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DMCJA BOARD MEETING

FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 2016
- 12:30 PM - 3:30 PM
WASHINGTON AOC SEATAC OFFICE

COURTS SEATAC, WA

PRESIDENT JUDGE G. SCOTT MARINELLA

AGENDA PAGE

Call to Order

General Business _ 1-5
A. Minutes — October 14, 2016
B. Treasurer's Report — Judge Robertson
C. Special Fund Report — Judge Burrowes
D. Standing Commitiee Reports
1. Legislative Commitiee — Judge Meyer

a. Legislative Proposal: RCW 12.40, Smalff Claims — Judge Janet Garrow 6-16
2. Rules Commiitee Meeting Minutes for August 24, 2016 17-18°
E. Trial Court-Advocacy Board (TCAB) '
F. Judicial Information Systems (JIS) Report — Ms. Vicky Cullinane 19-21

Liaison Reports
A. District and Municipal Coutt Management Assoclation (DMCMA) — Ms. Paulelte Revoir
Misdemeanant Corrections Association (MCA) — Ms. Melissa Patrick
Superior Court Judges’ Association (8CJA) — 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) — Ms. Callie Dietz
Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) — Judges Garrow, Jasprica, Logan, and Ringus

G mmoow

Discussion

A. Proposed Amendment to Criminal Rule for Courts of Limited Jurisdiction (C:;RLJ) 3.2 (b)(4},
Release of Accused

1. DMCJA Rules Committee Memorandum regarding Proposed Amendment to CrRLJ 3.2 23-37

2. Chief Justice Jochnson Request for DMCJA Review of Proposed Amendment 26
3. WSBA Council on Public Defense Comment on Proposed Amendment to CrRLJ 3.2 38-39
4. DMCJA request to Supreme Court to delay consideration of proposed amendment 40




B. Senate Law and Justice Work Session for Night and Weekend Court on November 15, 2016, 41
from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m., at the J.A. Cherberg Building in Olympia, WA.
C. Judicial Assistance Services Program (JASP) Bylaws Amendment 42-46
D. Separation of Powers Flyer: Whether to Retain Document on Inside Courts 47-50
E. Funding Request: Additional Funding for YMCA Youth & Government Program 51-55
F. DMCJA General Dues Rate — Whether to Retain the 2016 Rate 56
Executive Session
A. Agreement Between Administrative Office of the Courts and Superior Court Judges’ 58-63
Association
1. DMCJA Qutline of Concerns Regarding the SCJA Settlement 64-66
Information
68-71

A. DMCJA Follow-Up Letter regarding Annual DOL/DMCJA/DMCMA/AOC Joint Leadership
meeting is enclosed in the Board Agenda Packet.

B. The Courts of Limited Jurisdiction Case Management System (CLJ-CMS) Steering
Committee selected Requests for Proposal (RFP) Evaluators at their November 1, 2016
Meeting. (See JIS Report)

C. There is a position vacancy for one DMCJA Representative to serve a two year term on the
BJA Public Trust and Confidence Committee.

D. There are position vacancies for the Présiding Judge and Administrator Education
Committee. The positions are for a three year term.

Other Business

The next DMCJA Board Meeting is December 9, 2016, 12:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m., AOC Office,
SeaTac, WA. :

Adjourn

Persons with a disability, who require accommaodation, should notify Sharon Harvey at 360-705-5282 or
sharon.harvey@courts.wa.gov to request or discuss accommodations. While notice five days prior to the
event is preferred, every effort will be made to provide accommodations, when requested.




GENERAL BUSINESS



_ | DMCJA Board of Governors Meeting
Friday, October 14, 2016, 12:30 p.m. ~ 3:30 p.m.

| wasuincray | AOC SeaTac Office

| COURTS Seates, WA

Members Present:

Chair, Judge G. Scott Marinella
Judge Seott Ahlf

Judge Joseph Burrowes

Judge Linda Coburn

Judge Karen Donohue

Judge Douglas Fair

Judge Michells Gehlsen

Judge Michael Lambo

Judge Mary Logan (non-voting) {via phone)
Judge Samusl Meyer

Judge Kevin Ringus {(non-voting)
Jugge Douglas Robirison

Judge Charles Short

Jutdge Tracy Staab (via Skype)
Judge David Steiner

Members Absent:

Judge Michael Finkle

Judgé Janet Garrow (non-voting)
Judge Judy Jasprica {nan-voting)
Commissioner Rick Leo

Judge Rebecca Robertson

CALL TO ORDER

Judge G. Scott Marinelfa, District and Municipal Court Judges' Assoclation (DMCJA) President, noted a
quorum was present and called the DMCJA Board of Governors. (Board) meeting to order at 12:35 p.m. Judge

Guests:

Ms. Cynthia Marr, DMGMA
Ms. Melfssa Pattick, MCA
Mr. Loyd Willaford, WSAJ

AQC Staff:
Ms. Vicky Cullinane
Ms. Sharon B. Harvey:

Maririslla asked attendees to introduce themselves.

GENERAL BUSINESS
A, Minutes

The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/8/P) 1o approve the Amended Board Meeting Minutes for

September 11, 2016, The Amended Minutes clarifies that the DMCJA audit “will begin in six months.”

B. Trehsurer's Bepod

M/S/P to dpprove the Treasurar's Report. The Board referred to the enclosed report provided by Judge

Robertson.

C. Special Fund Report

Judge Burrowes reported that there is no change-fo the Special Fund account.




DMCJA Board of Governors
Meeting Minutes, October 14, 2016
Pa;e 2

. Standing Committee ‘Ha orts

1. Legislative Committee
&, Meetmg Mmuz*es for Augusf 12,2018

Judge Meyer, Cheze:ir of the DMCJA Legislative Commlttea, reported that the DMCJA Lagislative Committes met -
in August; ‘September, and Octobsr to discuss courts of limited jurisdiction (CLJ) proposed legistation for the
2017 Legislative Sessior. The Gsmmlttae seeks Board approval for the following CL.J |egislative proposals:

1,

4 %

Bail Bonds — The DMGJA submitted this proposed ledislation for the 2016 Legislative Sassion

BMCJA Lobbyist, Melanie Stewart, Esq., considers 1t a good idea to move forward with fhis bill during
the 2017 Legislative Session. The prepcsad bilt amehds RCW 10.19.160, Surrander of persans under
surety’s bond, by adding the foliowing languags, “Upon surtender, a petson must be held until the next
judicial day or urtil another bond s posted.” [t also amends language to state, “Tha swrender shall be
made to the county or city jail affifiated with the jurisdiction issuing the warrant resufting in bail.

Discover Pass— The DMGJA submitied groposad Iegislatlon during the 2016 Legislative Bession. The
proposed bill would allow seventy five parcent of the money received from discover pass violations to
b remitted 1o the state freasurer, Twenty-five percent of the notinterast monsy received by the county
treasurer must be deposited il the county current sxpense fund: The bill passed in 20186, hawever, o
was riot entirefy acceptableta the Committee because it only referred to counties with a population lass
than 100,000. The Washington Siate Parks and Recreation Commission fs funning a bill that only
pre\ades the 75/25 spiit for counties Jess than 100,000 people. Thus, the Commiltee recommends
runnmg a separate DMCJA bill,

. DNA. samples Thxs b:ll relates to adding a provision in RCW 43.43.764, HNA fdentffication system =

Biological samples- Gaﬂecﬂan, uss, testing- Scope dnd application of section, that would' allow the:
Washington State Pairol (WSP) to test DNA samiples from mumc;pal code nffanéers The WSP Crime
Lab fias a large number of untested DNA samples from municipal code violators as & result of the
purrent law, There was discussion to amenci the law to nmﬁ arily intlude. mumcipal vmlatrons bt atss to
make the law tetroactive.

Youth Courts ~ This bil would -amer‘z_d RCW 8.72.010, Youth ¢t érbation — Jurisdiction, o allow
youth courts to adjudicate transit tickets.

Enmmiﬁsianars 16 Solemuize Marriage - This proposed legislation would amend RCW 26, O&Gﬁf)i
Whe thay solemnize, to include District Court Commissioners:. The Board discussed the possibility of
ineiuding not mn!y E)lsmqt Court Commissioners but-also Magistrates.

Small.Claitms = This proposed lagislation would amend: RGW 12,40, &mall claims, o allow & Judge's
ordet in & sriall claims lawsuit to autemamaliy become-a civil judgment. The propdsal wauld Increase
& small claims agtion fsling fag from $34 16 $34, which is lesa than it would cost to-have & small claims
judgment certi ified as 4 cvil judgmeant on the district court's olvil judgment dogket. The proposal would

&lso include an amendment to RCW 4.56.200; Commencement of fian on real estate, 1o reflect that &

certifisd: copy -of the distigt court Iudgment has the seme effect as & duly certified transcript of the
dockst of the district: r;cxurt ac:ecrdmg o Judge Janet Garrow's wyitten. statemems regard;ng the
proposed bifl.

Judge Meyet inférmed the Board that Judge Garraw, King Gourity District (;‘.cmur’fE wsl% dlscuss the proposed
1@gis ation ragarding Small Claims with the Distriot and Municipal Court Management Assoeiation (DMCMA) for
its Board's input and present the proposal to the DMGJA Board at ats meeting on November 4, 2()16.




DMCJA Board of Governors
Mesting Minutes, October 14, 2016
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WM/S/P for the Board 1o decide whether to approve the DMCJA Legislative Commitiee’s proposed legislation for
the 2017 Legislative Session..

Judge Meyer further rapc:rted that the Public Qutreach Committee met on September 23, 2016, Judge
Gehlsen, Public Outreach Committee Chair, reported that Committee members will create a fact sheet
regarding court duties and encourage CLJ Judges fo.contact their local representatives regarding court visits.
The Public Qutreach Committee is charged with educating justice partners. The Commiiiee will work closely
with Judge Meyer, DMCJA Leglslative Committes Chair, and Melanie Stewart, Esqg., DMCJA Lobbyist, during
the 2017 Legislative Session. Jutdge Meyer added that the Administrafive Office of the Courts has hared Brady
Harenstein to serve as the Associate Director, Judicial and Legislative Relations.

2. Diversity Committee
Judge Marinella referred the Board 1o a letter from Judge Marilyn Paja, Kitsap Gounty District Court, regarding
the success of the biannual Pro Tem Training that was held in Seattle on August 19-20, 2016. The Pro Tem
Training is co-sponsored by the Washington State Bar Association {(WSBA) and DMCJA Diversity Commiiiee. .
Judge Paja is a member of the DMCJA Diversity Committee.

E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB) Update
Judge Marinella reported that the TCAB met during the Annual Judicial Conference. The group discussed the
2005 Engrossed Second Substitute Senate Bill (E25SB) 5454, An act relating to court operations, The TCAB
discussed whether to propose leg:slanon regardmg trial court improvement funding and decided 1o cultivate
relations with the Legislaturé prior to proposing a bill.

Judicial Information Systems (JIS) Report
Ms. Cu?!;nane informed that the courts of limited jurisdiction case management system {CLJ-CMS) Steering
Committes met in October and discussed applicants for requests for proposal (RFP) evaluator positions. The
CLJ-CMS Steering Committee will make a final decision at its Novernber 1, 2016 meeting. Ms. Cullinane
thanked the Board for its $15,000 contribution toward partial pro tempore feimbursement. She informed that
the first tier of RFP evaluations begins on December 7, 2016. Ms. Cullinane further reported on information
Tachnology Governance (ITG) 41, Destruction of Records, which s in the process of its first round of
delstions. AOC-will run the deletions in the order that courts return their forms certifying that they have
reviewed their reports of deferred prosecution and dormestic violence cases, and marked them to prevent.
clelstions.

ACTION

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

M/S/P to approve the DMCJA Rules Committee’s recommendation to amend |RLJ 8.5 in order to provide an
opportunity for courts to adopt a local rule allowing a video or telephonic conference appearance instead of an
in-person appearance for mitigation hearings related to infraction cases.

B. DMCJA Proposed Legislation for 2017 Legislative Session
M/SIP to approva the following DMCJA Legislative Committee (Committee) bill proposals:

Bail Bonds — ag proposed by the Committee
Discover Pass — as proposed by the Committee
DNA Samples ~ adding municipal code violations and retroactive language
Youth Court — as pioposed by the Committee
Commissioners to Solemnize Marriage ~ as proposed by the Committee
3

il oA
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C. Funding Request for YMCA Youth & Goverament Program

M/S/P to contribute $1600 16 the YMCA Youthi & Gravemment Program and fo discuss further support at-the
Navernber DMCJA Board meet[ng

LIAISON REPORTS

Ms, Nlarr raported that ther BMCMA will. hc}ld its Jirte staff canference af the Grest Wolf Ladga in Ogfober, She
informed that there will be & similar session offered in Eastem Washmgtﬁn Ms. Mart reporied. that the
DMCMA. will held @ Long Range Planning meeting in-the coming months. -She then mentioned that the
DMCMA is working on data cleanup projects.

B. Misdemeanant Corrections Association (MCA )
Ms, Patrick reported that the MGA has secured a location for its Annual Conférence. Jutige Marinella
recommiended that Ms. Patrick speak with Juclga Ahlf regarding the BEDaysG@uni initiative because MCA
reprasentation may be necessary.

C. Superior Court Judges’ Association (BCJIA)
Judge O'Donnell reported that the AOC and SCIA signed :an Agresment regarding the Office of Superior
Courts, Hathen informiad thatthe BJA Legislative: Committee will roest to discuss proposed-legislation, The
SCJA will work on language regarding Affidavit of Prejudics, ROW 4.12.050, fo mirtor DMCJA language. He
informed that this. year all are working to- preserve current judicial resources. Judge Ahlt réported that the
mesting In Seattle an October 7, 2016 regarding prétrial reform was successful. He irformed that thers wers-
rhany opinions regarding risk assessment tools.  The Prstrial Justiee Instifute (PJIY in Washington, D.C. is
working with Yakima County district and superior courts regarding their pretrial release program. Addifional
freetings related o the program wik be set for 2047,

3, Board for Judiclal Administration (BJA)Y
Judge Logan reported that shé ‘attendsd the Pretrial Reform: Inmativa 3n§oxmatimnai Mesting on Octaber 7,
2016 ire-‘Seattle on behalf of the DMCJA. Judge Ringus then reported that the BJA met on September’ 16,
2016.: During the: meeting, the BJA reappointed the Public. Trust and Confidence Cﬁmmiﬂee; discussed ths
CLJ-CMS& Project, reviewed the budget reduction process, récelved a budget update, and diseussed & judicial
salaty teport, The BJA also reviewed 2015 data regarding the Triat Court [mprovement Fund. JJudge Ringus -
reported that the BJA discussed the Judidial Needs Esfimate regarding the vacant position of refired Spokans

District Court-Judge Sara Darr, -Judge Bingus then informed that Brady Horenstein will be intreduced at the
BJA Legislative Commﬂ:taa meeting an Qctober 28, 2016

E. Washungign State ssoctation for Justice (WSAJ]
Mr. Willaford reported that the WSA,J 1s hastsng a mssumn regard;ng how to becomie a judge on November 29,
2016. Tha event will be held in downtown Seatfle. Thé session is free and lunch will be provided, A
reprasentative from the Governor's Office will atferid the iralmng Mr, Willaford: provided an event flyer that will
be distributed to the BMCJA membership _

Judge Gt:burn repnrtad ma:tWasﬁington S’taie has been selected for a new U, S Department of Justice grant to
study and improve the-use of fines:and fess fiv-the judiclal system. The grant also will be- used to develop &
Jegal financial obligation (LFO)-caloulater app}ncaﬂon that will ba tested in Edmonds Municipal Court and ‘orie
Supsétior Court. Judge Coblarr has been using an LFO calculator she greated in Edmonds Muricipal Court,
While she has sharad it with several other judges, the grant will help develop a more user-friendly version that

the commission hopes {o make availabla 16 all _1Ud96§$
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DISCUSSION
A. DMCJA Propesed Legistation for 2017 Legisiative Session
The Board discussed this topic during the Legislative Cominittes Report.

B. Whether fo-amend DMCJA Bylaws, Art, X, 88c. 2, Nominating Commitiee, to include members from
Central WA

Judge Marinella informed that the. DMCJA Bylaws require that Nominating Commitiee members are
represented from the northwest, northeast; southwest, and southeast. He Inquired whether the Board would
approve amending the Bylaws 1o include a Nominating Committée member from Central Washington. Judge.
Marinella informed that the Board can further discuss the subject at a future Board meseting.

C. Funding Request for YMCA Youth & Government Program

The Board discussed whether to fund the YMCA at $1600 as it has in the past. It was noted that the YMCA
requested a modest increase to help support program expansion efforts,

M/S/P ta make this discussion an action item.

D. Agreement Between Administrative Office of the Courts and Supetior Court Judges” Association
Judge Marinella reported that the AQOC and SCJA Agreement was submitted 16 the Board prior o the Board
meeting. Hé stated that he spoke with Callie Dietz, State Court Administrator, who will attend the November
Board meeting to discuss the Agreement. Judge Marinefla requested that the Board come prepared to discuss
DMCJA needs atthe November Board meeting.
INFORMATION

Judge Marinella informed of vacant DMCJA Representative positions an the. BJA Public Trust-and Confidence
Committee and Presiding Judge and Administrator Education Commitiee. He encouraged Board members to
elther apply for the position or encourage a colleague to apply. Judges Ahlf and Marinella reported that
attendees of the October 7, 2016 Pretrial Reform Initiative Informational meeting discussad the imporiance of
trustworthy assessment tools.

OTHER BUSINESS

The next DMCJA Board Meeting is November 4, 2016, 12:30 a.m, t0.3:30 p.m,, in AOC Office, SeaTac.

ADJOURNED at approximately 2;40 p.m.



