beneficial to raise the issue again even if there wasn’t a strong chance
of having the legislation progress. Judge Szambelan stated that she would review the previous
legislation and bring back a proposal for the Committee at the next meeting.

N. RIGHTS OF THE ACCUSED _
The Supreme Court has held that Art. 1, Sec. 22 of the Washington Constitution requires only
county-specific juries to be impaneled in municipal courts. This creates inefficiencies for
municipal courts in cities that are in two counties, such as Auburn and Bothell. Changing the
requirement would necessitate a constitutional amendment. Ms. Stewart and Judge Meyer will
raise the issue when they meet with the Chairs of the House and Senate judicial committees to
see if there might be support for moving the proposal forward.

0. YOUTH COURT CREATION
The Committee agreed that it would make sense for student courts to hear transit infractions in
addition to traffic infractions. Judge Meyer agreed to bring forward a proposal for the next
meeting; Ms. Stewart will raise the issue with the lobbyist for the juvenile courts.

4. OTHER PROPOSALS

A. SCJA PROPOSAL: AFFIDAVIT OF PREJUDICE
Judge Meyer stated that the SCJA had provided its proposed amendment for review, although it

would not impact district or municipal courts. Judge Buckley will review the proposal to see if
there is any cause for concern and if the Commitiee may want to consider reviewing the
comparable CLJ statutes.
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B. WSP PROPOSAL: STANDARDIZING COLLECTION AND DISTRIBUTION OF
, CRIMINAL RECORDS
Unlike previous legislation, this proposal would not increase the workload of court staff. The

Committee saw no reason to oppose the proposal.

5. OTHER BUSINESS

A. LEGISLATIVE UPDATE
Ms. Stewart stated that it will likely be a long and difficult legislative session, focused on funding

for education. She and Judge Meyer will be meeting with the Chairs of the Senate Law and
Justice Committee and the House Judiciary Committee prior to the start of session.

B. NEXT MEETING
The next meeting is scheduled for Friday, September 9, 2016 from 1:30 to 3:30 p.m.

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 10:55 a.m.




KITSAP COUNTY DISTRICT COURT

CLAJIRE M. BRADLEY, JUDGE 614 Division Street, MS-25 MARILYN G. PAJA, JUDGE
DEPARTMENT NO. 1 Port Orchard, WA 98366 DEPARTMENT NO. 3
Phone (360) 337-7109
JEFFREY J. JAHNS, JUDGE _ ) Fax 337-4865 STEPHEN J. HOLMAN, JUDGE
DEPARTMENT NO. 2 DEPARTMENT NO. 4

MAURICE H. BAKER
COURT ADMINISTRATOR

06 September 2016

The Honorable Judge G. Scott Marinella, President

Washington State District and Municipal Court Judges Association
¢/o Columbia County District Court

535 Cameron Street

Dayton, WA 99328-1279

Re. Report from DMCJA Diversity Committee
Fourth Annual DMCJA Pro tem Training, August 19-20, 2016

Dear Judge Marinella:

I was honored to be asked to serve as the master of ceremonies at the presentation of
Attorney Training for Service as Pro tem: District and Municipal Court held this year August 19-
20, 2016. On behalf of the Diversity Committee of the District & Municipal Court Judges
Association (DMCJA), I want to thank you very much for the considerable and continuing
support of the DMCIJA to this fraining. This year the WSBA funded two scholarships to well-
qualified attendees who are members of minority bar associations to attend this training at no
cost.

We haven’t seen the attendee written evaluations yet, so we will have more detail then,
but the questions and comments from the audience on site seemed very positive and enthusiastic.
I believe we had about 100 attendees this year, spread about equally between on-line and in-
person attendees, and with considerable geographic diversity throughout the State.