Summniary of proposed amendrients to. Washmgton’s Sinall Claims statute, Ch, 12.40 RCW
and RCW 4.56,200, the lien statute:. '

 Background of Small Claiins statute,

Thé- Gppormnlty 16 bring a small elaim action to tecovery money damages has existed jn
Washington State sioce 1919. The distriet coucts in Washington are required to have a small
claims. depmrmnt which has non-exolusive jurisdiction of actions for the recovery of maney
dapiages ot excerding $5000. The purpose of a stall ¢laim action is to allow for an informal
hearing “with the sole-object of dispensing speedy and quick justice between the litigants,”
RCW 12,40.090. The parties i swriall clalm actions ave almost always pro se litlgants because
the statute prohibits attorneys and legal paraprofessional to-appear in the small clafms
department onless there Is consent by the judge,

After a small claim judgment ig entered, prevailing parties frequently seek guidance from the
-court regarding the “iext steps™ for collecting their sruall claim judgenients. Judges and court
clarks always find thamselves in a.guandary regrding respaﬁding to this question because they
cannot give legal advice to Imgants and because the: procass for recovering on-a small claim
judgment is antiquated and cumbersome..

‘There are also-ambiguities in the small claims statutory scheme that create inequities in itg
application by the district courts. For example, some judicial officers think post-judgment
interest applies to 2 small claims department jodgmient, while other fudges conchude that post-
judgment interest does ot begin te accrue vntil the judgment {5 certified as a- district court “civil
judgment”. It i also unclear whien, if at all; a small claim judgment éxpires, Undei statifes
applicatle to-civil Judgmem;s the mpzmtl on, date of a civil judgment is ten yoars, unless renewed
by the eourt. RCW §....

Sumimary of current small claim process. |
The purpess of the proposed aimendiients to the Sl Claims statute is to simplify the process
for judgment tecovery and cléar up ambighities that currently exist: To better understand the -

challenges pro se litigantg face, & brief surxmmry z:f the current small claim judgment process is
helptyl. : :

After o small claim trial, me JIId,gf;} s decision i is enfered into the Small Claims Departinent docket
HY.H ]ndgment However, the prev‘allmg party Cannst seak to use civil remedies (Bg,
gatnishment, execution) to tecover the small claim judgmént urtil te/she takes the: admnﬁnai
step of hiaving the small: cl:«urﬂ, gndﬂmezat amarad Q,nm the distdet court’s eivil jz;;dgment docket.
RCW12:40,110 @

The cutrent statutory scheme for a small clain ax:ﬁen 15 as follows:

1. Plaintiff files a clabm and pays the $14 statutory filing fee. (The- connty is anthotized to
assess an additional fee, up to $15, if i offers di ispute tesolution services for small claim
actions.y



'2; The prevailing party receives a mongtary judgemient but most wait 30 days, or a period of
time ordered by the court, before lie/she may seek to have the smallclaim judgment
certified as a civil Judgment on the-district court’s civil judgment docket. "The statotory
fee. for this certification {s $20. Having a dmtrmt conrt civil judgment then allows the
prevailing party to utilize other stafutory: remerdies to recover the money owed. E.g,
garmishment and execution.

3: If the prevailing parly wants a ¢ertified copy of the dstriet court's civil gudgmem 1o file
with ihe superiorcourt, the party must pay a $20 statutéry fee for a certified COpY.

4, Filing a certified copy of the district court civil judgmient In the superior cotrt fien docket
then allows the prevailing party to-utilize additional statutory remedies. E.g. Filing alien
on real property.

Under the current statutory scheme, the statutory tilitg fee and costs for obtafning 4 certified
copy of the district court judgment tolal $54.

‘SBuniinary of proposed amendments,

Undsr the proposed amendments, the process for pbtaining a cértified copy of the distiiet court
civil judgment for & small claim is simplified and the costs tedoced as follows:

1. 'The plaintiff files a small claim and pays a filing fee of $34. (Tbe county is stﬂl

" anthorized to as an additional fee for dispute resolution services.)

2. ‘The order entered by the district court judge after a small claim trial autoniatically
becomes a district court ¢ivil judgment, The 30-day waiting period i¢ eliminated,

3. At the conclusion of the small claim trial, for no additional feg, the pravaﬂm g party
receives a certified copy of the district court'civil judgment

4: The total fee and costs for this judgment process ari reduced by $20.

The pmposed amendments also eliminate imbiguities in the small clatms statute, By Having the
judgment in a srmall claim action automatically become a district cout givil'judgrent other
existing statutory provisions apply. For example, Interest on a civil judgement begins to accrue
and the ten-year judgment expiration period begins. Inclusion of'a new séction, Satisfaction of
Judgment, assists the judgment creditor and the courts iy closing these types of judgments.

As districk courts move away from “déekets” as they currently exist with the implementation of
fiew case management systeins, 4 minot amendmént is needed to RCW 4.56.200, the lien statute,
to reflect that a “certifled copy of a district ¢ourt judgment” has the same effect as a.*duly
cerlifted transcript of the docket of the district court.”




Chapfer 12.40 RCW
SMALL CLAIMS

12.40.010 )
Pepariment authorized-Jarisdictional dmoimt.
in every district court there shall becrented ind organized by the court a departrient to be

known de the "sral] dlatme deparfment of the distrioteoust” The small ofaims department-shail
have jurisdiction, but not exclusive, In cases for e secnvery of tmonéy only 3 the amount
chaimed does:not exceed fiva thousand dallars,
(2008229752 2000 c 1548 Lo 1001 ¢ 718 1y [0SR 85 § L 1084 258 §-57; 108] e 331 &
10; 1979 102§4, 1973 ¢ 1288 1: 1090exs o BEE 15 19630 125 ?a I 1919@]8?& 1; RRSﬁ
l?’i’?«l I
NOTES: o ) _

Eifectivednte—Subhendings notlaw—2008 ¢ 237: See notes following ROW
3.50.003,

Court Improvement Act of 1984-—Effective. dates—Severalility—Short ftlg—1984
c258' See notes folfowing RCW 3.30.010:

Coxrt Congestion Reduction Act of 198)1—Purpose—Severabillty—-1981 ¢ 331z See
notes Tollowing RCW 2,32.070.

Application, snvmgs-—li‘fffechve date<Soverability--1974 ¢ 102: Seasotes mﬁ{iwing
RCW 3.66020,"

12 4&,(32{3
Action—Commencement—Fee—Surcharge.

LT3 siaall olaims ackion shell bie edmménced by mapia;nhff filing i ¢laim, tn the form:
preséribed by RCW 1240050, i the soinllelaimi dapdttangit, A filing féo Gfmm
Tonie dollare plus:any sureharge authorized by RCW 7,725,035 shiall be paid when fhe-claim.is -
filed, Ay party fing o counterciatm, eross-claim, or thitd-sirty elaing it 4uch action shall pay
i $he court o, fHg Tos of founteeadbiily-tour doltars ptus any § surcharge autharkzed by RCW

35,035 .

[ 2011 iSESp‘S, a44 § 2 2009 eﬁ?ﬁﬁ 2 200ﬁ g 457 5 14 i990 ¢ 172 §3; 198& g g 58110
e IR B KRS $ 177721 i

NOTES: =

Effective date—2011 1stsp. 5 o8 Bee- mn%e following REW 262,020,

Effective date~-2009 ¢ §72: Seenots following RCW '%JQ 505,

Tintent—2005 1 457: See fote followiig REW 4308250

Effective date—199G.¢ 1723 Seenote fallowing RCW 7, ‘75 135,




Court Tmprovemient Act of 1984—Effective dates—Severability—Short tiile—1954
© 258: Sea notes following RCW 3.30.010.

1240025
Transfer of nction to-small claims depariment.

A defendant in 2 district cott proceeding in which the claim. 1 within the jurisifictiona!
atriount For the small claivns department may in ateordance with gotnt ules transfer the aetion to
the srmall claims department. In the event of such a transfer the provisions of RCW 1240070
stall not be applicabls if the plaintff was an assigned of e datm at the time the dotion was
commenced nor shall the provisions of RCW 12.40,080 prohibit an attorney from representing
the plaiptff if e or shie was the attomney of record for the plaintiff af the ime the action was
comingnced,

£2010.68 § 3038; 1984 ¢ 258 § 59 1970 x5, 83 827
NOTES:

~ Court Iraprovement Act of 1984—Effective dates—Severabilify—Short tifle—1984
¢ 258: Bee notes following RCW 330018,

12.40,027
Remaoval fo superior court—Restrictions—Simultaneous maintenance of
daims-Joindes of clains on appeal.

RCW 4,14.010 regarding removal of sctions o superior cont shall not apply to cases
originally filed in smeH clatms.coutt, of transferred to the sinall claims court purfuent o RCW
12.40.025. No defendant o third pacty-defendant may remove a smafl claims case from small
clnims courtas 4 watter 6f fight by merely fillng a claim o eounterclaim o ofhet reguest for
reHef that is beyond the jurisdiction of the stnall claims court, Claims, counterclaims, or other
requests for relief filed by 4 defendant or third party defendant in excess of the jurisdiction of
smiall claims court mey be malntained simultaneously in superioromurt as a sepacate gotion
braught by such defandant or third party deféndant, Sueh a superior courtaction doss not affect
ths jurisdiction of the small claims court to hear {hie original small claims case. The deciston of
the smell claims court shall liave no preciusive effect on a Superior coust-detion bronght purssant
to this section, It the small clainss case is appesled, 1t shall be dutomatically joined with sy
supécior cotirt case filed pursuant to-this section, and the procetures sot forth in RCW 1236055
ghall not apply.

Nothing I this section may be construed to limit the small claims court fom transfesring 4
small clabmi cass to district court of superior court after notice and hearing.

{1997¢352835]1




1240030 _ . _
Settlog cage for heaving—Netice—Timg of trisk
Upon £ilifg of a claim, the court shall seta ¥me for hearing on the matier. The conrt shall

issie & nutice of the claim which shall be setved upon the defendant to notify the defondant'af

the hearing date, A frial need not be held o 4hia at the first Wﬁg&mﬂ‘ dispute
resulution s&:wces arg uffared instaaﬂ of tnIaL :ar Tocal practica ruley provide fora pestdul

{]222(.:‘%52§ A ﬁggﬁ _§ﬂ],_l 1.03?0"3* 98§1§1§2§1 ,LQ§=§123§% 1919 ¢ IRY
S RRE§ 17723

NOTES:

Court Improvement Ack nfiSIS&wEﬂecﬂve daws«uSeverahlhty-Shaﬂ ﬁtle—1984
© 258; See notes foliowing ROW 3,30.010,

Severability—1981 ¢ 330; Ses notefollowing ROW 3,62.060,

Beverability—1980.¢ 1625 See nate following ROW 302010,

12.40.040 ,
Bervice of notice of claim—Fee,

‘The notigaof elaim seg iy be served eltheras provided for the sorvice o smmmons o
complatit and notiee In elvil actions RCW 4.28,080. or By replsterell or certified maff if a teturn
receipi with the signaﬁura of the party being served fa-filed with the out, Mo other legal
dacumentor priogess js to e served with thefigtice: of clatm, Tformation from the cotrt
isparding thesmiall ¢laims department, local singll claims procedurs; dispute sesokation. services,
ot other mattgrs related to titigation in he small clairms department tiay be inelodod with the |
notice of glain when served,

. The nodte of glaim shall be served prowipily after fifing the ol Sawm& must be complata;
at loast fei alendur Gays priof fo the firsi-hearing, -

The persiin servinig the iotice of elaimi shall be-entitied ¥ secelvs frpim tha plainnff begldes
milgag, the fee spécified il ROW 36.18,040 for such servipe; which sum, togetior with the
filing feg get forth in ROW 12.40.020, shetl be added to any 3ndgnmm gi ver f;;f plaintiff
(1907 ¢as2 $ 0 AEREL A0 1948 54 26389 1 ngj
1878 4. KR8 & (717 4]
NOTES:

Court Inprovement Act of 1984—Eifective ﬂam_ﬁeverabilxty-—smrt htrgmii!)%
« 258: Sea notes Following RCW 330,010,
Severalillity—-1981 £ 194: S¢e note following RCW,,;’;,M

1240045 _
Recovery of fees as courtcasts,

In thiy gvent persoms othsr thyn the 3}1&§1ft’ qmul y appgimﬂd deputies chatge a fos for apwiceg
i excess of fhe fees allowed urider REW 30,18.040, e prewailing party ifeuiring sueh sharges
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shall b sntitted to rocover as coust costs only the-amount 6f the fees for such services as
prawided i1 RCW 356.13.040, )
{1981 ¢ [94 §4.]
NOTES:

Severability-—1981 ¢ 1941 See note following RCW 36.18.040;

1240050
Requdsites of claim,

A olaim filed ini the small claims department siall contain: (1) The name and address of the
plaintiff; (2) 4 gworn statement, in brief and concise form, of the nature and amount of the clafin
and when the claim acerued; and (3) the name and residence of the defendant, if knowin to the
plaintiff, for the pupose of serving the notice of ¢laim on the defendant,

1984 ¢ 258 $62; 1915 ¢ 187 8 5: RRE § 1777-5.]
NOTES: \

Court Improvement Aet of 1984—Effective dates—Severahility—Short tifle---1984
€ 258: §ee notes following RCW 3.30.010.

1240060
Requisites of notice.

The notice-of clain directed to {he-defendant shail contain: (1) The name and address of the
plaintiff; (2)-8 brief and concise staterent of fiie-nature and améunt of the clain;, (37 4 statemat
directing and requiring defendant to appear pesonally in the small claims department at a time
oortain, which shail not be less than flve days from e date of servies-of the ndtics; and {43 s
statervicnt advising the defendarit that in case of his or her falluse to appear, judgment will be
given.against deféndant for the amount of the claim,

{1084 258 § 63 1981 ¢ 331 § 11; 1918¢ 187 Gy RRS § 1777-6]
NOTES:

Conrt Tmprovement Act of 1984—Kective dates—-SevernbBity—Short title—1984
£ 258: Ses nates ivllowing RCW 3.30.010. N

Court Congestion Reduction Act of 1981-~Purpose—Severabifity—1981 ¢ 331: Seg
notes following RCW 2,.32.070.

12.40.670
Verification of claim.

A elalng russ be verified by the real ¢lafmant, and o claim shatl be fled or prosecuted in the
small claims department by the assignee of the claim.
[ 19846338 8 64; 1019 ¢ 1RTE T RRE§ 17771-7.]
NOTES: -
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. Cowrst Tmprovément Act of lgﬂémEE[‘ecum date&-ﬂseverabxlity—.‘smrt 1984
© 258: Nee notes follawing RCW 330,010,

12.40,080
Hearing,

LIy Ne nn:cu*:wy»m-!:!m.rr Tegml puraprotessional, mor any person siter thas the plhmﬁff dnd
defendant, shail sppear or parficipate with ifie prosecution or defease of Hiigaston in the small
claims department without T consent offthe jurlictal offfcer hearlng the case, A cotporation iy
ot W represtnted by an attorney-atlaw or logal parsprofesstonal except as set forfh in RCW

1240025,

{2y I tie.smidll elabrns depactinent ftshall not ‘b ridcessary fo-stmmon wittesses, but the
-platnttifand defendant {n sy claim shali bive.the privitepe. nf bffaring evidence in thelf behatf
by witnosses appedring at trial.

3y The Jjudgs may informally gonsultwitnesses.or ptherwise investigate the pontroversy
hatween the parties and gikudgmeht ar migkis sich orders as e judps midy deemto ba tght,
just, and equdteble for the disposition Bf f?le cantmvarsy
[199’?"3353 3 1951] c“?“l g 1Gsay
B
NOTES;

Coirrt Improvenient Act of lﬁﬂamEffacme d aies:-sevenabdltymShnra ﬁﬂ%:l%d
¢ 2884 Sed notes fdlowing REW 330.010.

Court:Congestion Reduction Act of 1951—»Purpnse«-ﬁevemb:!‘ iym‘l Ygie 331* Ses
niotes following RCW 2.32.070,

9192 187 SELRRS § 1777

i2.40090
Informal pleadings.

Atormal plénding othér than the cleiny aud notice; shall fiot e necessary toidefing the issue
between the paghes. The héaringsed ﬂis}gmsitim ‘of the actions shall beinformil, with the sole:
ohjiet of dispensing speady and qoick Jnsfies botween the litipgants: &n aftdchment; gamishmani
or exeeution shatl fot fsgue fmm fhe smiafl clafmes, departiihy o dnyclale sxeept as pravideddn

this chapter.
[ 1984 ¢ 258 § 65:
ROTES:
“Clodirt Frapraventent Act-of 1984-—EiTective dates—Severability—-Shovk title—1984 -
£ 258y See notes following RCW 3,530,010, (:11 0.

1916 18]

£.9: RRH § 177791

12.40:100
Payment of monetary Jnﬂgment

12



If a Tonstary judgnientor ordesfs entered, it shall be the judgment debtor's duty 1o pay the
judgment upen such terms and conditions as the judge shall prescribe. If the judgment is noi paid
to the prevailing party #t the time the judgment is entered and the judgment debior 1s present in
court, the court may order & pryment plan.

[1984 ¢ 258 8 57 1983 c 254 & 15 1010 ¢ 1Y & 10; RRS § 1777-10.]
NOTES:

Court Iinprovement Act of 1984—-Effective dates—Severabilitp—Short title—I984
©258: See notes Following RCW 330,010

Effective date—1983 ¢ 254 *Thyis act shall take effect on January 1, 1984." [ 1983 ¢ 234
£3l

12.40.105

shaﬂ bamcreased by @—}-Amem&
£ 2 _1 -%_ZL‘;Je

ameunt spemﬁed mRC’W 6 ES 012(2 ,md(%@ Ay nost f est
ROW 456,110 and RE 52,030 and (3} any: other COStE mc:mad by tha pmvaihngpartym
enforce the judgment, mc]udmg biatnot linited éo reasonable attomeys' fees, withouf regard to
the jurisdictional Hmits on thesmall claims departmént.