Judge Willie Gregory, Chair of the DMCJA Diversity Committee has provided vital and
continuing leadership of this training over the past four years, including additional judges in the
- process and at each presentation. The staff at the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) was
very helpful, particularly Ms. Stephanie Apgar, Court Educator, Ms. Sara McNish, Technology
Educator, Ms. Cynthia Delostrinos, Supreme Court Commissions Administrative Manager, and
Mr. Robert Lichtenberg, Court Interpreter Commission Coordinator. Ms. Emma Garkavi, the
Interpreter Coordinator for Seattle Municipal Court played a large role. We had considerable
interaction and assistance from the WSBA CLE education staff as well. Ms. Margaret Yetier,
Court Administrator from Kent Municipal Court donated her time to one of the presentations,
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and Ms. Reiko Callner from the Washington Commission on Judicial Conduct taught a session
on ethics for the fourth time. Our own Sharon Harvey attended the proceedings and helped us
considerably during the one and a half day program.

The following judges volunteered extraordinary time and energy for one or more sessions
of the training:

Judge Linda Coburn, Edmonds Municipal Court

Judge Lisa O’ Toole, King County District Court

Judge Melanie Dane, Black Diamond Municipal Court
Judge Ketu Shah, King County District Court

Judge Karli Jorgensen, Kent Municipal Court

Judge Mary Logan, City of Spokane Municipal Court
Judge Tam Bui, Snohomish County District Court

Judge N. Scott Stewart, Issaquah Municipal Court

Judge Charles Short, Okanogan County District Court, and
Justice Steven Gonzalez, Washington State Supreme Court

I’ve attached a copy of the program agenda for your information.

Recognizing that some members of the DMCJA Board may be unfamiliar with this pro
tem training project, we thought we should include a brief history of this on-going project of the
DMCIJA Diversity Committee and the Washington State Bar Association.

Back in 2009, Paula Littlewood, WSBA Executive Director, and then-DMCJA leadership
discussed the paucity of gender, ethnic and racial diversity in the judiciary statewide, and
wondered what we might do to improve. Of course, there have been other subsiantial efforts,
including the Washington State Judicial Institute sponsored with Seattle University Law School
and the University of Washington Leadership Institute. In the fall of 2010, after approval by the
DMCIJA Board of Directors, the DMCJA Diversity Committee instituted this Pro tem Training.
The Board recognized that service as a pro tem is one way of testing one’s fitness for the bench,
and also so that we might provide training for our own pro tem judges that might not otherwise
be available locally. Back in 2009, Limited Jurisdiction courts had faced some disdain from
issues such as those reflected in the Hammermaster case, Ethics training and discussion about
the judicial role became central to our considerations.

We agreed that after completion of the course in person, or live on-line, the roster of
attendees would be distributed to all DMCJA members, and also made available to SCJA
members. ' Recognizing the independence of Washington court judges, no guarantee is made to

*SCIA was invited to participate in this this training with us, but in 2016, the organization formally declined to do
s0. Some SCIA members, including now Supreme Court Justice Mary Yu, did participate as instructas, and
applauded our efforts. The Diversity Committee is considering whether another outreach to SCJA would be timely
and beneficial to the project.
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attendees that they will be selected to serve, only that attendance is another ‘positive’ on their
resume.

This is the fourth biennial presentation by the DMCJA in partnership with the
Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) with the goal of enlarging the pool of attorneys who
are interested and educated in service as a judicial officers pro tempore, and more specifically to
encourage the ranks of the appointed and elected judiciary to reflect the rich diversity of our own
communities. Previous attendees now serve as pro tem judges around the state — some are now
elected or appointed judges themselves. At least two previous attendees were faculty at this 2016
training.

Although there has been some progress, we have not yet completed our mission or this
project. In 1988, the Washington population was 4,575,000 of which 10.6% were identified as
minorities. Only 5% of active members of the WSBA were minorities, and only about 4 percent
of state judges were minorities. By 1990, only 16, still only 4.3% of the 371 Washington state
judges at all levels were minorities.