3 A grtified copy of the di

additional fee,

doekets with likeeffectas oth

(2004708 1:1998 ¢ 52 §5:1995¢292 § .5, 1983 c254 82
NOTES:
Tfferilve dats—1983 ¢ 254 See note following RCW 12.40.100.

Fnrmat(ed‘ LeveIB indent Flrstllne 0", Spata Bafora
2,75 pt, After‘ 75 pt

0. dus géeiedrs&mdﬁéw ---{
aaéewd—bf—the—eeaﬁt- Ugon lhe ]ucige 5 emg;g %judgmant; 1 sm;tgl g;,a (o getdor, the
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rap—

Formattest: Lovel ¥, Indent: First lIne: 0, Space Before: |
3,73 pt, After; 7.5 pt .

“[;mmnmd Table

{gg]ggzon 19: ;ggsgggm, 1&95 ggg §§, mmggﬁs § 68 1683 ¢354 § 3 1975 Istens,
cd03 151973 ¢ 128 §2: 1919 ¢ 1878 JL RRS § 1777-11]
NOTES;
' Coirrt inprovement Act of 1984—Effective slates—SeverablhtymShort title—~1984
£ 258 Bep notes following RCW ;ﬁ;ﬁgfg,l‘,h
Kffective dute~1983 0 254: See noie :Followmg REW 12.40,100;
Inclusion of reasonable cosis and aftoreys’ fees In execution: ROW 617,110 17,010

12.40.120 3
Appeals-—Setting aside judgments.

No appenl shall be permitted frove v judgmient of the smell olaims department of the districk
ovirt whsre thedmout clalmed whs less then twp Bundred fifty ditlars. No appaal shall be
permitted by 4 party who requested this exercise of jurisdiction by the small-claims department
where the-amount claiimed by-that party wae fess thin ons thousand doflars, A party i defaglt
may seek foTiave the default judgment et aside devording t@ the%murt Tules applicable to
setting asidnjudgmmts i district dourt; .
[1997¢ 352 § 4: 1988 ¢ §§ §2; 1984 5 358 4 5
NOTES;

Court Improvement Act of 1984—-Eftective dates—Severability—Short title—1984
¢-258; Bee notes following RCW 3.30.010.

1957[) B8, 6
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1240800
Small claims informational brechare—Preparation and distribution.

The adrefnistrator For the courts and the district and municipg]. court judges’ assoctation shall
prepare o model small glaims informational brochinrg and distribute the niodel brochure fo dli
small elaims departments in {he siate. This brockure may be modifisd as necessary by each small
claims department and shell be made available fo all parties-in any sinall ¢laims dction,

(188432 87 1988 c 85 831
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RCW 4.56.200
Commencement of lien on teal-estate.

Thie lien of judginents upcm the réal e«stata of the judgment debtor shall commence as
follows:

(1} Judgments of the ciistzwt cour‘c of the United States rendered or filed in the cotinty m
which the real estate of the judgment debtor is situated, from the time of the entry or filing
fhergof:

(2) Judgruents of the superior court for the county in which the real estate of the Judgmant
debtor is situated, from the time of the fllxng by the county clerk upon the execution docket in
accordanice with ROW 4,64.030;

(3) Judgments of the district court of the Umted States rendered in any county in this state.
other than that in which the real estate of the judgment debtor to be afféeted is situated,
jodgments of the supreme court of this state, judgments OF the cotirt of appeals of this state, and
judgments of the superior court for gny county ofhier than that in which the real estate of the
judgment debtor to.be affected is sitnated, from the time of the filing of a duly certified sbstruct
of such judgment with the county cletk of the county in which the real estate of the judgrivent
tebtor to be affected is situated, as provided in this act;

(&) Judgments of a.district eourt of this state rendered or filed as a foreign judgment in a
supetior court In the-covnty in which: the real estate of the judzment debtor Is sitiated, from the
time of the filing of & duly certified district coust judgmient of a duly certified trafiscript-of the
docket of the district court with the county clerk of the county in which such judgment was:
rendered or filed, and tiprl such filing said judgment shall become to all intents and PUDOSEs 4
judgment of the stiperior court for said Sounty; and

{8) Judgments of a district cowrt of this state rendeted or filed in A superior contt th any cther
vounty in this state than that i1 which the real estate of the judgment debtor ta be affected is
situated, a trangeript of the docket of which has been T{led with the county clerk of the county
‘where such judgment was rendered.or filed, from the time of filing, with the county clerk of the
county in which the real estate of the judgment debtor to be affected is-situated, of a duly
certified abstract of the record of said judgment in the office.of the county ¢lerk of the: county in
which the-cettified franseript of the docket of: smd judgment of'said district coutt: was, ongmaﬁy

filed. it
3119870202 § 117 1971 ¢ 81 §17: 1929 ¢ 60 §.2;

[2012¢13
L]

1

{20020 261,
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@ DMCJA Rules Committee
» Wednesday, August 24, 2016 (Noon -- 1:08 p.m.)
WASHINGTON ‘ : :

COURTS | & Teleconference

Members: AQC Staff:
Chaelr, Jutge Dacca Ms. J Banway
F:Egg '. ' “ ‘ .
Judge 8, Buzzard.

Commissionsr Hanlon.
Judge Robertson
Judge Rozzano.
Judge Samuelson -

Judgs Willams
Ms: Patti Kohler, DMCMA Liaison
Ms. Tina Marusich, DMCMA Liaison

Judge Dacea called the rmeeting to order at 12:05 p.m.
~ The Comrhittee ciscussed the following items:
1. Minutes from the July 2016 meeting

it was motiohed, seeonded and passed to approve the minutes from fhe-July 20, 2016 Rules
Commilles meeting as presented.

2. Discuss Proposal to Amend CRLJ 55, pertaining to defaulf judgments

The Access to Justice Board hield a meeting on July 28 to discuss a proposal by the Northwest
Justice Project that would modify the procedures for pro se defendants facing default judgment
in the consumer debt context. Judge Dacca and Judge Marinella attended the meeting to state
thelr coticerng about the proposal, which wera shared by the SCJA representatives at the
meeting. Judge Dacca stated that the rule proponents seemed surprised by the judges'
concerns abolt the proposal. He Is concemed that the meeting notes do not necessarily reflect
his recoilection of the mesting and he will consider providing those comments o the organizers.
He reported fo the DMCJA Board regarding the meeting as well.

17



Meeting Minutes, .
August 24, 2016
Paga 2 of 2

3. Updatere Proposal to Amend RLJ 3.5
Judge Dacca reported that the Rules:Committes’s. proposal to- amend IRLJ 3,5 was submitted fo
the DMCJA Board and discussed at its August 12 mseting. The Board is scheduied to vote on
the proposal during its September meeting.

4. Discuss Status of GrRLJ 3.2 Amendment Proposal
Previously, the DMCJA.Board submiited & proposal to-amend CrRLJ 3.2 o he congruent with
CrR 3.2 for the superior courts, The proposal drew concetn and opposition, despite the fact the
initial SCJA proposal was not opposed. In tespenss; previous DMCJA Board President Stejner
sent a lefter to the Suprenie Court reguasting thatihe Court delay sonsideration of thie proposak
No efforts have been niade to address the ssue so it femains dormant,

5. Update re Task Force on the Escalating Costs of Gi\ﬁf‘il’l.‘iti'gaficn
Ms: Benway provided information regarding the proposals in the Report by the WSBA's Task
Force on the Escalating Costs of Civil Litigation that would- Impagt district courts. The Committes
agreed to review the spedific rule amendment recommendations that wete supported by the:
WSBA Board of Gevernors.. ' '

8. Other Business and Next Meeting Date

The Committee wif’ﬁ. hot r’heé?gaf; Fall i:ahféredt:e;ﬂﬁs;ﬁéxf ;és.mhﬁtte.a meeting fs schediled for
. the September 28, at rigon via telgga_h‘f@r&née,r ' '

There belng o further business, the mesting was adjournad at 12:41 puni.
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District and Municipal Court
Judges’ Association

Fresidaeni

JUBGE VERONICA ALICEA-GALYAN i ! .
o Moines: il Sour Aungt 15’ 2014
UG v 8,50 C.

{les Malnas, WA YS1TR

{06} FTGA50Y

Prestiont et Detactive Christopher Leyba
gﬁg%&g&lﬁﬁ ELIAS Project Manager

SN ARSE cfo Washington Traffic Safety Caammlssron
Gt 621 Bth Avenue SE, Ste 409

Vige-Preghlent Olympia, WA 98501

TERE G 00T MARINELTA

Columbia Countyy mmntt‘qm Dear Detast’iwe Laybaﬁ-
35 Carirnn S(: ; : W
b e P e Rt e ,
The District and Municipal Court Judges' Association (DMCJA) Board
i of Governors would like to thank you for attending our Board meetings
Chympl Murdepal Gl fo discuss the Electronic Law Enforcement Interfacs for Acqulisition of
B0 Box 197 Search Wamants (ELIAS) Project. The DMCJA Board would like fo
i remain informed regarding the developments relating to- the ELIAS
Vinss Presidont Project and is supporiive of using technology 1o implement more
JUDCE DAYID A, BYATCEN efficiant processes. “The DMCUA, however, does not want to became a
s G stakeholder in the project out of concerm for. perceptions of neutrallty,
Vi Yo, WL R 540 Ag judicial ufficers, the Board wants to ensure the public that there
360y 3G have been no preconcsived judgments on the warrants that appear
Aoard o before us with regards to format or content. For this reason, the
 Rourtof Govarrars DMGJA Board will offer no comments regarding the: ELIAS Project
LAY Charter
JUDGE MICHELLE K, GEHLSEN We understand that this is & contrast from our previous position,
Py however, after ample consideration, the DMCJA Board has decided it
DGR JETRREY § IATNS is best to remain neutral, Therefore, each individual court will decide
Koty Conaty Distrot Conrt the process for electronle search warrants that works best within their
papmE jurisdiction. Thank you again for your time and eflort to include the
?}%‘fﬁﬁ@%@?ggn courts of limited jurisdiction in the ELIAS Project.
154} TR6-5!

commmsioNER SUSANA NOONAN  Please do not hesitate to contact me with a:ny questions and/or
ity Ciotmdi Esfriet Cout

(206 47T 120 concams. Thank yous..

SJUDGE KELLEY ¢, OLWELE
Yakimg Munleipy Couet
{500y 575-3050

JUBOE RESECCA O ROBERTRON |
Faoderal Way Menicibsl Cout
(253) 5353000

'llin(‘? HEml ‘"VMJEX,? ¢ %
[$]37) Uoirely Disérfoy Const . . .
Es g cc:  Sharon R. Harvay, AOG

JUDGE TRAEY A STAAR

Sipoicariis Mienigipal Coie
Gowhasaade -
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WA 51—1‘1 NGTON

| C?U RTS .

District and Municipal Court
Judges’ Association

JHDGE DAVID & BVAREN: .
Skouplt-QountyIfatriet Court
BO0B M Spray

10 iox 340 , .
Myl Yortng WA BELT3-D14
{3605 336:9319

Prostlon-Eteot

FUDGE VERONIGA ALICEA-CALYAR

Tres Motnas Munlepel Gor:
TEN I A S BRC.
Doy Mobiw, WA 93108:
QISR

ViemProglifgnt-
JUDGE PAYID STEINGH
Folvg Coritiey Distbat Coms
ELLEEHIUV LR -
Hollowus, WA 55004

{00V ATTI0

SecrefaryiTromsurer
JUDGE-§, SCOTT MARINELLA
Cohindbin County Disteiet Tourt
435 Cympyon St )

Dupign, WA J038. 1200
(S0t

Paxt Fresidin _
JUDGESARA B, DERE
" ShatimmaConnly Lol Care

PUptio Satsty Bulldlng

THIW Mo Avaring

Sk, WAI9260-0130

(SA0)AT2050

Bourd of Govetiots

JUBGE SANDRA L ALLIN
Rustdndiion Mistoial Sow
(2531 7504845

SUBGE ISR M, BURROWES
Banten ety Dlateled Coury
TS as T

JUDGR IEFRREY d, JAHNG
Kreap Gty [oteler Cort
(e
JUDCE MARY €. LOGAN. -
Spaking Minofoal Tolst
eI, "
JUEE SAMUEL MEVER
“haptop Couy Dt Connt
{(B00) 1068562

FUNGR KELLRY €. OLWELE.
Yakima Mmlafpal Court,
(500} 575050

JUDGE REBECCA ©, ROBERTRON
Foidosil Way Munivtpa] Coyirt

(Z53) E55-3000-

COMMISSIONER PETE SHILEY «
Bollinghes Wisieipsl Dot

{Feby 2781zt :

PONGE HRIPLANTH

Dlenogan Canig- Do Court
'dﬂj?_)' rlkid

June 8, 2014

Detective Chils Leyba

ELIAS Project Manager _
¢/e Washingten Traffic Safely Commission
621 Bth Averiue SE, Ste 409

Olympla; VWA 98501 '

Dear Detscfive Leyba:

As President of the District and Municipal Court Judges' Assoclation (DMECJIA),

_damwriting to olarify the position of DMGJA regarding support for

Implemertafion of ELIAS under the Washington Traffic Safety Commission's
eWarrant Inftiative. '

As judges, wa understand the imporansce of embracing new technology to
Improve court processes and fully support innovations that can improve fhe

_Search warrant progess, However, the Board cannot fully endorge the ELIAS

initiative at this time. The warrant process is by its nature an ex parte court
frearing.. 1tis the judge’s signature thet provides the authority for lssuance of &
warrant and the scope of the search. Thersfore, We strongly believe fhe

Judiciary mugt have fingl authotity o define the business. requirements for this

The Board has grave concerns that data regarding ihe judiclal decision
making provess may be collected and subject o the public records act Ina
mantier that impalrs:the integrity of the decision making process. Data that
would enable law enforeement; prosecutors, defense counisel of the gereral
public fo track the granting or denlal of warrants or the reasons for such. -

appoarance of partiality o jmpropriety.

~ detisions by specific judges risks the In tegrity-of the procéss by creating ah

Denial of & Warrant Is not4 negative reflection on the ludge’s decision:making,
as the Judge is conistitutionally required to deny warrants Lnder numerous
siroumstarices yst s prohibited from publicly explaining such dégisions. There

s ailgo & concern among olr membérs that providing reasons for the denfal js

prohibited as it constitutes Improper legal advice to law enforcement,

As the body statutorily oreated to speak on policy lssues in courts of fmited
Jurisdiction on behalf of the Judiclal branch, DMCJA must be direetly involved
in defining the requirsments for this system and approving the final product
before implementaticn. Without this sontintious divest involvement and fina
approval, this Bosrd will recommend that Washington judges not use the
ELIAS system. . .

_ STATE OF WASHINGTON o
1206 Quincs Straet SE ¢ PO Bok 41170 Olyipia, WA 985041170
BEILTE33355 + :36@5583559 Fax = Vewwchuis wa. oy




Deteéctive Chris Leyba
Jung 9, 2014 T
Page 2

Wa fook forward to working with the ELIAS partners to develop and-implement impravements fo
-~ the warrant system that promots efficlency while maintaiting the independence and integrity of
the Judicial process.

Sincsrely,

_ President, DMCJA
ce. Sharon R. Harvey, AQC
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TO: Judge Scott Marinella, President, DMCJA Board
FROM: Judge Frank Paoea, Chair, DMCJA Rules Committee
SUBJECT: Proposed Amendment to CrRLJ 3.2

DATE: Qctober 31, 2016 |

At its rﬁgtﬂar-mdn'thiy meeting on October 20, Q-O'l.@ the DMCJTA Rules Committes
undertook, at your request, an analysis of the amendment to CXRLJ 3.2(b)(4) proposed by the
WSBA Council on Public Defense (CPD). As you know, Justice Charles Johnson, Chair of the
Supreme Court Rules Cominittee, recently communicated with you and Judge Downes, Chair of
the SCIA, requesting comments from the trial associations regarding the CPD-proposed
language. [N.B.: I beliove Justice Yohnson’s communication referred to subse’ctiorl (a){4),
instead of (b)(4), which is the section at issue.] A copy of Justice Johnson’s letter is attached for
your review. For the reasons set forth below, the DMCJA Rules Committee respectfully
recommends that the Boatd oppose the langnage proposed by the CPD and ‘t:;a'mmunicate this
position to the Supreme Court Rules Committee prior to its scheduled meeting on November 7,
2016. In addition, the Committes recommends that DMCJIA revise its requested amendment to
CrRLJ 3.2(b)(%).