Twenty years later, in 2009, there were still only 30 ethnic and racially diverse judges in
our State.® Although progress has been made, particularly with white women judicial officers,
according to 2014 Washington state statistics contained in the national research article Gavel
Gap® there is room for more additional development of well-qualified members of the judiciary
who also reflect the diversity of their own communities:

Women of Color (Population = 15%, State Judges = 4%)
White Women (Poputation = 35%, State Judges = 34%)
Men of Color (Pop = 16%, Judges = 6%)

White Men (Pop = 34%, Judges = 56%)

We will be meeting in the coming weeks to debrief from the training. In support of our
mission for this training, I have asked Ms. Raghu for the statistics for attendance at this training,
including diversity if that is available. If you or the DMCIA Board have any comments at all, at
any time, please contact me or Judge Willie Gregory, Chair of the DMCJA Diversity Committee
by phone or email. His email is Willie.Gregory{@seattle.gov, and mine is
mpaja@co.Jitsap. wa.gov .

The questions and comments from the attendees, both in person and on-line, reflected
their interest in this training. In my small court alone, in the past week, I’ve had five attendees

2 Washington State Minority and Justice Task Force, Final Report, December 1990 at p. 79.
hitp:/fwww.courts.wa. gov/committee/pdf/ TaskForce.pdf

3 Washington State Ractal and Bthnic Minority Judges, March 2009.
hitp://www.courts.wa.gov/committee/pdf/MinorityJudges.pdf

4 The Gavel Gap: Who Sits in Judgment on State courts?, Tracey E. George and Albert H. Yoon, American
Constitution Society for Law and Policy, 2014 , http://gavelgap.org/
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contact me about getting on the pro tem roster. The usual WSBA CLE protocols including
professional recording of the presentations and the materials we provided will make this training
available to other interested lawyers for many years to come.

In about six weeks, the names of those attendees whom the DMCJA and WSBA have
prepared for service as a judge pro tem will be disseminated to all of the DMCJA membership
and will also be available to Superior Court Judges who wish to receive it. Again the DMCJA
Diversity Committee is indebted to the DMCJA leadership and Board for its continued support
for this endeavor. On behalf of the Diversity Committee, thank you.

Sincerely,

2 -

—~Tudge Mari]
Member, DMCPA Diversity Comimittee
Encl — 2016 Pro tem Training Agenda
Ce: Judge Willie Gregory, Chair of DMCIJA Diversity Committee
DMCIA Board ¢/o Ms. Sharon Harvey, Admiﬁiétrative Office of the Courts

Ms. Cynthia Delostrinos, Manager of Supreme Court Commissions and (interim) Staff to
DMCIJA Diversity Committee
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TO: Judge Scott Marinella, President, DMCJA Board

FROM: Judge Frank Dacca, Chair, DMCJA Rules Committee
SUBJECT:  Proposed Amendment to IRLJ 3.5
DATE: September 27, 2016

It is my understanding that on September 11, 2016, the DMCJA Board considered the
DMCIJA Rules Committee proposal to amend IRLI 3.5 and suggested that a new sub-paragraph
(b}(3) possibly be added to make clear that no appeal be allowed from a decision on an infraction
at a mitigation hearing. As set forth below, our Rules Committee respectfully recommends that
the proposed IRLJ 3.5 remain in its current form since the appeal issue is already specifically
governed by IRLJ 5.1.

In its current form, IRLJ 3.5 allows decisions to be based on written statements in both
contested and mitigation infraction hearings. Essentially, this option creates an alternative
procedure to the procedures for contested hearings and mitigation hearings, which are governed
by IRLJ 3.3 and IRLJ 3.4, reépectively. Because it is an alternative procedure that requires less
formality, under subsection (a} the right to an appeal is waived. This also makes sense because
the hearing is not held in open court and presumably there would be no record that could be
examined on appeal.

By contrast, the newly proposed local option to allow testimony via telephone or
videoconference in mitigation hearings for infractions under subsection (b) is not intended to
create an alternative procedure, but merely to provide an alternative means for the court to hear
evidence in the context of a mitigation hearing. The procedural requirements for mitigation
hearings under TRLJ 3.4 would still be in place and such hearings would still be required to be
recorded under ARLJ 13, which provides: “All limited jurisdiction courts shall make an
electronic record of all proceedings and retain the record for at least as long as the record
retention schedule dictates.” |

'The mitigation hearings would also still be subject to the general rule pertaining to
appeals from infraction proceedings, IRI.J 5.1, What Orders May Be Appealed, which provides:

A defendant may appeal a jﬁdgment entered after a contested hearing finding that

the defendant has committed the infraction. The plaintiff may appeal a decision
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which in effect abatés, discontinues, or determines the case other than by a

judgment that the defendant has not committed an infraction. No other orders or

judgments are appealable by either party.

Although not a model of clarity, this rule sets forth that an appeal from a mitigation hearing for
an infraction may be allowed only by the state under very limited circumstances. Eliminating the
option of appeal could serve to deny a party this right merely because testimony was provided
via videoconference. Tt would also provide no recourse should the procedural requirements of
the rule pertaining to videoconferences, giving proper notice, for example, were not met.

For these reasons, the Rules Committee respectfully requests that the DMCJA Board
approve the proposed IRLJ 3.5 in its current form without any modification for submission to the
Washington State Supreme Coutt.

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
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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: Tudge 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 lieu 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)

3
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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 {o 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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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 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 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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Proposed Amendment:

RULE IRLT 3.5 _
DECISION-ONWRITTEN-SFATEMENTSLOCAL RULE OPTIONS

(Local 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 sub1n1tted whether the 1nfract10n was eo1n1mttedae&mm&&eﬂ—ma¥be—held—m

(2) Bwﬁee&wﬂMxtmatwn Hearm,q Procedures A 1n1t1gat1on heann,q 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 Hthe-court-determnes-that-the-infraction-has-been

tiod i T~y ; b ralo 3 3.

3 Notzce to Pa#&eﬁDefendanr The court shall n0t1fy the ﬁ&ﬂ{es—defendant in writing of
its decisionwheth R edl 7, i
including any. penaltv—was 11nposed

(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

ata m1t1gat10n heanng bv telephone or video conference in lieu of an 1n-nerson

(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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Appartment of Justice

R

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE U.S. Attorney Annette L. Hayes
September 27, 2016 Western District of Washington
http://www.justice.gov/usao/waw (206) 553-4110

WASHINGTON ONE OF FIVE STATES SELECTED FOR ‘PRICE OF JUSTICE’
GRANT
DOJ Awards Nearly $500,000 to Study and Improve use of Court Fines and Fees for Offenders

Washington State is one of five states selected for a new U.S. Department of Justice grant
to study and improve the use of fines and fees in the justice system, announced U.S. Attorney
Annette L. Hayes, Under the terms of the grant, the Washington State Minority and Justice
Commission will receive $499,816 to study the impact of legal financial obligations in courts
across the state, and develop a calculator that judges at all levels can use to determine an
offender’s ability to pay and a realistic payment schedule. Research to date indicates indigent
offenders are unable to pay significant fines and fees, and that failure to pay can ultimately result
in additional jail time.

“Equal justice and due process are critical elements in the assessment of fines and fees in
state and local courts,” said U.S. Attorney Annette L. Hayes. “This grant; endorsed by
prosecutors, defense attorneys, judges, court clerks and others is an excellent step in assisting the
Washington state court system to ensure the enforcement of fines and fees is done in a way that
is fair to all.”

According to the grant application, the use of legal financial obligations varies widely
across the state and across various court levels. Recent court rulings require judges to make
individualized rulings on the amount of fines and fees based on a defendant’s financial situation,
but many judges are unsure how to individualize the process. In addition, Washington has one of
the highest interest rates on unpaid fines and fees at 12 percent.