At the butset, it is important to recognize that the language of CiRLY 3.2(b) and CrR
3.2(b) differ in significant ways. For your reference, I am attaching the current full language of
those respective Rules (see below). Under the existing version, CrRLJ 3.2(b) has seven (7)
subsections-and CiR 3.2(b) has six (6) subsections. As you may recall, in response to the
decision of State v. Barton, 181 Wn.2d 148 (2014), the SCJA asked that the then é%{isting

paragraph (b)(4) of CtR 3.2 be removed in full, and that deletion is now reflected in the existing

C1R 3.2(b). However, the subsection (b}(4) language still remains in CrRLJ 3.2 as currently
published;

(b)}(4) Require the execution of a bond in a specified amount and the deposit in

thre registry of the courtin o;ash ar other security as directed, of a sum not to

exceed 10 percent of the amount of the bond, such deposit to be returned upon the -

performance of the conditions of release or forfeited for violation of any condition

of release,
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The DMCTA originally sought to delete this subseetion (BX4), but upon further review of
comtitents by ofhiers, requested that the Supreme Court Rules Committee delay any action,
Tn April 2016, the CPD submitied a lether to Chisf Fustice Madsen with the
following proposal o amend CARLY --3‘33(33(43'
Require, but only if requested or

if 4 specified amount ghd the depositin tha regmtgy of ﬂlﬂ--ﬂ(}m'-t.l-ﬁ eam, or other
sacuri‘tyailéwfad by the sourt as-divested, ofa sum not to exceed 10 percent of the
amount of the hond, such deposit 1o be retirmed vpon the performance of the

conditions of release or forfeited for violation of any condition of release;

Althiough the DMCJA Rules Committee appréciates the CPD's thotough consideration of
this Rule, it has concluded that this language is utiworkable and does nit take into acconnt the
role of the Couirt and judicial practices reparding release and conditions it al courts. Underthe
existing language of CrRLY 3.2(b), the Court has a numb'ai: of optiens that may be impwseé_inifg,
sound diseretion, including ordéring an appearance bond. Many of these bail decisions are midde
ex parte when a defendant fTails to appear or lie Court has found probable cause and issued an
atrest warrant. As a practical matter, the CPD's approwch mety preclude the altemative the
atendment appéars to try to ensare, i.e, allowing defendaints the option to post 10% in eash with
“the vourt, subjest to refund upon compliatice,. ii;s:faad of being limited to a commertial surety
bondsman, By conditioning this aption on the defendant’s request or agresment, it will not be
availably for ex parie bail deeisions. Furilier; the Committee particularly objects to the-clause
“Eat only if requested or agreed by the defendant™ The Committee respectfully éublujts that the
xilfimats decision on bail and s@ndxtlona 01’ releass nnder this Courf rute and undef Washmgton
State Taw rests i the sound di scratzcm of ﬂw C"amt

In summgry, the-l{wi'es L;;mumif@e: ccmcluded that thé existing language of CIRL]
,2(11;)(4) should reman intact sice it preserves mascmahie and varfed options for release and iy
also consistent with the holding in Stade v Bzmw;m stpra, Tstead of amenﬁmg the existing
language in CrRLI 3-.2@)(4},. t_hﬂ- -Gummmea 18&011:11’116?11(35 the addition of a sentence af the end of
fhe subsection to make clear that if the Couxt allows an appearance’bond, it must also allow the

3
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option of a surety bond. This additional sentence is set forth below. The DMCIA Rules
Committee recommends thie Supreme Court amend CrRLI 3.2(b)(4) to inelude this sentence;
Reguire the execution of a bond in a specified amount and the deposit in the
registry of the cout} in cash or other security as directed, of a sum not to exceed
10 percent of the amount of the bond, such deposit to be returned upon the
performance of the conditions of release or forfeited for vielation of any condition

uirement is imposed, the court must also authorize a suret

ofrelease. If this rex
bond under section (bY5);

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

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

Attachment:  Copy of October 20, 2016 email sent on behalf of Justice Johnson
' CrR 3.2 as currently published
CrRLJ 3.2 as currently published

CC: DMCIA Rules Committee
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[Copy of an email sent by Shannon Hinchliffe on October 20, 20161

This tessage s sent on behalf of Justice Charles W, johnson, Chiajr of the Stpreme Court Rules
Cormmitiee ' '

Dear ludge Marinella and Judge tﬁt:awnes,-

On May 20, 1 recewéd a Eetter from the DMCIA raquestiﬂg a delay In consideration of the
pmposed amendment to CrRL) 3.2 ins grder to consider a joint altemnative. The Suprene Court
Rules Committee has not regeived any further information refated to-a joint aternative. The
committeé has reviewed the angmal proposed amendment and comments received during the
tomment period which ended on April 36, 2016 and has tentatively recommended adapting the
proposed langusge submitted by the Councll on Public Defense [attached) to amend CrRL
3.2. The committee s also considering making the same change to CrR 3.2, Thefull comient
lattet is attached, The suggested larigusge i as follows:

{a (tl) Reguire, but only if feguested or agreed by the defendant, the execution of a bond in a
specified amount and the deposit in the registr\[ of the court irr cash, or other security allowed
by the court as-directed; of a.sum not to exceed 10 pefcent of the amount of the bond, such
depas“l: to be returned upen the performance of the sondltm,ns of reledse or forfeited for
violation of any condition of’ releasa,

Please Tet me khmw if aﬁ:her mf ymur assocfiatfons ha‘ve an Dbjas:'tu;n to tha adepti_oh ofthis
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RELEASE OF ACCUSED

If the court does not find, or 4 court has not pr emou&ly found, probable cavse, the accused
shall be relensed without conditions.

(@)  Presumption of Release in Noncapital Cases. Any person, other then a person charged
with a capifal offense, shall at the preliminary appearance or reappearance pursuant to rule 3.2.1
be ordered released on the accused's personal recognizance pending trial unless:

{1)  The court determines that such recognizance will not regsonably assure the
accused's appearance, when required, or

(2)  There is shown a likely danger that the accused:
(a)  will conunit a violent crime, or

(&) will seek to intimidate witnesses, or otherwise unlawfully interfere with the
administration of justice.

For the purpose of this rule, "violent crimes" may include misdemeanors and gross
misdemessiors and are not limited to crimes defined as violent offenses in RCW 9,944,030,

In making the determination herein, the court shall, on the available information, consider
the relevant facts including, but not limited to, those in subsections (c) and () of this rule,

(by  Showing of Likely Failure to Appear—Least Restrictive Canditions of Release. Ifthe
court determines that the accused is not likely to appear if released on personal récognizance, the
court shall impose the least restrictive of the following conditions that will reasonably assure that
the accused will be present for later hearings, or, if no single condition gives that assurance, any
combination of the following conditions:

(1) Place the accused in the custody of a designated pefson or organization agreeing to
supervise the accused;

(2)  Place restrictions on the travel, association, or place of abode of the accused during
the period of release; ,

(3)  Require the execution of an unsecured bond in a specified amount;

(4)  Require the execution of a bond in a specified amount and the deposit in the registry:
of the court in cash of other security as directed, of & sum not to exceed 10 percent
of the amount of the bond, such deposit to be returred upon the performance of the
conditions of release or forfeited for violation of any condition of release;

5 :
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() Reqmra the exeeution of a bond with sufficient solvent sureties o the deposit of
cash in licu thereof;

(6.  Require the aemsed 1o zeturh to custody during specified hoursor to be plased on
electronic monitoring, if avaitable; or :

€)) 'hnpt}sa any condition other thari detention deemed réasonably ;ueaessary o assure
appearance as reqmred

A court of lnmteci usisdiction may adopt & bail schedvle for persons who have been
arrested on probable cause but Have not vet made @ preliniinary ApPEBIANOS. before a judicial
officer. The adoption of such a schedule or whether to adept a schedule, is in the diseretion of
each court of limited jurisdiction, and may be adopted by majority vote. Bail schedales are not
subject fo GR 7 The supreme: court may adopt 4 1‘1mfcsrm bail seﬁedtﬁe as dn appendzx to thesi.
rules.

If the coutt determines that the acoused must post a secured or vmsecured bond, the court
shall. consider, on the available information, the accused’s finaneial resources for thie purposes.of
setting a bond that will reasonably assyre the accused’s appearance,

(¢}  Relevant Factors—Fiiture Appésrance; In determining which conditions of release will
reasondbly assuie the accused's appsarance, the court shall, on the available mformatmn, consider
the mlevegnt faots mcluﬁing but not Hinited ta:

(1} ': The ac;eﬁsed‘s inst@ry of TespOnss ‘tcs 1ega1 PIOCESS, pwﬁcﬁlaﬁy eourt orders 1o
personally appeat;

{2y The accusc,d‘& mnpl@ymréﬁt status and hlstﬂry, am‘ol]mant in:-an aéiucatmnal
institution or training program, p&rtmlpatmn ma mnmahng oF freafrient prograim,
performanes of voluntest work inthe sommunity, participation in schoel of cultural
activities or recmyt of financial agsistance fion the govmﬁent*

oy :iﬁﬁracguse_d?s family ties and relationships;.

(#)  The accused's reputation, chattcter and iﬁéﬁtﬁi,ﬁbnﬁiﬁaﬁ; .

(5} Thelength ofthe acoused'y residenice i the cammnmty;

6)  The aceused's riminal recordi

() The willingaess of rexponsible members of e community to vouch for the
: pecuped's reliability and assist tha accused in complying with conditions of release;

e
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(&)

®)

The nature of the charge, if relevant to the risk of nonappearance;

Any other factors indicating the accused's fies to the dommunity.

(d)  Showing of Substantial Danger—Conditions of Release. Upon a showing that there
cxists a substantial danger that the accused will commit a violent crime or that the accused will
seck fo intimidate witneszes, or otherwise unlawfully interfere with the administration of justice,
the court may impose one or more of the following nonexclusive conditions:

(1)
2)
D
(%)

&)
(6)

(7)
®
®

(10)

Prohibit the accused from approaching or communicating in. any manner with
particular persons or classes of persons;

Prohibit the aceused from going to certain geographical areas or premises;

Prohibit the accused from possessing any dangerous weapens or firearms, or
engaging in certain described activities of possessing or consuming any
intoxicating liquors or drugs not prescribed to the aceused;

Require the accused to report regularly to and remain under, the supervision of an,
officer of the courf or other person or agency;

Prohibit the accused from committing any viplations of criminal law;.

Require the accused to post a secured or unsecured bond or deposit cash in liew
thereof, conditioned on compliance with all conditions of release. This condition
may be imposed only if no less restrictive condition or combination of conditions
would reasonably assure the safety of the community. If the court determinies under
this section that the accused must post a secured or unsecured bond, the court shall
consider, on the available information, the accused financial resources for the
purposes of setfing a bond that will reasonably assure the safety of the community
and prevent the defendant from intimidating witnesses or otherwise unlawfully
interfering with the adiministration of justice.

Place the accused in the custody of a designated person or organization agreeing to
supervise the accused;

Place restrictions on the travel, association, or place of abode of the accused during
the period of release;

Require the accused fo refurn to custody during specified hours or to be piaced on
electronic monitoring, if available; or

Tmpose any condition other then detention to assure nominterference w1t11 the
administration of justice and reduce danger to others or the community.
7
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(6)  Relevant Factors-—Showiig of Substantial Danger. Indetermining which conditions of
release will reagonably assure the aceused’s noninterferetce with flie administration of justice, and
refuce danger 1o others or the community, the court shall, on the available mfonmaﬂom consider
the relevant facts Including but not limited to!

@

{2):

@)
“)
(5

©)
(7

@)

The acc:used‘-s‘ eriminal record;

The: willinigness of respensible members of fhe somnumty ta V(}I,ieh fm the
adenséd’s reliability and assist the accused in complying with copditions of release;

The pature of the charge;
The acceused’s ﬁagutatibn, character and mental condition;

The ac;c_:uséd’_s past revord of ﬂ"lréts_w?it:rtﬁnﬁ ot witivesses of interference with
witniesses or ‘the-‘aﬁmiiiimtim fnf juistice;.

Whether or not there is E\’lﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ of present fhreats or- intimidation directed to.

witnesses;

The accuséd’s past record of domniitfing. offenses whﬂe on prﬁtna‘l release,
probiatisi or parole; and

Theaceused’s pastmcnrd ofuse of or threatened use of deadly weapons of ﬁreanm\,

especially to victim’s or witnesses.

(). - Delay of Release. E‘ha‘cow:tmay deiayre}éase of a-person i the fﬁllswingscfﬁfmnstaﬁces:

(1
o)

G)

I the person is mtoxzca’sed and telease wﬂl, jeopat: d}ze the persxm s safety or that of
ofligrs, the covit may delay release.of the person or ltave the person transferred to

the m:stﬁdy aind care of  treatment center,

Tfthe pmmns mental cordition is sughthat the cotst believes the person should be

- interviewed by o mental health professional for possible commitment to & meiita]
, treatmenf: fam‘htjc pnrsuam 1O ROW 71,03, the cout iﬁaydeiayi‘fﬂeasa of this persor.

Unless other gwuzld;é emt for monhnucd detennon, B Jjersof deta‘lned purgnant 1o

thig section mist be released from detention: not later than 24 hmms after fhe
:prﬁhmmﬂwapp@amuca _

(g) Heleasein {iapxtal Cases.e Any parsan cha:cgeﬂ wxﬁmc&;}ital qffeumshall not bereleased
i1 accordance with thix rule-onless the court finds that release on conditions will reasonably assure -
that the amms&:d will appeﬂr im‘ later héﬁm‘}gs, w:lil ot mgmﬁx&anﬂy m‘terfms with the

B
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admiinistration of justice and will not pose a stbstantial danger to another ot the copumvmity, Ifa
risk. of flight, interference or danger is believed to exist; the petson may be ordered detained
without bail.

(h)  Release After Finding or Plea of Gudlty. After a person has béenfound or pleaded gutlty,
the court may revoks, ma&i’%fy;,, or suspend the terms of release and/or bail previously ordered.

[1) Order for Release. A court authorizing the release of the accused under this rule shall
issuc an appropiate order containing g statement of the condifions imposed, if any, shall inform
the accused of the penalties applicable to violations of the conditions-of the aceused's release and
ghall advise the accused that a warrant for the decused's arrest may be issued upon any such
violation,

(it Amendmentor Revocation of Order:

Ay The court odering the release of an adcused of any condition specified in this rule
may at ahy time ot change of cireninstances, ew information or showing of good
cause amend its order to impose additional or different conditions for release.

(2)  Upon aghowing that the accused has willfully-violated a condition of release, the
soviit may revoke rélease and may oider forfeiture of aty bond. Before entering an
- order revoking releaseor forfeiting bafl; the-coutt shall holda hearing, Release miay

b réveked only if the violation is proved by clear and convincing svidence.

(k)  Arrestfor Violation of Conditions,

(1)  Aurest with Warrant. Upon:the courts awn motion or a verified application by the
' prosecutinig authotity alleging with speciticity that an accysed has willfully violated
a condition of the aceused's release, a court shall order the accused to appear for
immediate hearing or issue: & wartant directing the. arvest of the avcused for
{mmediate hearing for reconsideration of conditions of release pursuant t section

0

(2) - Atrest without Warrant. A law enforcement officer having probeble canse to
belteve that an aceused released pending trial for a felony is about to leave the state
or has violated @ condition of such telease under circumstances rendering the

securing of a watrant impracticable may arrest the accused and take hin forthwith
before the-court for mensxdemﬁon of conditions of reloase pursuam to section (j).

(4] Evidence, Taformation stated in, or offered in connection with, any order entered pursuant“
to this rule need not conform fo the rules pertaining to the adnusmbzhty of eyidénce in »
coutt of law,

(m) (Reserved)
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()

(o)

)

Accused Released on Recognizante or Bml-—Absence—-rorfmture. 1 fhe avcused has

been released on the aecused's own recognizance, on bail, or has depgmted mongy instead.
thereof, and dogs not appear when the accused's personal appearance is necessary or
violates conditions of telease, the cout, in adddition to the forfeitore of the recognizanco,
or of the money deposited, may direét the clcﬂs: ta igsuea bench warrant for the accused's

afrest,

Bail in Criminal Offense Cases--Mandatory Appearance.

(1)

@)

®)

Except ag pmv;de;d i subsection (23 or (3) Tselow, whien required to réasonably
assure appearaiee in covrt, bail for a person arrested for a misdemeanor shall be
$500 and fora gross misdemeanor shall be $1,000.. In an individual case and after
hearing the court for good cause recited in a written order may get 4 different bail
amount,

A gourtmiay adeptalocal rule requiring thut persons subjecied to custodial arrest
for a ¢eitain class of offenses be held until fhey have appeared before 4 judge.

Pursuant to RCW 10.31.100; a police officer shall arrest and keep in custody, wntil
release by a judicial officer on bail, personal recognizance; or courtorder, a person
without a watrant whet the officer has probable cause to believe that the personthas
violated RCW 46.61.502 (Driving Under the Inflience) or REW 46.61,504

~ (Physical: Confrol of ‘a Vehicle Under the Influence} or an t:q;mvaient logal
ordinance and the police officer has knowledge that ﬂle person has # priof offmnsa-

as. defingd iin ROW 46.61.5055 within ten yeats.

" {Reserved,).

@y (Reserved)

[Originatly efﬁsctwe Septeriber 1, 1987; amended effective November 1‘7 1989 Sﬁpfembm T

1991; Jaymuary 1, 1992; Septomber 1, 1992;, June 25, 1993; May 1, 1994; September 1, 1994;
August 15; 1995; September 1, 1995 June 5&996’ ictobm 31, 2(}00, September‘i 2662 Apnl
1,2003: Saptember} 2005: }ulyL 2@12 December 8, 2015.]

10,
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- CrR32
RELEASE OF ACCUSED.
I the eourt does not find, or a court hag not previously fovnd, probable cause, the accused
shall bs released without conditions.