Under the grant, the Washington State Minority and Justice Commission will bring
together stakeholders to promote and increase collaboration and data sharing among criminal
justice agencies and officials. The stakeholder group will study how legal financial obligations
are assessed in Washington. The group will explore a ‘calculator’ currently used in Edmonds
Municipal Court to see if computer software can make the calculator a useful tool in courts
across the state. Grant funding will pay for a sofiware company to work on the calculator to
make it as easy to use as a smartphone app. The calculator will be used as a pilot project in the
Edmonds Municipal Court and in one superior court in the state. The superior court will be
selected for the pilot project based on whether defendants there are facing additional jail time for
failure to pay court fees and fines. -
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In endorsing the state’s grant application, the Washington State Office of Public Defense
wrote, “Critically, legal financial obligations have been shown to disproportionally impact
people of color, who disproportionally live in poverty.”

The Director of ‘I Did The Time,’ an advocacy group that works to assist former
defendants as they re-enter society, endorsed the grant application writing, “Our organization has
been fighting to increase public awareness about the costs of legal financial obligations (LFOs)
on individuals and families who stay tied to the system, forever at risk of returning to jail when
they cannot find work, are not able to work due to disability status and/or can never get out from
underneath the crushing increase in fines due to the oppressive interest rate.”

The association of state prosecutors also endorsed the study. “Our primary concern will
remain the imposition and collection of actual victim restitution. The victim penalty assessment and
the DNA database fee are also important in providing services and protection to crime victims.
Beyond that, either mandatory or discretionary legal financial obligations should be re-evaluated for
appropriateness of imposition and amount. We believe the imposition of interest on legal financial
obligations in Washington State should be reduced or, possibly, eliminated.”

The other states receiving grants from the Bureau of Justice Assistance under this
program are: California, Louisiana, Texas, and Missouri.

Press contact for the U.S. Attorney’s Office is Public Affairs Officer Emily Langlie at (206)
553-4110 or Emily.Langlie@usdoj.gov.
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H-3003.1

HOUSE BILL 2462

State of Washington 64th Legislature 2016 Regular Session
By Representatives Kilduff, Gocdman, and Rodne

Read first time 01/13/16. Referred tc Committee on Public Safety.

AN ACT Relating to surrender of perscn under surety's bond; and
amending RCW 10.19.160.

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

Sec. 1. RCW 10.19.160 and 1986 ¢ 322 g 5 are each amended to
read as follows:

The surety on the bond may return tc custody a person in a
criminal case undexr the surety's bond if the surrender is accompanied
by a notice of forfeiture or a nctarized affidavit specifying the
reasonsg for the surrender. The surrender shall be made to ((&he
faeility in which the persenwas—osiginally held in custedy or)) the
county or city Jail affiliated with the ({eswrt)) Jurisdiction

issuing the warrant resulting in bail. Upon surrender, a person must

be held until the next Judicial dav or until another bond is posted.

--~ END ---

p. 1 HB 2462

25



S5-3709.1

SENATE BILL 6297

State of Washington 64th Legislature 2016 Regular Session
By Senators King and Takko

Read first time 01/14/16. Referred to Committee on Natural
Resources & Parks.

AN ACT Relating to the disposition of penalties paild for failure
to comply with recreaticnal site or lands pass/permit reguirements;

amending RCW 7.84.100.

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

Sec. 1. RCW 7.84.100C and 2012 ¢ 262 s 2 are each amended to
read as follows:

(1) A person found to have committed an infraction shall be
assessed a monetary penalty. No penalty may exceed five hundred
dollars for each offense unless specifically authorized by statute.

{2) The supreme court may prescribe by rule a schedule of
monetary penalties for designated infractions. The legislature
reguests the supreme ccurt to adjust this schedule every two years
for inflation. The maximum penalty imposed by the schedule shall be
five hundred decllars per infraction and the minimum penalty imposed
by the schedule shall be ten doliars per infraction. This schedule
may be periodically'reviewed by the legislature and is subiject to
its revision.

(3) Whénever a monetary penalty is imposed by a court under this
chapter, it is immediately payabkle. If the person is unable to pay
at that time, the court may, in its discretion, grant an extension
of the period in which the penalty may be paid.

{4) The county treasurer shall remit seventy five percent of the

money received under RCW 79A.80.080(5) to the state treasurer. Money

1 _ SB 6297
26



remitted under this subsection to the state treasurer must be
depesited in the recreation access pass account established under

RCW 7SA.80.090C. The balance of the noninterest money received by the

county treasurer must be deposited in the county current expense

fund.

-—- END ---

2 | SB 6297
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RCW 3.72.010
Youth court creation—dJurisdiction,

(1) A court created under chapter 3.30, 3.46, 3.50, or 35.20 RCW may create a youth court.
The youth court shall have jurisdiction over traffic and transit infractions alleged to have been
committed by juveniles age sixteen or seventeen. The court may refer a juvenile to the youth
court upon request of any party or upon its own motion. However, a juvenile shall not be
required under this section to have his or her traffic or tramsit infraction referred to or disposed
of by a youth court. '

(2) To be referred to a youth court pursuant to this chapter, a juvenile:

(a) May not have had a prior traffic or transit infraction referred to a youth court;

(b) May not be under the jurisdiction of any court for a violation of any provision of Title 46
RCW; :

(¢) May not have any convictions for a violation of any provision of Title 46 RCW; and

(d) Must acknowledge that there is a high likelihood that he or she would be found to have
committed the traffic or fransit infraction.

(3)(a) Nothing in this chapter shall interfere with the ability of juvenile courts to refer matters
to youth courts that have been established to provide a diversion for matters involving juvenile
offenders who are eligible for diversion pursuant to *RCW 13.40.070 (6) and (7) and who agree,
along with a parent, guardian, or legal custodian, to comply with the provisions of RCW
13.40.600.

(b) Nothing in this chapter shall interfere with the ability of student courts to work with
students who violate school rules and policies pursuant to RCW 28A.300.420.
[2005¢73§1:2002¢237§2.]
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Section 1.

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 1.

Section 2.

ARTICLE IX - Commission on Judicial Conduct
Commission on Judicial Conc!uct Representatives:

The Association shall be represented on the Commission on Judicial
Conduct (CJC) by a member and alternate who are limited jurisdiction

court judges.

Election of Representatives:

The Nominating Committee shall select not more than two limited
jurisdiction court judges as candidates for each open position, and shall
submit the names of the nominees for election at the next Spring
Conference. Election of representatives shall be held at the Spring
Conference. Terms of office are for four years and shall commence on
June 1, of the year in which elected, or at the conclusion of the Annual
Meeting, whichever last occurs. Eléctions shall be held pursuant to the
terms of RCW 2.64.020.

Vacancies:

All vacancies in office shall be filled by a member of thé Association

appointed by the President with ratification of the Board of Governors.
ARTICLE X - Committees

Membérship of Committees:

There shall be twelve (12) standing committees and other such

committees as may be authorized by the Association and by the
President. The standing committees shall be the Nominating Committee,

- Bylaws Committee, Conference Committee, Legislative Committee, Court

Rules Committee, Education Committee, Long Range Planning
Committee, Diversity Committee, DOL Liaison Committee, Technology
Committee, Therapeutic Courts Committee, and Judicial Assistance
Services Program. Committee Chairs shall submit written annual reports
to the members at the Association's Annual Meeting. In selecting
members for the Association's committees, the President should make
every effort to assign a member to the member's first preferred committee
even if such assignment increases the committee's size.

.Committee Fuhctiohs:

(a)  Nominating Committee:

(1)  The Nominating Committee shall serve for one year and
shall consist of not less than five members with at least one
member from each of the following four geographical areas: _

DMCJA BYLAWS _ Page 9

June 7, 2016
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(b)

DMCJA BYLAWS
June 7, 2016

(2)

3

(4)

northeastern, southeastern, northwestern, and southwestern
Washington, and one member-at-large.