(a} Presumption of Release in Nﬁncapﬁai Cases. Aty pexscmg other than 4 personr charged
with a capital offenise, shall at the preliminary appesrance or reappearance pursuant torale 3:2.1
or CrRLY 3.2.1 beordered released on the aceused's personal recognizanice pending trial unless:

(1) thecourt determines that such recoguizance will not reasonably assure the aceused's
~appearance, when requited, or
(2y there is shown a likely danger that the acoused:
(a) will commit a viclent crime, or
{b) will seek to inﬁ-misjfa‘_t'e; wittiesses, o otherwiseunlawfully titerfere with the
admiiistration of justice.
For the purpose of this rule,, "violent-crimes™ dre not limited to oriivies defined as violent
offenses in RCW 9,94A.030, _
2[1’1 making the detemnmatmn herein, the court shall, on the available mfmmatmn, cotisider the
relevant facts including, but not lintited to, those in subsections (¢} and () of ﬂﬂ's tule,

(b) Showing of Likely Failure to Appear-Least Restrictive Conditions of Reléase. Ifthe
covrt determines that the acensed is not likely to appéar if released ofi personal tecognizance; the
court shall impose the least restrietive of the following conditions that wifl reasonably assure that
flie soeused will be present for Tater hearings, or; if rio single condition gives that assurance, any
combination of the following conditions;

{1} Place the acoused in the custody of a &amgnated peteon.of organization agreeing to-
supervise the accused;

(2} Place restrictions on the travel, association, or place. of abade of the aocused during the
period of relegse;

(3) Require the execution of art unsecured bond ina- spemﬁec’i armount;

{4) Requite the sxeettion of a bond with sufficient solvent sureties, orthe deposit of cashiin
 Tigu fhereof;

5) Require the acensed to refurn to custody dumng specified hours orto ‘be placed on
electronic monitoring, if available; or

(6) Impose any condition other than detention deemed reasonably necessary g assure
appearance as required.- Tf the court determines that the accused must post a secured oz
pusecured bond, the court shall consider, on the available information, the accused's finanofal
resources for the purposes of setting a bond that will reasonably assure the accrised's appéaranioe,

11
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(€) Relevant Factors-Fature Appearance. In determining which conditions of release will
reasonably aseure the scoused's appearance, the court shall, on the available information,
consider the relevant facts moludmg butnet Immted to:

{1}y The az}cuseﬁ’s,‘h;stmy of response to legal process, particularly conrt orders to personaily
appear; -

(2) The aceused's employment status and. history, enrollment in an educational mstifution or
trmmng program; pm:hmpa.non in a connseling ot tredtment program, pcrfannance of volunteer
work in the community, participgtion in school or cultuml aotivities or atecelpt of finangial -
agsistance from the government; :

{3) Theaccused's family ties and felationships;

(4). The acoused's réputation, character and mental condition;
{5) The lengfirofthe accnsed's residence in the community;
(6) The accused's eriminal tecord;

{7) The willingness.of respmﬂfssble members of the comumuriity 1o voueh for the aceused's
reliability and assist the acvused in mmplymg with conditions of releass;

(8) The natute-of the chdrge, if rélevant to the tisk of nénappearance;

(9) - Anyother factors indicating the sceused's tics to the commumnity,

{d) Showing of Substantial Danger-Conditions of Release. Upcn a showing thaf there
exists a substantial danger that the accused will commit a vielefit orime ov'hat the accused will

seck to intimidate witnesses; or otherwise tinlawfully interfere with fhe administration of justice,
the eourt may ImeSB oné or more of the following nonexelusive conditions: '

(1} Protiibit th@aueused friom appmaclnng ot tzm‘nmumcafmg in any manner wﬂ:h pamcular
persons or classes of persons;

(2) Prohibit the-aceused front going to certain. gaographmal :areas or pfemlseﬁ,

{3) Prohibit fhre siecused from possessing any- daugerous Weapons or fiieatnis, or engaging in
vertain deseribed aetivitios or possessing or cohsuming any intoxi cating liquors or drugs not
presoribed to-the acﬁmeﬁ

%3 Require the accused o report ie galarly to and remiain m‘lﬁcﬁ‘ flie supervision of an offieer -
afthe gourt o other pergaivoragency;

{(5) Prohibit the aconsed from co:lmmttmg m:n.y violationg 0f cnmmal law;

(6) Redquire the soeused fo ;ms‘{. a secrired or unsecured bond or deposit cash inlou thereof,
conditioned on compliange-with all conditiong of relense. This coidition niay be :empased onfyif
no less restrictive condition oy combination of conditiens wotld reasonably assure thesatetyof
the community. Ifthe court defermines under this seotion that the accused nmist post a secured or
unsectred bond, the court shall consider, on the available information, the, acepsed's financidl
resouroes for "t'ha furpases of setting & bond that will reagonably assure the safaty of the

community and prevent the defendant from intimidating witnesses or otherwise millawﬁﬁly
o 12
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Anterféring wﬁh the administration of fustice.

(‘7} Plaoeth& actused in tha custody of a- df:signated pm‘son or ngamzatmﬁ agn eemg 14
supervise the accused;

(8} Place resirictions on the travel, association, or place of abode of the accused during ﬂlﬂ
period of release;

M Require the acoused tor return o sustody f}m*mg spemﬁedh@urg of to be placedon .
electronic ionitoring, if available; or

(10} Impose tiny condition other than detention to assiire noninterference with the
adtninistration of justice and reduce danger to others or the community.

(&) Relevant Factors-Showing of Substantial Danger. In determining wlsich conditiany of
release will rensonably assure the sccused's noninferference with the administration of justice,
and reduce danger to others or the community; the court shall, on the available infonnatmm
consider the relevant fatts including but not limnited to:

(13 The aceised's criminal record;

(2) The willingness of responsiblé members «::-f‘ the conunumty to voucih forthe accused's
reliability and assist the accused in complylng with conditi ofis of teledse;

(3) The nature of the chatge;

(4) Theaccused's reputation, character and tental condition;

(5) The accused's past record of threats to victims or witnesses or interforénce with witnesses:
or the administration of justice;

(6) ‘Whether ot not theré is evidence of present threats or intimidation directed to witnesses;

(’i) Thg acgused's past record of committing pffenses while on pretsl release, pmbatmm or
parole; an

(8} The aceused's past, record of use of of threstened use of‘ deadly weapons ot fireartis,
especxaily to victim's of witnesses.

{f) Delay of Release, The court may delay relsase of a person fix the following
cirmunstances*

{1} If'the person is intoxicated and release will jeopardize the persons safety or that of others,
" the court may delay release of the person-or have the-person transferred to the cuktody aid cafe
‘of a treatment center. :

(2) If the persons mental conditfon is such that the cotut believes the person should be
{nterviewed by & mental health professional for possible commitment to-a mental iteatmenit
facﬂ;ty pursuent to ROCW 71,05, the court may delay release of the person,

(3} Unless oflter grounds exist for gontinued detention, a person detained pursiant to thig
section must be released from detention not Tater than 24 hmn‘s after the prshmmary appesrance,

(g) Release in Capital Cases. Any person charged with acapital offense shall not ba
13
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released in accordance with this tule unless the cowt finds that release on conditions will -
reagonably assure that the-aceused will appear for laterhearings, will not significantly interfere
with the administration of justice and will not pose a substartial danger to another of the
community; If a tisk of fight, interference or danger is believed to exist, the person may be
ordered detained without bail.

(h) Release After Finding or Plea of Guilty, After a person has been found of pleaded
guilty, snd subject to RCW 9.95.062, 9.95.064, 10 64,025, and 1064027, the court may tevoke,

modify, or suspend the terms of release atid/or Bail previously ordered.

(@) Order for Release. A court authorizing the release of the aceused under this rule shall
isstie an appropriate order containing a statement of the conditions imposed, if auy, shall inform. -
the accused of the penalties applicable to violations of thie conditions imposed, if any, shall
inforn the-acoused of the penalties applicable to violations of the conditions of the accused's
release and shall advise the accused that a watrant for the accused's arrest may be issued upon
any such violation.

{f) Review of Conditions. .
(1) At aniy time after the prelifmnary appedrance, an accused who s being detained due to
fallure to post hail may move for reconsideration of bail. In connection with this motion, both

parties may present information by profter or etherwise. 1f deemed tipcessary for a fair
determination of the issue, the court may: direct the teking of addﬁmual testitiony.

(2} Ahearing on the mnotion shall beheld within a reasonable tifne. An clectropic o
stenographic record of the heating shall be tiade, Following the hefmng, the-court shall promptly
exfer an order setfing out the c:ondmons of release in accordative with section (). I a bail
requirement is imposed or majritained; the cotrtshall set ont ifs reasons on the record or i
wmmg

(k) Amendment or Revocation of Order.

{1y The court ordering the release of an actused on any condition specified in his rule may at
any time on change of circumstances, hew information or showing of good tauseamend its order
to impose additional or different amndlimns for release,

(2} Uponz showing that the at:cns.ed has willfully violated a condition-of release, the court.
ray revoke release and may order fotfeiture of any bond: Before chtering an order revoking
release or forfeiting bail, the court shall fiold a hearing in socrdance with section (]). Release
iy be revoked only ifihe violation s proved by clear and convineing evidence:

() Arvest for leaﬁm of i;‘anditmuse

(1) drvest With Warrdnt, Upon the-court's owtr miotion or a veﬂﬁeé application by the
pr;asec;utmg, attorney glieging with specificity that an accuseci has willfully violated 4 condition
of the scoused's telease, a court shall ordet the adoused to appesr for immediate hedting or issué
a warrant directing the arrest of the accused for immediate hearlﬁg for reconsideration of '
conditions of release pursuant fo section (k).

14
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2y Arrest Without Warrant. Alaw grforcement officer having probable catise to believe that
an adoused released pending trial for a felony is abotl to leave the state or has violated a
condition of guch release under circumstanees rendering the securing of a warran impracticable
gy arcest tlig accused and take him forthwith before the court for reconsideration of conditions
of release prrsuant to section (k).

(m) Evidence, Information stated in, or offered in connection with, any order entered
pursuant to this rile need not conform to the rides peﬁammg to the atinms&bﬂ:tty of evidence in a
eourt of law,

(n) Forfeiture, Nothing Gontamed i1 this tole shall be construed to prevent the disposition of
any case or class of casés by forfeiture of collateral security where such disposition 1 authorized
by the court.

(o) Aceused Released on Recognizance or Bail--Absence—Forfeiture, Tfthe accused las
bean released on the gceused's own recoghizance, on bail, or has dcpnsmd money instead
thereof, and does nof appear when fhe aconsed's personal dppearance is necessary or vialated
conditions of release, the court, inn addition to the forfeifure of the recognizance, or of the money
deposited, may direct the clerk 1o issie a b&nch watrdnt :Ebr the accused's mesi

[Adoptied effective July 1, 1973; amended effective July 4, 1976; September 1, 1983; Ssptember
1, 1986; September 1 1991; sept@mberl 1993; April 3,2001; September 1, 2002; Septembcar}
2015 J

Comiment

Supersedes RCW 10.16,190; RCW 10,19.010,..020, .025, 050, ,070; .080; R{;W 10.40.130;
RCW 10.46,170; REW 10.64.035,

Comment
Rule changed to comply with Statev. Batten, Wn.2d (07/31414)
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OBFICE QI*THE EKEGUTIV'E BIR'E(}TOR

B &

Paula £, Littlesyood ) dliact Tin: 206-539:2420
Haeouilve Dictsy . . faxy 2067278314

= - \ . e-polh paudeli@wibaieg.
April 25, 2046

‘Hon. Barbara A Madsen - . - )
ChlefJustica o ‘ .
Washlngton Suprame Court

PO Box 40629

DT’{!TY!M&;WA’%SM

RE; WSBA Counclion Pubi i Dafanse {:omanton Proposaﬁ Amandmantta LRl 3.2 i

Daamhief Justice Madsen, _
Famwr ftlng o shate with you the endlosed comment frorm ﬁha Washington State Bar Aswatatian*s
- Covnell en Public Deferse regatding proposed armendmants to CrRLF 3.2 These commants have tieen

approved through the WSBA'S laglslative and eourt rulé mmmenf p@liny arwl tﬁe coriments ard suieiy
tbasa of the Coundll an Piblic Defense, :

Thia WEBA Couneil on Public Eefmse unltes prmésum?&, mambers of the publle and private defense har,
the berich, elected officialy and tha public to address new ami meurrmg fasyes. Impact!ng the publm
defeﬂsaﬁystém and the puklle that depgnds u;}cm it \

The Councll a'pgptacia_teg.tha Court's considaration of this comtent.

"Paula Lit;ﬂewoaﬁ

Endl:

Cen o PresidentWilllam Byslop, WSBA Board of Sovernors
Bfanks Holfand, Chatr, Counciton ?ﬁbl]c Defense

- Warking Togerber to Champion Justice
Washivgton Stete :Bmﬁssoﬁaﬂaﬁ v 1325 Foueth Avenne; Siilte 600 / Seatele, WA 98101 255»«259—2.120 4 Ty 206-721-4510 ‘
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Couiteil on Publie Defense Camment oy Proposed Amendient to CrRLI 3.2

The Washington State Bar Asgociation Councit on Publie Defonse (“Council)respectfully
submits tais vemtment to the proposed amendinent to CeRLY 3.2, The Cownell s catprised of
Tepresentatives of the public and private defiense bar, owent and forer prosscutors, Judiclal
offioers, pablic offfcials, and at-larpe mombers, and has the charge of addieesing Tesues sifocting
the quality of and access to Indigent defense services:

The mongy ball system haa genetated significant national debate and oalls for reform, inclyding
in Washington State, The Couneil is aotively exploting fhess Jssues as they relate to indigent
defings setvioss. The proposed amendment to GRS 3.2 wovld directly fmpact bail practices
statovide by eliminafing CrRLT 3.2 (b)(4). This provision perils b cash appeatance bond to be
sabmittted directly with the oolwt in an Amoust not i exceed 10% of the bond value without use
of & popimeraial surety.

The Cotmedl understands thet the proposed amendment is an effort to addregs sonoars with the.
tiolding raised {n State v Barton, 181 Wo2d 148, 331 .3d 50 (2014), that 8 court-mey not
foruire only a cash batl and instead a defendant may always use a commetoial surety. This Court.
tecently approved au 1dentlonl smendment that struck (b)(4) frem CiR 3.2 The proposed

- amendmient to CrRLY 3.2 clitinates the 10% cash appearanse bond option altogether fustead of

" arohibifing courts from setting eash-only bail '

I the Couneil*s view, the proposed amendsment goes further thannecessary to comply with
Barion, Funther, thls smendrment would unduly list fudiclal diseretion to fashion the lesst
restrictive form of bail necessary to-ensure an individial defondant’s fiure appearancs: The cagly
sopeatatos bond optlon needs to be available for poor end Tow-income. individuals who aie
unable to sective a-bond with broperty of & commetoial suety, The opifon of having the moeney
retumed at the sanclusion of the case alsy avoids imnecessary financial hardship for-fndigend '
defenidants and thelr familiés, and {s consistent with the purpose of bail,

The Counell condurs with the epmineht svibrattied by Superlor Cowt Judge Ronald Kegsler
raoommending that the Court teject the proposed amendment to.CYRTLT 3.2 and reconsider the
recent amendment made to-CrR, 3.2, The Council recominands that the Court instead modify.
toth rules with language that addresses the concerny ralsed In Barion but preserves the express.
oplion for cotty to seta cash.appearance bondup to 10% ag an alternative 10 & gseaured bond,
The followihg language, as an ilustration, vould asaomplish this goal:

Ttext] )
4 Require, bt only if

’ recie : agreed by the defondant, the sxecution of & bond n &
spootfiad amount and the deposit in the registry of the court n cagh ;. or other secwrity
allowed by the sourtas-dirseted, of & sum niot 4o exceed 10 percent of the amount ofthe
ond, such depostt 1o be seturned upor the petformence of the conditions of release or
forfetted for violation of any cotidition of releass;

The Council apprectates the Court’s consideration of this comment,
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May 20, 208

Honorabsls Charles W, Johnson

Slprems Court Rules Committes -

cfa Clark of The Bupreme Court
Temple of Justice

PO Box 40829 '
Clympla, Wk 885040020

Dear Justics Johnson and Members of the Rules.Committee:

The District and Municipal Gourt Judges' Assooiation (DMCJA) requests thet the
Bupreme Court Rules Commities delay considerstion nf the DMCJA prop@sal to
armend Criminal Rules for Courts of Limited: Jurlsdif;twn  (CIRLJ) 8.2,

On April 22, 2045, {ha DMCJA submitied & comment that it was not seeking 1o
amend CrRLd 3,2 (b§(4 but recommended that if the Court adopted the-
Supirtor Court Judges' Assocl ation’s (SCJA’s) amendment, that It elso adopt &
similar amendimant to CrRLS 2.2 (b){4) so the trial court rules would remain
congrusnt, ©On Seplember-1, 2015, the Suprems Court appreved the SCJA
proposed tule amendmient. The DMCJA Atherefore, raques‘ted fhat

CrRLJ 3.2 (b) (;4) be deleted to paraliel the rides of the Superiot Courts and to
reflect the helding in State v. Barton, 181 Wash.2d 148, 831 P.3d 50 {July 34,
2014). This proposalwas published fof tommient by the Supreme Court Rules
Cammlttae wﬁﬁ a deadﬂna for cemment of Aprl 30, 2&16

Both DMCIA and SQJA are aoncamed about comments recelved suggesting

{hat the removal of CrRLJ 3.2 (b){4) 18 not the best way to addressthe Baricm
decision and may be detrimental fo low-income Htigants, Thus, given the
posture of the rule; ahd the apparent concetn of fhe SCIA, the DMCJA requests.
thatthe Suprame Court Rules Commities deiay any action oh the proposed
revision to CrRL.J 3.2 pending the consideration of attemaﬁvas by aljoint

mmmstiaa of DMCJA and. SCJA memhars,

-iﬁisasa et me know if you have shy quastimna regardmg thig requgst to delay

action onrthe mpsseﬁ am&ﬁdm@nm (}rRL,J 3.2 Thank Yoy,

Singerely,

Judge Da\ﬁd A, Stemer
DMGJIA: F’rasieient

oo Judge Frank Baaca, DMRJA Rules Cominittes Chair
Ms. Bhannon Hingholiffe, AQC
Ms. J Behway, AGC

STATE GFWASHINGTON

206 CHabfite Strest ST » 303, mc A1170°e Olyrapla, WA S8504-1170
J6753-3365 « 360-5 BE? Fry w wwwmmm Wik B0

R Y




Toher A, Cherberd Building W _ i Oon ' N oy e Benstor Milce Pudden, Chair

PO Box 40466 N aShmgton State Senate Swuatermc,ﬁ'ﬂamvimdiﬁt

Olympia, WA 085040466 oo . SeantorJamie Pedersen, Rarking Member
(360) 7867455 Law & Justice Committee '

November 15,2016

hergBuilding” __ TUESDAY

‘Work Session:
1. Condg issues.
2, Night and weaken;i court..
3. Third party visitation.
4, ‘Washington Association of Prosecuting Attotneys legislative proposals.