At the Board meeting in October, the President will appoint
the members of the Nominating Committee. The Immediate
Past-President will Chair the Nominating Committee. The
Chair of the Diversity Committee shall be a member of the
Nominating Committee. No more than one member of the
Nominating Committee may be a member of the present
Board of Governors.

The Nominating Committee shall select a slate of candidates
from members in good standing. It will select not more than
two candidates for Vice-President, Secretary-Treasurer, and
President-Elect who shall serve one year, and three Board
members-at-large, who shall serve on the Board for three
years. The Committee shall also select not less than two (2)
candidates to serve as a representative to the Board for
Judicial Administration for a four (4) year term. ‘

The Nominating Committee, after soliciting suggestions of
nominees and after securing the consent of the nominees to
serve, shall submit its report to the Board at its March
business meeting. The names of the nominees will be
published in the written notice of the Spring Conference and
in the Minutes of the Board's March meeting. Nominations
for all offices except President may be made by the
members, at the Spring Conference.

Education Cdmmittee:

(1)

(2)

(3)

The Education Committee shall develop and administer a
mentor program for new judges, commissioners, and judicial
officers. Efforts should be made to contact new judges,
commissioners, and judicial officers immediately upon their
commencement of service and to select mentor judges,
commissioners, and judicial officers geographically
proximate to the judge they advise.

The Education Committee shall develop educational
programs for the Association's Spring Conference and such
other educational seminars as may become available
consistent with policies of the Board for Court Education
(BCE).

The Educétion Committee shall administer the Continuing
Judicial Education requirement as contained in these
Bylaws. '

Page 10
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September 28, 2016

Honorable Scott Marinella

Washington District and Munlcpal Court Judges Association
PO Box 41170

Olympia, WA 98504-1170

Dear Judge Marinella:

Thank you for the previous support of the YMCA Youth & Government pregram. The financial
contributions of the District and Municipal Court Judges Association and volunteer service of your
members help ensure the young women and men of our state have the opportunity to gain the
knowledge and skills needed to be active and engaged citizens and leaders in our communities.

I'm excited to announce that this year, we are expanding access to high quality civic and legal
education with a new Middle School Mock Trial tournament! We expect to host three reglonal
tournaments early In 2017 and serve approximately 100-150 students in grades six and seven.

In previous years, the Court made a $1600 contribution to our annual fundraising campaign. I hope
the DMCIA will continue this support by renewing your contribution this year, and
considering a modest increase to help support our program expansion efforts. I also ask that
you encourage your members to volunteer their time and talents to support young pecple around our
state.

The annual YMCA Mock Trial State Championship will be held Friday and Saturday, March 24 - 25 at
the Thurston County Ceourthouse. We need over 200 legal volunteers to serve as competition raters and
presiding judges during this event. A formal call for volunteers will go out after the first of the year, but
please mark your calendars nhow and help us spread the word about this unique and inspiring
opportunity.

In the Y, we believe in the potential of all young pecple. This is why your support is critical. Together

we can ensure young women across Washington are exposed to careers in the law, and gain the skills
needed to be leaders in their communities. Thank you for your consideration.

Respeactfully,

mWM C’J -

Sarah Clinton
Executive Director
sclinton@seattleymca.org

&

Cc: Judge Robert Lewis, Mock Trial Program Chalr

[ |
Sharon Harvey 1247 2017

Youth & Government

Mall PO Box 193, Clympia, WA 98507 _ CELEBRATING
Physleal 321 Lakeridge Way 5W, Olympia, WA 98502 70 YEARS
P 360 357 3475 F 360 753 4615 youthandgovernment.org
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SB 6360 Statewide Stakeholder Méeting Monthly Report

To: Judge G. Scott Marinelia
President, DMCJA Board of Governors
From: Judge Elizabeth Bejarano

Appointed DMCJA Representative to SB 6360 Work Group which is fo
provide feedback to the Office of the Attorney General by December 1, 2017,
with a recommendation for a plan to consolidate traffic-based financial
obligations statewide. '

Update:

The SB 6360 Work group has met three times to date. The Work Group consists
of one member from each of the following organizations: AOC, DOL, DMCJA, DMCMA,
WA Assn. of Prosecuting Attorneys, WA Defender Assn & WA Assn of Criminal
Defense Lawyers, Office of Civil Legal Aid, WSP, WA Assn of Sheriffs and Police
Chiefs, WA Traffic Safety Commission, Assn of WA Cities, WA Assn of Counties, WA
Collector's Assn, Attorney General's Office.