5. Informant testimony.

Other business,
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TO: Judge Michael T, Downes, President
Superior Court Judges’ Association

Judge G. Scott Marinella, President
District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association

FROM; Judge Susan J. Woodard, Chair
Judicial Assigtance Services Program Gommittes

DATE: October 20, 2016
RE: Amendments to the JASP Bylaws

The JASP committes held a retreat April 2-3, 2016 where we reviewed
the current JASP bylaws and would fike to make the following
amendments.

Article Iif - Membership, Section C

- The JASP committee has'bene‘r‘ied with having-an appellate
representative on the committee and would fike to make the. addition of
nan-voting appellate members possible,

ARTICLE lif
Membership

(A) Membership shall consist of eight (8) members of which four (4) shall
be appointed by the President of the SCJA and four (4) appa inted Ly the
President of the DMCIA.

{(B) Each member shall be appeinted by the respective President for a
two-year term.- For the first eycle, each President shall appoint two (2)
_members for 8 one-year terin and twq (2). members for a two~year term.
dci 1 bers ide Ll

J_udn; ;) of the Court of Am:eals and Supreme Court members \MH bé

= appointed by the Chlef Justice of the Supreme Court, . Appellate Court

members shall serve a two. year term,
(D) Terms of membership shall begin September 1° of the year
appomtment
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Memo SCJA and DMCJA
Bylaw Changes
Page 2

Article VIl — Voting

Delating the word voting.

ARTICLE VHi

Voting

Each member of the Commiftes shall have one vote. All decisions shall be fade by & majority
vote of those present and veting providing that there is one affirmative vote from a DMCJA and

SCJA member. The services provider/clinical consultant shalf not vote on matters refated to
compansat[on for contracted services. :

Article VIl - Ad Hoc Members

Re-writing the current sentence for clarity..

ARTICLE VIii
Ad Hoc Members
The Chair, with the mncurrence of the Vice-Chg:r mgy aggmnt ad _h_oc members to ass ist the

CQ!{!jHlﬁﬁB AG-FRE-TE ray-be-appointey-by- Chigiewith-the-concurrengs-eHbe-y

We- have attached a fall copy of the JASP bylaws with the proposed changes for your review
and approval: '

If you have any questions or concerns, do hat hesitate to contact me
at Susan Wondard@yakimawa.goy or (509) 575-3050.

CC:  Ms. Judith M. Anderson
Ms. Sharon Harvey
Ms, Janet Skreen
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Judicial Assistance SErvices Program

———— (JASP)
A A joint committee of the DMCJA and SCJA

JUDars HELfIia Jupcy

BY-LAWS

ARTICLE]

There is established a joint committee of both the District and Municipal Court Judges'
Assogiation (DMGJA} and the Superior Court Judges' Assoclation (S8CJA). This committee Is
effective upon ratification of the DMGJA Board and the SCJA Board, Where funding allows, the
committee shall also include a Services Provider/Clinical Consultant independent cantractt:r
who nieed not be a judge or attorney.

ARTICLE 1
Purpose

Judicial Assistance Senvices Program (JASP) offers confidential- assistance with
meéntalemofional, drug, alcohol, family, health, and other parsonal problems. Services inol luding
assessment, referral, short-term or long-term counseling, follow-up, and training.

JASP may train and use Pesr Counsslors to assist In fulfiling its duties.
JASP is baund hy the conﬂdehtla!ity ruie se‘t forth in DRJ 14{6})

ART!CLE ]
Membership

(A Membership shall consist of eight (8) members of which four (4) shall be appuinted by
the President of the SCJA and four (4) appointed by the President of the DMCJA, -

(B) Each member shall be appomted by the respective President for a two-year term. For
the first cycle, each President shall appoint two {2) members for g one—year teri and
two (2} members for & fwo-year terr.

{C} Jn addition to members identified in paragraph iH (A, at ihe request of the JASP
Executive Committee, there:may be two non:voting appsllate ccurt members which may
Be from either level of the appeliate courts. - Court of Appeal : : ;

by the Presiding Chief Judge.of the Court of Appeals and Supreme. Oourt members will -

be appointed by the Chief Justice of the Supreime Court. Appellate Court members '

shall serve atwovearterm. =
(D) Terms of membershlp shall begin September 18t of ’che year appaintment
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By-Laws for Judicial Assistance Services Prograrm
Page 20f 3

ARTICLE IV
Officers

"l‘he C:ammlttee shall have two officers: 4 Chalr and a Vice Chalr. . For the fitst cycle, the
DMCJA shallappoint the Chalr and the SCJA shall appoint the Vice Chair. The teris of the
Chair and the Vice Chazr are for twa»years and the Vice Chaif shall succeed the Chair atthe
atid ¢f the Chair's term. Upon complefion of the first cycle, the Vice Chair shall succesd the
Chair and the organization whose reprasantaﬂve is riot the chair shall appoint the new Vice
Chair.

The officers shall have authiority to create an Executive Qmmmiﬁae t6 include themselves, the
current AQOC Halson, and the current sérvices provider/cl liriical consultant, The Exgcutive
Committes shall have autharity to conduct day-fo-day business, as needed. '

ARTICLEV
Regular Meetings

There shall be at least one yearly méeting and training session which may bé combiried and as
many meetings as deemed necessary by the Chair. To take any formal action, guorum
consisting of four members must be present.

ARTICLE V|
Bpecial Meetings

Special meetings may be called by Chalf o by any seven members of the Committee, -
Reasonable notice.of a special meeting shalf be given each member, To take any formal
action, a guorum consisting of four members must be present except for Executive Commitles
meetings.

ARTIGLE Vi)
Voting

Each member of the Committee shall have one vote. Al decisions shall be made by a majority
vite of those present and veting providing that there is one affirraative vote froim a DMCJA and
§CJA member, The services prowderlclinlcai consultant shall not vote on matters related fo
compensation for contracted services.

ARTIGLE VIt
Ad Hoc Members

The Chair, with the coneurrence cf the Vlce—Chalr ma\r apﬁomt ad hoc: members ig ass!st gh
Commlttee Ad-Hae rs-may-be d : rence-of the Vige
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By-laws for Judicial Assistance Services Pragram
Page 3of 3

Last amended 4/2/2016

Last amended 8/22/2014

Last updated 3/6/2012

Ratified by the DMCJA Board of Governors January 2011
Raftifled by the SCJA Board of Governors March 2011

. Ni/programs & organizations\jasp\governing documenisibylaws
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Fromi Jarmes Docter

Sent: Wednesday, Qctober 19, 2016 1:21 PM

To: Harvey, Sharon

Ct; Scatt Ahlf ) 'G. Seott Marinella'

Subject: FW: Separation of Powers Document - dated January 2008

Hi Sharon,

| am oha subcommittee of the Public Trust and Confidence commiittee, We are tasked to review all the
documents that have been compiled (over the many years) on the PT and € website for accuracy and
eurrency. One of the documents is‘attached to this email {last updated in 2008). My review of the
docuimeant shows page three Is in need of some "slight" modifications in order to be completely
accurate. However, it was reported by AOC that updating or reworking the document would ba "very
expensive”, Consequently, | was asked to check with DMCIA (because the changes largely relate to Muni
and District court information) to see if we should keep the documerit {with iriaccuracles) or discard the
document entirely {or maybe just discard page three), Basically you are being asked "ls the form worth
keeping? Does anyone use 1t?*. We want direction from BMCIA. '

The changes: 1)Clark County became a "Charter County" in 2015, and arguably should be listed in that
saction (see page 3). _

2) the Organizational chart and related connecting lines under “county government” and "city
government" are not completely accurate. For example; elected judges are not connected to the Mayor
{nor should there be connectors between the Clerk/Executive branch and the Superior court); and the
judges should not be listed below the presiding judge.

Since | was asked to inquire of the DMCIA whether this form should be discarded, or saved with

inaccuracies, | amfarwarding it on for DMCJA review and input. Please let me know If you want anything
more from e, Thanks you.

47







ur systen of government in Washington State is hasaed
upea separation of pewers as frmned in the United States
Constitstion. This means that our governmentiad siructure
is divided futo three svparate branches, Each branch deals
with # different aspect of goversing, The leghstatihwe braach
passes haws, The executive branch enfurees Liws, The
Judicial branch interpreds baws,

WASHINGTON

COURTS

FELE

January PLOE

You can get more information at wigwncourts. wa.goy




REGULAR COUNTY county commisstoner Form o1 nuuapnment

Mozt counties in Washirigton Stafe darive thalr
gtmmmantat straeture from the State Constitution.
wiirdiiss, throtigh 2 vots of the people, may thooss

t mcd?fy thalr county govermental structurs
through the r;harzer procesy

Gounly Departments

CHARTER COUNTY counny Enscutiva Form 01 nnuammsm

Charter Gosintiesin Washington: King, Plaros,
Bnohomish, Whatcom, Clallam, San Juan

County Oepartments

CITY EBUEHHMEHI Adiminisralor/Manager, Strang Mayor Forr f auuammem

- Ciffee tmayoptio contrantwiththe sotnty or another
aity far court sorviges, The judye may bs elosted
" prappointed;

Lity Departmonts

January 2008
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Septembear 28,2016

Honorabis Scott Macnella

Washington Distriet and Munlcpal Court Jidges Asseciation
PO Box 41170

Olyrripia; WA 985Q4~1170

Dear Judige Marineliat

Thatk.you far the previous: suppor‘t of the YMCA Youth & Government prograri. The financiat
contributions of the Distict and Municipal Court Judges Association and valunteer service of your
rembers help ensuré the young women and men of our state have the opportunity to gain the
knowledge and skills needed ta be- actl\re and engaged citizens and leaders 1n our communities.

Pm excited to announce that this year, we arg expanding ac:cess to Kigh quality clvic and legal
education with a rew Middle School Mock Trial tournament! We expect to host three regional
tournaments early in 2017 ard serve approximately 100-150 students in grades six and seven,

In previous years, the Court made-a $1600 ccmtrlbutian 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 efferts. 1 also sk that
you ancourage your members to volunteer their time and talents to support young people around our
stata,

The aniial YMCA Mock Tnal State r‘;‘:hamp onship wilt be held Friday and Saturday, March 24 - 25 at.
the Thurskon County Courthouse, 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 matk your cajendars TIowW and help us spread the word about this unigue and inspiﬁng

oppartun tys

I the'Y, we believe in the potential of all young people. This is why your support is critical. Tegether
Wwe can énsure young women across Washington are exposed to careers in the law, and gain the skills
needed to be {eaders In thenr corrimunities, Thank you for your consideration,

Raspactfm

%M’?‘W

Sarah Clinton
ﬁxecutlve Director
leyvme

Cier Judge Robert Lewis; Mock Trial ngram Chair
Sharon Hawey
Youth & Gavarnmem ' ' :
Mail PO Bai 183, Oiyvepls, WA 98507 CELEBRATING
Phiysical 821 Lakerfdge Way SW, Olympte, WA 28502 70 YEARS
P 6D 387 5475 F 360753 4615 youthandgovernment.org
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onference on National Affairs and
ock Trial beams from our state
ompetitions, ik

nd the mechanics of how-g bill
h support frofm Gur genarous.
eneration, Our students learn to
r positive chiange, They develop
e, respecting those with oppesing - 4
premising o ﬂné}@fﬂ?_ﬁiyg

s year, we partnered with Governor
apitol campui walk in support of
ed athers from ardufid the country- -
DC, while others worked with. -
f our statewids éveﬁiﬁ and hosting
n Walla Walla,

g part of t!jii§ fmportaht- wbrk._ o
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2015 FINANCIALS

REVENUE |
Contributions & Special Events . 232,500
OEEINGOME, | eeeseeesenreessnes J4BE0
TOTAL REVENUE - $466,158
EXPENSE ,
Employse Expense e 23347
ADMINISTTALION | | esesseressiserersnisnsns D20
ProgramExpenses. e JB1T2E
TOTAL EXPENSES $466,158
2015 ENDOWMENT TOTAL: $299,425

SR EEFAN DA PO RBO RN ERIRI SR RN RS ERRASI NSRS nOrs &

IMPACT STORY: GABRIELLA

Gabriella joined the YMCA Youth &
Government program through her local
Spokane YMCA two *’;&a_ré‘ago.‘ She says the
program has helpad her build her confidence
and practice her public speaking skills;

"A root full of teenagers was Intimidating, especially when |
was asked to stand up and dé-bata on my very first nig‘h’t,"" says
Gabriella, 1 thought | was going to pass out, But the advisors
were incredibly em’:ﬁﬂragmg and supportive, and the other
tgenagers werg friendly and welcoming. From that first night, 1
was hooked.”

Om her first trip to the Youth Legistature program in Olympia,
Gabrielia fell in Tave with the Capitof and politics, fearning how
your own experiences, and the experierices of others can
influence and change opinions.

“Sometimes my stance on a bill would be changed because of
listening to others, and other times | was the ane changing
people’s minds,” says Gabrielia,

She says the program has taught her to be more open-minded,
helps her to organize her thoughts, and find her vaice,

"You may just see my name on the ballot some day.”
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2015-2016 IMPACT

participatedin Was‘hiﬂgton State
Youth & Government programs in
the 2015-2016 school year,

FE LSS LSRRI NI RE R NS R SR

of participants
said they were
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contributed |

.- of service

| That's nearly

4YEA

worth of hours!
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in financial aid was '
_ distributed to 235 :
© students for regional, .
_statewide, and national programs.




~ 2015-2016 YOUTH & GOVERNMENT DONORS

AMBASSADORS
$20,000+
Microsoft Corporation

FOUNDERS

£5,000-%19,999

Comicast Cable

Lucy Helm

Perkins Coie

Rob Makin

United States District Court,
Western Division

Washington Judges Foundation.

YMCA of Greater Seattie

BENEFACTORS

$2,500~ %$4,999

BECU

The Boeing Company

CenturyLink

Chehalis Indian Tribe

The Community Fouridation of
South Puget Seund |

JP Morgan Chase

Bitl Stauffacher

Vulcan

CHAMBIONS
$1,500-%2,498

Jeabne Cushman

David & Terri Fisher
Kevin & Michelle Hamfiton
PEMCO Financial Services
Premera Blue Cross

Kurt & Valarig Schmids
Scott & Cheryl Washburn

Washifgton Distritt & Municipal

Court Judges .
Bob & CarolyriWolfe

ADVOCATES
$1,000~91,439

Bill & Kathieen Collins
Mike Egan

Kelly Evans

Empire Health Foundation
Erica Hallock

Thomas & Lee Hoemann
Norm & Karen Hyatt’
Marcia Isenberger
Kenneth Kanikeberg

Les Schwab Tire Centers
Robert & Kim Lewis

Al Raiston

Sanitary Service Company
Dwayne Slate
Starbucks Coffee Company

T.R.LAY. Feundation

Virginia Stout

Paul & Mary Elizabeth Stritmatter

Wastiington State Association for

Justice

Washington Federation of State
Employees

YMCA of Pierce & Kitsap
Counties

YMCA of Snohomish County

SLISTAINERS

$500-%939

Jillian Barron

Bentan Rural Electric Assoclation
Bogard & Johnson LLC

Gail Browh '

The Clinton Family -

William & Laura Downing

Pat & Susan Dunn

Marta Fowler

Jeff & Candy Havens

Joe Jenkins & Phillip Setran

54

SUSTAINERS (CONT)
Bill & Carole Koenig
Enid & Honto Layes

John & Sandra McCallough

David M Namura
Pacifica Law Group
Mary Pryor

Amy Stesle

South Sound YMCA,

Michael Temple

Washington Education
Association

Matt Wojcik

YMCA of Grays Harbor

SUPPORTERS

$250-~5499

Association of Washington
Business

Jerry Barney

Cheri Brennan & Tom Morsley

Discovia

Denny Eliason

Stuart & Irene Elway

Fred & Bonnie Finn

Chris & Andrew Foster

Dean & Sharon Foster

Dan Harbaugh

Gary & Leona Huff

Jean Léonard

Dan McGrady

Pam & Rick Panowicz

Sam Reed

Deénise Ryser

Rachs| Smith-Mosel

Krystal Starwich

Jane Rushford & Thomas
Trompeter

David Vail

Jane & David Wall

Rich Wallis



SUPPORTERS (CONT.)
Walla Walla YMCA
Whatcon Family YMCA

YMCA of the Inland 'Nurthmiaﬁt‘

FRIENDS

Upto$249

Fred & Mary Jana Adair
Gerry Alexander

Deborah Barnett

Charles Bataes

Scott & Cheryloy Backwith
Jeff Bowe, Red Lion Olympla
Cathering Brazil

Christineg Brischle

Bret Brodersen

Jane Broeksmit ,
Marty Brown & Kate Lykins
Dudley Brown

Betty Buckley & Gregg Caudell
Debatah Carpenter

jeanne Chowning

Donna Christensen

Kelty Cooper

Jim Cooper.

Gerald Costello

Traci Couture

Dan Crocker

Cheryl Duryea _
Wayne Ehlers & Patricia Hall
Kenneth Erickson

Mary Fafrhurst

Stan Finkelstain

Brenda & Tom Fitzsimmons
Holly & Jim Gadbaw

Jacki Gavin

Sean Graham

Marjoria & John Gray
Michael Greer

2015-2016 YOUTH & GOVERNMENT DONORS

FRIENDS [CONT)

Shane Hamlin

Arlen Harris

Norm & Tovi Harris

Thomas & Margarét Hayward

Alien Hayward

Brad Hendrickson & Laura
McDowell '

Lauri Hernessey

Loreaine Hine

Bill Hothberg

El & Delares Hoemann

Jim & Peggy Holstine

Glenn Hudsen

Keith Kauhanen

Sheri Kelly

Jeff Kingsbury

Chris & Liza Koenig

Leadership Spokane

Alicia LeVezu

Lols & Jack Lichstein

Peter Lisurance

Susan & Blake Lindskog

Lacay Liricoln

Pauda Littlewood

Julien Loh

Marsha Long

Terrence Lukens

Louise Miller

BHI Montgomery

Ralph Munro

Carol Murphy

Bob & Penny Nerup

Janeile Nesbit

Jane Noland

Olympic Peninsula YMCA

Cacille ODwens

Frank Pritchard

Steve Ratz

_Richard Roger
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FRIENDS (CONT:}

Eva Rothschild

Mantine Rummel

Mike & Ann Ryherd

Al Srego

Cheryl Selby

Liz Setran

The Simpson Family

Renee Radcliff Sinclair

Ron Stead

Dehra Stephenis

Tony Sermonti

Melanie Stewart & Wayne
Williams

Sherie Story

Strand Apples

Lisa Sutton

-Phil Talmadge

Scott Taylor
Karl Tegland
Lisa Thatcher
Pam Toal
Vander Yacht Propans, Inc,
Richard Van Wagenan

Bill Wegeleben
James Williams
Bob Wubbena
Kim Wyman
Sung Yang
Cyndi Zechmann




DMGCJA Dues Hismry
Fund Dues Last Assaased in 2616

Sparia)

2016

2015

~ 3/4-full

Judges

1/4-3/4

:;1 14

1/4-314

' GommissionerélMa'Qiﬁtra‘teé'
- 3l4-full

«m

Aﬁsabiaté
Members :

750 |

375

187 |

600 |

300 |

150

750

376 |

187

600

300 |

150

25
25

2014
2013
2012

2011]

2010

750

8785

187

. 600

300 |

180

25

750

876

187

600 1

300 |

160

25

750

875 .

187

600}

300

150

256

750

1A

187

BOO-|

300 |-

_ 150

25

750

376 |

187

500 |

300 |

150

25

2008

750

375

187

500

300

160

25

2008

750

375

187

600

300.

150

25

2007
2006
2005

2004]

625

312 [

166"

500 |

260

125

25

625

=171

156

500

260

725 |

251

500 |

250

125]

400

200 |

100

25

500

250

125 {

400 |

200 |

100

25|

2003]

500 |

290,

125,

400 1

200 |

100

25

2002

2001}

500

175

175

175

175 |

175

25

500 ).

145 |

175

175

78 |

175 |

25 1

2000

Feslenlen|<olen|enlenl nlen|ealrjen| || wiw

500 |

175 1

ﬁg‘_@gﬁm&;m%'% enaeeswmwwﬁaﬁs

175 |-

mmwwwwmwaa%mwa&%%ﬁ%

75

|enleslenlen|a|en|wmlen|en]on|nlin|®lenlen] o] ]

175 |

'%ﬁwmm@ﬁ%%@%ﬁ%wwﬁﬁ

176

25

Spema{ Fund Diies Last: Assesaed in 20186, 201{} 2009, 2008; 2007, 2006, 2005 ..

BUA DU% Assessed {(Judges Only) 2015, 2012, 2009, 2006, 2004, 2002, ZOOD 1993

From 20052009, if a member atiended amnferense & did not pay hoth general dues & special fund,

they were charfged anextra feeto attend conferenca,

In 2007, DMC.JA considersd BJA duss part of “good standfng;’ and judges had to be currant WBJA toe:

Gomm1ssmners are hot assessed BJA dues,
In 2016, the Board decided that BJA duss dre no lange fequiired to-attain "good standing.”

dmeje\duesidues history.xlsx
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Judges’ Association

November 1, 2018

Ms. Pat Kohler, Dirgctor
Department of Licansing
PO Box 8020

Olympia, WA 98507-9020

RE: September 30, 2016, Annual DOL/AOC/DMGJADMCMA
Jaint Leaf:larshi_p;Maeting |

On. behalf of the District and Munimpe;l Gomt Judges' A$SQGI8’[IGH
(DMCJA), 1 warit to fhank you and your staff for the positive and
productive meeting that fook place on-September 30, 2016. As
members of the court cammunity, wé are collectively committed to
accurate and timely reportmg of offenses that impact drivers’ records,

We ate encouraged by the progress the. Qrganfzatlans have made to be
rasponsive to the concerns of the court communities. By this Istter, |
would like to putline my understanding of the issues, the disclission, and
the commitments for futurs actions, . .

Mr. Dirk Marler, Administrative Office c:tf the Courts {AQC) Judicial
Services Division Director, provided an update of the Next Step
dis;:usseci_aithe August 7, 2015, Joint Leadershtp Mee’ting, whloh isas

;f@i]GWS'

'( 1 ) Ms Julle Kmfﬂe ﬁeparﬂneni of L:censmg (QOL) Ass!stant Drrector

and.Mr. Marler will continue their commitment to meet quarterly and
shamz any r&ievanf mfonﬂatt‘an wftb staff. and court cammunmas

Mr: Marler and M, Knitﬂe have contmuad 1o meet quarterly to share
relevarnt informatran with staff and.court commul nit;es

68 1|Page
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Agency Technology Projects, Constraints, and Related Issues
DOL

During the meeting, the DOL reported that the agency Is working on nutmerous projects,
including: '

1, Vehicle Licensing — This project will replace twenty-five legacy componenis
regarding vehicle registration. The Project with go live on December 12, 20186.
Drivers’ Systers — The Project Is fo feplace the legacy system by Jurra 2018,
Prorate and Fuel Tax Modemization Project— Taxpayer Access Point (TAP) makes
it easier and faster fo file, pay, and manage your accounis, The project is now live.
Buginess Licensing Project — The Project provides onling services for professionals;
suct ag business license renewals. It is projected that this Project will reduce DOL
‘papeiwork,.
5. Disaster Recovery

a @IS

w

DOL Isaders also informed meeting participants that the department will isstie new drivers’
licenses that will have new secutity features. DOL leaders menticned that the new
features sfill are not compliant with the REAL ID Act of 2005, which requires a state
resident seeking a driver's license to provide certain federally accepted documentation,
DOL leaders noted that compliance with the REAL 1D Act would viclate current
Washington State laws. DOL. leaders did wain that the U.8. Depariment of Homeland
Security will not allow passengers with a Washington State driver's license to board &
commercial airoraft without further identifying documentation beginning In January 2018.

AOC

Mr. Matler reported that the Administrative-Office of the Courts Is focuging on obtaining
new case management systems {CMS) for appellate courls, superior courts, and district
and municipal courts. The new CMS will replace the legacy systems of Appeliate Court
Records and Dafa System (ACORDS}), Supetior Gourt Management Information System
(SCOMIS), antl District and Municipal Court Information System (DISCI8), respactively.
Mr. Marler further reported that superior eourts in Lewis, Yakima, Thurston, Frankiin, and
Snohémish Counties are live with the new superior court case management system (SC-
CMS) and Asotin, Columbia, Garfield, and Whitman Counties will go live on October 31,
2016. Planned completion of the supsrior court project is in January 2018.

Mr. Marler further reported on the courts of limited jurisdiction case management system
(CLJ-CMS) Project, which will replace DISCIS for district and municipal courts. On August
26, 20186, the requests for proposal (RFP) for the Project was published, The RFP was
haged on business requirements gathered from the CLJ-CMS Court User Work Group




WASHINGTON
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COURTS  Judges’ Association

{CUWG). Proposals will be retumed by Deeemberzms A vendor is expected tc be in
plaice by fall 2017, Mr. Marler noted that this is a large AOG pmjecf that will signif[cantly
impact the courts of hm;ted ;unsdlctien and the DOL. .

The AC}G is also working on & ckata exchange prc;ect with King County District Gourt that is
known as the Expedited Data Exchange (EDE) Project. The EDE Project, which creates a
data repository (EDR), Is expected to be implemented in August 2017 for King County.
Here, the goal is for all systems to graceftilly marry up with each other. DOL leaders
expressed that interfaces go to DOL and Washington State Patrol (WSP). For this réason,
DOL wents to make surg data Is compliant with these groups. There was agreement that
the. AOC and the DOL will keep in-contact about project dates and status, The Judiclal
Information System Committes. is the governing body for-all CM$ projects. Mr. Marler
informed that a separate Steering Committee has beeri established for each CMS project
Funding from the dedicated Judiclal Infotmation Systems account js vary tight because of
legislative fund sweeps.

J istice Information Network Data Exchange. (JINDEX)

Ms. Knittle and Mr. Marler discussed the issue of JINDEX not fecelving sufficient
 legislative funding. They reported that JINDEX requires $800,000 to be fully staffed and
operational. The cost includes maintaining infrastructure and onboarding new:
organizations. Washington Technology Solutions (WaTech) handles JINDEX and thera
are concerns that the lack of dedicated funding might rénder WaTech unable to onboard
additionat JINDEX customers. Thus, a coordinated sffort from stakehalders to sscure
long-term JINDEX funding is naedad King County District Court was especially |
encouraged to assist. There will be an opportunity for stakeholders to explain 1o legislators
the impgrl:aﬂce of JINDEX which has nét been marketed well in the past,.

Erauduilent Failure to Appear (FTAS Adjudication Cedificates

Judge James Docter, DMCJA DOL Liaison Committes Chalr, addressed an fssus
regarding sonia party defendants providing DOL fisld offices with fraudulent certificates of
adjudication forms. Foryour reference; these gertificates are governed by Revised Code
of Washington (RCW) 46.64.025, Failure to appear— - Notice fo department. The group
discussed alternatives to DOL fseld offices accepting certificates over the counter, such as

- courts:using Secure Access Washington {SAW) to submit these adjudication cartificates o
the DOL. Couris were eneouraged to- utilize SAW with their individualized SAW accounts,
Judge Dacter stated that he will convene a small meeting with Ms. Weaver and a
tepresentative fiom the Distfict and Municipal Court Managament Association (QMCMA)
further discuss the fraudulent FTA adjudication certificates, and how they car best ba
avoided in the future.

70 | ' 3| Page
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Ms, Kehier, | join my colleagus, Judge Jamies Docter, who during this meeting expressed
his appreciation for Ms. Carla Weaver. Ms. Weaver serves on the DMCJA DOL Liaisen
commitiee. She aiso provides DOL updates to judges at cur annual DMCJA spring
conference, and throughout the year as needed. She receives rave reviews for her
conference presentations each year. Thus, we hope the DOL will contintue to allow Ms,
Waeaver to provide information regarding the DOL to membets of the DMCJA and DMCMA.
Again, thank you for your continued suppaort of this Joint Leadership Meeting. 1t is an
important measure in maintaining excellent working relationships among all of the
participating organizations. ' R

Judge G. Scott Marinella.
DMCJA President

21 A|Page




DMCJA BOARD MEETING
FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 2016
12:30 PM - 3:30 PM
WASHINGTON AOC SEATAC OFFICE

COURTS SEATAC, WA

PRESIDENT JUDGE G. SCOTT MARINELLA

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA PAGE

Call to Order
General Business ' 1-5
A. Minutes — October 14, 2016
B. Treasurer's Report — Judge Robertson X1-X14

C. Special Fund Report — Judge Burrowes
D. Standing Commitiee Reports
1. Legislative Commitiee — Judge Meyer

a. Legislative Proposal: RCW-12.40, Smail Claims — Judge Janet Garrow 6-16
2. Rules Committee Meeting Minutes for August 24, 2016 17-18
E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB) _
F. Judicial Information Systems (JIS) Report - Ms. Vicky Cuflinane 18-21

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 Asscciation (WSBA) — Sean Davis, Esq.
Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) — Loyd James Willaford, Esq.
Administrative Office of the Courlts (AOC) — Ms. Callie Dietz
Board for Judicial Administration (BJA)} — Judges Garrow, Jasprica, Logan, and Ringus

@M mMUO D

Discussion

A. Proposed Amendment to Criminal Rule for Courts of Limited Jurisdiction (CrRLJ) 3.2 (b)(4),
Release of Accused

1. DMCJA Rules Committee Memorandum regarding Proposed Amendment to CrRL.J 3.2 23'3_7

2. Chief Justice Johnson Request for DMCJA Review of Proposed Amendment 26
3. WSBA Council on Public Defense Comment on Proposed Amendment to CrRLJ 3.2 38-39
4, DMCJA request to Supreme Court to delay consideration of proposed amendment 40




B. Senate Law and Justice Work Session for Night and Weekend Court on November 15, 20'16,
from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m., at the J.A. Cherberg Building in Olympia, WA.

41

C. Judicial Assistahce Services Program (JASFP) Bylaws Amendment 42-46
D. Separation of Powers Flyer: Whether to Retain Document on Inside Courts 47-50
E. Funding Request: Additional Funding for YMCA Youth & Government Program 51-55
1. Funding Support Letter from Judge Robert Lewis, Program Chair X15
F. DMCJA General Dues Rate — Whether to Retain the 2016 Rate 56
Executive Session
A. Agreement Between Administrative Office of the Courts and Superior Court Judges’ 58-63
Association
1. DMCJA Outline of Concerns Regarding the SCJA Settlement 64-66
Information
A. DMCJA Follow-Up Letter regarding Annual DOL/DMCJA/DMCMA/AOC Joint Leadership 68-71
meeting is enclosed in the Board Agenda Packst.
B. The Courts of Limited Jurisdiction Case Management System (CLJ-CMS) Steering
Committee selected Requests for Proposal (RFP) Evaluators at their November 1, 2016
Meeting. (See JIS Report)
C. The U.S. Department of Justice awarded Washington State a $500,000 grant to study X16-X54

and improve its use of court fines and fees for offenders. The grant application is
enclosed in the meeting packet.

D. There is a position vacancy for one DMCJA Representative to serve a two year term on the
BJA Public Trust and Confidence Committee.

E. There are position vacancies for the Presiding Judge and Administrator Education
Committee. The positions are for a three year term.

Other Business

The next DMCJA Board Meeting is December 9, 2016, 12:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m., AOC Office,
SeaTac, WA,

Adjourn

Persons with a disability, who require accommodation, should notify Sharon Harvey at 360-705-5282 or
sharon.harvey@courts.wa.gov to request or discuss accommodations. While notice five days prior to the
event is preferred, every effort will be made to provide accommodations, when requested.




Christina £ Howe
Pierce County Bookkeeping
1504 58% Way SE
Auburn, WA 98092
Phone (360) 710-5937
E-Mati: piercecouniybogkkeeping@comeast.net

SUMMARY OF REPORTS

WASHINGTON STATE
DISTRICT AND MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES' ASSOCIATION

For the Parlod Ending Cotober 31st, 2016

Pleasa find attached the followlng reports for yoﬁ to raview:

+  Statement of Financlal Position

. Mohth!y Statement of Activities

» Hank Reconcifistion Reports

» Transaction Detall Report {year-tp-clate}
e Current Information

. ~ Please contact me if you have any guestions In regards to the attached.

PILEASE BE SURE TO KEZP FOR YOUR RECORDS

X1



Washington State DMCJA

Statement of Financial Position
~ As of October 31, 2016

ASSETS
CQurrent Assels
CheckingiBavings
Bank of America - Gheoeking
Bank of Ametica » Bavings
US Bank - Savings
Washington Federal

Total Ghecking/Savings
Totet Current Assets

Fixed Assats
Ascoulated Depeeciation
Computer Bguipment

Total Fixed Assefs

Other Asgots
Propaid Expenses

Faotal Other Assets
TOTAL ASSETS
LIABILITIES & EQUITY

Ligquity

Unrestricted Farnings

Unrastrictod Net Assets
Met [ncoma

Total Equrity
TOTAL LIABILITIES & EQUITY

X2

Qot 39,16

537
2,551
100,698

148,808

PURIIRRRERREEERSE LY

148,888

(502)
&79

178,60

{78.605)
308 286
(63,080

ALk Pl e T ety —

B 178,651
113,631

S N ey



Washington State DMCJA
Statement of Activities

For the Four Months Ending Qctober, 31st, 2016

Orginery IncomelSxponse
Ihnome
nterast Income
Membership Revenue

Total Insome
Gross Profit

‘Bxponst
Prior Year Budget Expense
4 - Boatd Meoting Expense
& - Booklkeeping Bxpsnss
7 « Conferance Calls
8 - Confarance Commlittas
10 « Diversity Commitioe
11 - DMCJA/BCJA Sentencing Alt,
12 ~- DMCMA Llalson Committes
14 - Eduoation Committea
18 - Education - PJ Confrence
14 - Judiclal Assistance Commit
19 « Judiclal Comraunlty Qutreac
20 - Legislative Commlites
2 - Legis[ative Pro-Tem
22 « Lobbyist Contract -
25 - Natlonal Leadership Grants
28 - Presldent Expense
31 - Rules Committen
32 ~ SCJA Board! Lialsan
34  Treasurer Expense and Bond
9% - Depreciation Expense
Bank Sarvice Charges

Total Expense
Het Qrdinary Income

Qthar lnbnmefﬁxpense
Other Expensea
Ask the client.

Total Other Fxponse
Net Other Incoma

Het Ingome

Jul 16 .