As of our most recent meeting, we have not come to any firm or final decisions,
but are starting to narrow our focus. Our current discussions are focused on defining
what types of “traffic-based financial obligations” will be included within the plan.

The majority of members were in favor of breaking into sub-groups to discuss
certain aspects of what a plan may look like from the perspective of the user.
experience, operational logistics, and financial specifications.

We are reviewing statistical data collected by DOL and the Attomey General’'s |
Office, and | anticipate there will be a continuous flow of data collection and review in
the near future.

I will submit reports on our progress after each meeting from this point forward.
Our next meeting is scheduled for Friday, November 4, 2016, at 9:30 am at the Attorney
General's Office in Olympia. Anyone can attend the meeting either in person or by
telephone. If anyone has any questions, or would like to attend the meeting and wishes
the specific address or call-in number, | can be contacted via telephone or email. Thank
you-

Elizabeth Bejarano
206-973-4610
ebejarano@ci.seatac.wa.us
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DMCJA BOARD MEETING

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 14, 2016
12:30 PM - 3:30 PM
WAL NG TON AOC SEATAC OFFICE

COURTS SEATAC, WA

PRESIDENT JUDGE G. SCOTT MARINELLA

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA PAGE

Call to Order

General Business
A. Amended Minutes — September 11, 2016 X1-4
B. Treasurer’s Report — Judge Robertson X5
C. Special Fund Report — Judge Burrowes
D. Standing Committee Reports

1. Legislative Committee — Judge Meyer

a. Meeting Minutes for August 12, 2016 6-9

2. Diversity Committee

a. Letter from Judge Marilyn Paja regarding Bi-Annual Pro Tem Training 10-13

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

Action

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

1. Memorandum dated September 27, 2016 regarding Proposed Amendment to IRLJ 3.5 15-20
2. General Rule (GR) 9 Cover Sheet and Proposed Amendment

Liaison Reports
A. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) — Ms. Cynthia Marr
B. 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
Minority and Justice Commission (MJC) — Judge Linda Coburn 22-23
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ENGAGED

INFORMED
CITIZENSHIP

YOUTH & GOVERNMENT
2015-2016 IMPACT REPORT

LEADERSHIP MESSAGE

Thank you for joining our cause! With funding from our generous donors and
incredible support from our committed volunteers, we served more than 1,150
Washington teens this year, and convened the largest Youth Legislature session in
20 years! For the first time, middle school students presented a trial during our
statewide Mock Trial tournament, prompting us to explore additional
opportunities for middle schoolers in 2017. On the national level, 18 Washington
students represented our state at the YMCA Conference on National Affairs and
were recognized as a premier delegation, and Mock Trial teams from our state
placed in the top 10 at two separate national competitions.

YMCA Youth & Government programs go beyond the mechanics of how a bill
becomes law or a how a courtroom works. With support from our generous
donors, we're teaching democracy to the next generation. Our students learn to
serve others, collaborate, and become a force for positive change. They develop
critical life skills: seeing various sides of an issue, respecting those with opposing
viewpoints, communicating effectively, and compromising to find creative
solutions.

Students also gain real-world experiences. This year, we partnered with Governor

Jay Inslee and Ys around the state to host a capitol campus walk in support of

healthy communities. Two of our students joined others from around the country

to advocate for kids and families in Washington DC, while others worked with

TVW here in Washington, expanding coverage of our statewide events and hosting
a community town hall in Walla Walla.

Thank you again for being part of this important work.

David Fisher,
Youth & Government Board Chair

