42

hug 16 Sepis Oct 14 TOTAL
i3 18 12 0 18
0 26 0 0 25
13 38 12 0 63
13 28 12 o 83
1978 637 2,39 831 5,841
453 2 453 3,563 503 7,762
e 0 836 228 760
o 0 o 0 g
0 ¢ 0 0 0
0 208 624 863 1,781
0 0 287 0 287
q 0 0 330 339 -
a 858 0 0 858
a 0 15,000 0 15,000
o (8,700) 438 3084 (2,797
L0 0 64 287 M
0 154 453 0 804
D 42 0 0
3,083 5,083 7,083 8,083 20,333
0 D 0 1,586 1,885
o 0 100 Q 100
o 22 0 0 22
¢ 54 0 0 54
¢ 54 o 0 4
10 10 16 10 38
0 0 0 14 14
5,521 2,97 30,852 13,604 £3,038
(5,508) (2933  (30,839)  (13,684) (52,675
! 0 0 a5 85
o 0 0 85 8%
0 0 0 (85) ' {8B)
. _i5:508) (2038)  (S0,838)  (18779)  (58,060)
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Other Information
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2aTPll Washington State DMCJA

LAH1HB _ Recongiliation Detail
- Bank of America ~ Chacking, Period Ending 10/31/2016

Typs Bate Nuin . Name Qlr Amount Balance
Barinning Ralance ' 2 515.88
« Glaared Trangattions
Chiecks and Payments - 6 Herts :

- Cheok 092582016 anline Judy Jasprica X ~154.62 «164,52
Check Daf2B/048 opline Soolt Anl X 54,00 ~208.62
Checl 1 01242048 online Karen Donghua b4 ~R36.00 -1,193.52
Cheok 10/24f2016 online Janet Ganow X 500.00 ~4,793.82
Cheok TWH2016 anlitg Pierca County Book,. X 22800 -2,018,62
Cheuk 10312015 . X -14.00 -2,082.52

Total Chacks and Payments ' . w2,082.82 -2/082.52
Deposits atd Oredits - 2 leims
Transfar fo/26/018 X 2,000.00 2,000.00
Transfer 107262048 . X 7,000.00 9,000.00
Total Deposits and Credils - '9,000,00 9,000,00
Totat Cleared Tratsaclions 6,057.48 6,087.48
Cleared Balancs - . 8,067.48 9,485.56
Unclearad Transactions
*hecks sad Payinents » 29 Kems .
Cheuk : D2/11/2014 7276 Duoliglas Goslz. . 84,00 _ -B400
Check 10/2612016 onling Adminisirative Office.. «2,007.588 «2,081.89
Check 10282018 ohline kelanle Stewarl =2,000.00 «4,081.80
Cheok 10/86/2018  online Adminisitaiive Ctilce.., -831.32 ~4,023.21
Chack 10/e2018 onling’  Ingellina's Box Lunch -B02.51 -B,128.62
Chgak, 10/26/2016 cnling Barbata Bames ~¥78.08 . -B5nase
GChetl 107262016 online Sustinha Kenther 670,52 AL AP
Check, 0/26/2015 onling Okatogan County D.. -519:.36 <7, 79348 :
Chack 410/26/2015 online Charlats Short 243,46 -B,037.03 . :
Chesk 10/26/2016 ohling Chris Gulp A48 -B,168.39 S
Chack 1072642048 anline Marilyn Haan 86,12 -8,354.51 :
Chack 162672040 online Scott Ahif -34,B0 «§,435.31
Chack 102672046 ontine James Doolor 64,40 <B,603,71
Check 10/26/20016 ohliie Bamuel G, Meyet ~54.00 -§,667.71
Chack 10/426/2016 vhlle Soolt A ' 54,00 -B811.71
Chack 10/2672016 ohiine Bigne Welsy 4428 ~8,6656.00
Check 10/26/2016 ohling Marykath Dingady ‘ «35.88 8,604.87
Chask 1042642016 onlina Linda Colum R840 8,728,358
Chack 162018 onfine Dougtas Fair 3240 -8, 760,76
Ghetlk 10282016 online Righard MeDamratt T -27.00 8,787,758
Checly - 10/25/2016 oniing Josaph Burrowes -25.20 -8,812,85
Chack 1002652016 anling Michells Gablsen . =24.B4 -B,837,79
Check 1072612016 online Bouglas B. Roblnson 24,00 -8,861.70
Check 1002662016 onlirg Karan Donchue : 2180 -8,883.50
Cheek 10i26f2018 online Tha RDell w17 +8,900.80
Chigole 1{/26/20186 nnling Michasl Evene - 15,93 -8,016,73
Chack {0/26/2016 oriing Lisa Worswick «10.26 3,526,500
Chetk 10/26/2046 onfine Timsthy Jenking -8.72 -3,036.71
Check 262018 onflne  + Mary G, Legan 940 -8,946.11
“Total Checks and Payinents 0,946,494 8,048,114
Total Uncleared Transactlons -8,846.,11 5,046,119
Reglster Batance gs of 10/31/2018 . -1,.076.83 537.26
Ending Balane -1,878.62 BaY.4
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Washington State DMGJA

Reconciliation Detail
&unk of America » Savings, Pericd Ending 10/31/2016

Type __ DOata Hulh Name Clr Amount Balance
Beoglahing Balance ' £1,550.81
Gleared Transactions
. Ghecks and Paymonts - ¥ ltems
Tranefor 102672018 X <7,000,00 ~7,000.00
Trangfor 10/26/2016 ) X -2,000.00 ~3,000,00
Ttol Ghecky and Paymants «§,000.00 -8,000,00
Deposits and Gredits -1 Hem :
Doposit 10/81/2016 X . 047 017
Total Deposily and Credits ni7 ®17
‘Total Cleared Transachions . ~8,608.83 -8,000.68
Giéared Eajance ~B,4999,83 2 560,78
Reglséer Balance as of 10/31/2018 : -8,008.88 2,6560,78
Ending Bafanta ‘ ' 8,599,685 2,860.78

X6
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Washington State DMGJA. ‘

Transaction Detail by Account
July through Dotober 2016

Typo Dote Mum Natne Wemo Amomt Balanca
Bank of America » Chatking
Deposit 072018 yeflimed bill pay from 3-4-16 24.64 24.04
Gheok 0792016 onfine  AOG . {20677 (180,63
Gheok g7H92016  online  Melanis Stewart {2,000.00) (2180,83)
Cheok oYMer016 onilie  Bichee! Larmbo (134.97} * {2,315.90
Chetk GrMBRtis onllne  AQC retrant sxpanaa {$12.08} (242703
Ghook OBMER016 online  David A, varen date 5418 KSOYO-WBOXK {184.97) {2.572.60
Chaok QUHERO1G ohling Dowg!as B, Bobinson date 7-18-15 KSDYU-WOKEN (208.32} 276122
Ghaek OBAGR2MEG onllng  G. Booli Marinslla data 7-14-18 KS0Y0-WHOD1 (60,34 [8,4£41.56)
Chaelc 08115/2018 online  Michael Flnkls date 7-14-10 KSOVS-WHTFE (?4.ﬂ4g (8,81660)
Cheok 087162018 ohilne  Nalanie Stewart July 7-8-18 [avokoe 4386 KSOYS-WHGTQ (2,000.00 (8,515.60)
Chack 08/15/2018 ooline  Michelis Gahlsan 7-29418 KSOYS-WHTFS {81.00) (3,808,60)
Cheok 08/45/2018 online  ingalina's Box Lunoh 71956 KSOYS-WHGTQ (271.58) (5,588.16)
Check 0662018 onllne  The Dell 71846 . (284 Eg {6,804.28)
Ghack 08M6/2018 ontha  Sussnna Kanthar Aptll & Naoy KEOYS-WICPO (80D.00 5,484.28)
Chack 0B/MB/2018 oning Dina W Traversd, PLLG 8/30/16 inveloa 10852 forwerk ending on @/30,,, (676.00) \36%.28)
Check QEA7I2016 online  inpallna's Box Lunch KSID0-2NTYE {B97.50} (7,808.47)
Oheck ey 72048 onfing  Susanna Kanther June involce KETCK-RIVBD (300,90 (8,200.87)
Check DERE onine  Rick Leo KEUY0-WITAG {10352 8,310,38)
Deposlt DBfasta0l6 Daposit 828328 - {27.1 1}
Chesk Osfzziz016 ol Jaseph Burrawes KERSHKF1ZH {83,400 {00.51
Gheak peizeitieé  onfine  Michella Gehisen : {24.84) {115,368
Chatlt OB/2202016 anling  Samuel 3, Mayer REREJIGXIC (B4.00) {i60.38)
Oheok 0gf22/2016 gpline  Seofi Ahlf KGREJ-KRATR (162.00) {831.35)
Cheok Da22018 online  Kavin Ringus KSRT1-BPoK2 (21.60) (362,65}
Ghaok (Bf22/2016 online  Tracy A, Slaab KERTE-L21GW {162.80) - 508,85).
Chaok aof22ia08 online  Douglas B, Robinson KERTS-37.80 (08.00) 602.66)
Chaok QBi22/2015 onllna Michael Finkls KSRT5-3745C (18.36) a21.21}
Gheok 082212016 onfina @, Soolf Merinelia KBRTZ-Z0KTN (1.20) (700.4%)
Cheolc 082212016 onlina David A, Steiner HERVA-TXM21 {18,74) {747.15}
Cheok ORI2212016 online  Busanna Kanthar KARVI-AREID July Involcs (800.00) (1,017,186}
Ghank oB22fn 16 onfine  Frankiin L, Dacsa KSRTR-LAA62 {21.60) q,088.75)
Chack B22iE018 optine Kuren Doriohut KSRTR-1L.60CF (21.60) 1,080,38)
Check 08/22/2096 onllhe  Mary G, Lagan KERTB-LEBYS {18.64) (1,078.99)
Chack 08(22/2016 onllhe  Michasl J, Lawho KSRTB-LEDTH {25,92) - {1,104.81)
Check 08/22/2016 ofiling  Rick Lec KSRTB-LEP19 {24,18] {1,120.09)
Gheck 0812672016 online  Mary T, Logan KTE40-M43TH 42,00) 1,171.08)
Chatle 06/26/201% onling  Ingedlina's Box Lunch KTE3X-0G004 {238.78 ,1,499.55}
Chek: oB/eGaE . online  Lsa O'Toole KTE4D-4IREA {12.74; {1,422.60}
Ghek DD/2BIRIG anfine  Scoli Stewart KTBAM-KPY Gig {14.04) {1,4186.68)
Chatlk 097262016 onlina Timothy Jenking KT54V-002HK (8.72) 1,448.38)
Ghaok 08/26/2G16 online Kevin MaGann KTE4X-KEC DO {19.20) 1,482.56)
Chaok GAI28f2046 online Karan Donghele KTEB8-JO7Q5 (21.600 1.484,16)
Chaok BB/20f2016 oning  Kellky Olwel KT648-0FK 16 (172,80 §1 656,95
Gheck 0B/20/048 onlne  Roy Fore KTGOR-A36WS (168.48) (1,826,143
Transfer 083112016 Gredit Gard Payment KTWEILTBGVI {(126.82) (2,252.08
Check 0BR1/2016 online Melanie Sewart KTW3M-8JBKN {54.00) (2,306.08)
Gheak 0RIR2/2016 onling  Robet Grim KVEGL-4203 {399.00) (2,706.085)
Gheck 096202046 online  Superor Court Judfies Assotlation KTRRS-KILFY {494.84) {8,100.69). .
Ghek Qo/07/2018 opline  Chatlas Short . KVCEXDZITE {383.67) {3,533.26}
Check DO07/2016 ofiine  Plerca County Bookkesping July kvolee KVEBPR-SFVGZ {150,600 (3,685 56}
Chiseit 06/66/2048 onliine + Adminletrativa GRics of the Gourts Prasiding Judges' Confoiehee (15,0nu,oo; {1B,563,38}
Chetle 09/13/2015 onling  Medenta Stewart KW{VV-BWG65 {2,000,00) {20,603,68)
Tiansfer 09/ 82016 ' Funids Transler B,000,00 (16,683,56)
Dok 001312818 onling Melanie Stewart Seplamber Involos 4984 KWAYI-TTNNT {2,000.00) (17,888,306
Chetk Qufaozole online  Jpseph Bumowes s KWRBK-2vX08 {41.40) 17,724.79
Chank ogrnfaNa onling  Samusl G. hayer RWPBIC-GIKEM (54.00) 17,476,786
Chack Ng/20f2018 ohline Douglas. B, Robihetn KWPEW-2Z3JL (01.8Q) 17,070,685
Chetk Dof0/2048 ohiing G, Scolt Matinala KWSEC-KOWHI {33812 (18,209.68)
Check NeRe2e18  onlise  Karan Donohue KWSSL-KTFRS {14252 {18,882.20)
Chaslc 09/20/2016 arline  Wade Samuelson HWS83-2610W {64,16) {16,458,38)
Ghecls o016 onling  Charies Short KWSSZWEINC (388,38 [18,825.71)
Check 08202015 online  Michells Gehlsen KWS48-HOF DB “ 09.52; (16,983.22}
Check v gt omine  Mishastd, Lambo [KWS4G-BBNG3 (139,62 (19,071.76)
Check Borz0/2018 onting AQC KWSBRAVEOFS (6 .37?.44; (24,448.49)
Teangfor 99202016 Funds Transfer Gonfirmetion Number 3547532, 7,000,00 £17.448.19)
Cheok 02002016 onling  Linda Coburn KWXGA-F7D 0 (22.00) {17,474.109)
Cheok sl b onling  Plarcs Caunty Boolkkespling August InvolostWRRBO-BT Y03 {3685.00) (17,868.19)
Ghatk DR/26/2046 ooling  Judy Jaoption KAGXE-WTVWG {184,152 {18,010.74)
Check 09/28/2016 online  Seolt Ailk KX@X3-HB176 {54,00) {16,064,74}
Cheok 10/24/2016 onlne  Karen Dokohue 1985,00) {19,049,71)
Chock 10/24/2016 onling Janet Gatrow LE7ED-3B7ML (600.00) {19,549.71)
Chack 10/26/2016 onling  Berbara Bames (778.08) {20, 4%7.79)-
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Washington State DMCJA

Transaction Detail by Account
July through Ostober 2018

X8

Typg Dato Nunn Mame e Ameurt Balance
Cheok 1282010 online  Okanogen Gotnty Disiiel Court (618,36} {21 .047,1SI
Chegl 10orm2018 onfing  Charles Short (243.68) [24,200.70
Transfar 10/26/2046 . - . Funds Trangfer 7,000.00 {14, 200.70)
Ghigek 10/262076 onfine  Administrative Offles of the Gourts LOGIE-08TIC (831,82} (18,122.02)
Chacle Jo/es2018 onling - Douglas B, Robinson LOGRF-8HEY7 {24.00 {16,146.03}
Cheolc 1o/esf2lr6 ondine  Karen Doroliue L0GG2-8DUTX" (21.60} 16,167,642}
Check 10/28{2018 aniine  Michelle Gehiren {0QG4-VERBD (24,84} (16,192.486)
Check 10/:6/2016 crling  Douglea Faiv LOGQT-3RFG S2.40% (15,224,88)
Cheek inRsRN1e chline  Linds Cobuin LOGEH-LLDGL 33.48) - {16,268.34)
Shesk 50/25/2016. ohllng  Joseph Burrowes LOGHL-NOKCH (26,20 {15,263.64)
Gheok 100262016 conline  Beolt Abll LOGGN-VEE3M (84.00) {15,337.64)
Check 10/268/2016 online Michae! Evans LOGFZ-HH7 Tt (15,83) {15,855.47)
Chegk 0/2BI2016 online  Mekanle Glawatt Qotoher LOGHOMDERE {2,000.00) {17,868.47)
oheck 10/26/2448 onling Susanha Kanther LIGHH-E85PV {870.52) {19,020.00)
Gheck 102812010 online”  Ingaliina's Box Lunch LOGJ2- YWYV {6u2,61) {18,826.30)
Chaak 1oaera0le oniing  The Def LOGIB-RPA9S (tv.41} {18,843.71)
Gheok 10/28/2019 ohilne  Boolt Anif LOGJK-GHTSE (84.80) {80048 51)
Chaale 10/26/2016 ailine  Magybeth Dingedy LOGJE-HHUBC (28,06 16,087 .49)
Cheols l0/26/2018 gniing  Brace Walss LOGKE-S.Y2{ (44.28) {19,011.87)
Check 10/26/2016 onfine  Samuel G. Meyer LOGKB-FBOXV {54.00) {19,066.67)
Check 1042672076 online  Ghris Culp LOGKJ-BVVYPB {161.86) (19,227.08)
Gheck 0282016 onfine  Marllyn Heen LOGKQ-KGHES {15812) {19,383.16)
Chack 10/28/2016 online  Masy G, Legats LOGLC-ETXOW (8.40) (19,592.55)
Chack 10/264208 onfine  Jamas Docior LOGLE-HYW444 (84.409 {18,466.95)
Check 10/2612016 oning tlsa Worawiok LOGLG-3QQ30 {10.28) {19467.21}
Check 107262016 . omdpe  Timothy Jenking LOGLHSYOBIE {6.72) {18,4768.08) -
Chaak 10/26/2018 online  Rlchard McDermott LOGLE-2RMDP {27 .00) {19,503.95)
Transfor  10/26/2016 Funds Trenafer 2,00000 {17,603,08)
Check 10/2612018 oline  Administrative Offloa of fhe Colrts- LOGMO-HIKGXK (2,007 63} (18,611.82}
Check 10a5/2018 enline Plarga Gounty Bockkeeplng LOFSE-5042D (226,00) [19,756.82) "
Cheaok 103/2046 Hervice Charge {14,00) {10, 750.82}

Tokal Bank of Ameriva - Chiecking {19,780.82) {10,760.82)
. Rank of Amarica - Savings
Deposit qr/sgme nterest c.40 . 040
Dapostt 0Bf34/20M8 Interast 40 0.50
Transter  OW19/2018 Funds ‘Transter {8,000.00) (4,909,20}
Trapstar  0BfA02018 el Transter Gonfirmation Nurabar 3847632, (7,000,003 (11,909,20}
Depoeit 09/30/206 [eitarenl, 0,80 (11,024,80}
Transfer  10/26/2016 . Funde Transfer (7,000,00 {18,098,50)
Transfer 10/26/20H6 Furnds Trangkat (2,000,00 (20,908,590 -
Doposit 0fs1/2018 Interest 047 (20,008.73)
Tatal Pank of America - Savings (20,068.73) {20,098.73)
{13 Bk - Savings .
Deposit B713112016 Inkerest 8,62 B.62
Deaposit Dafslienin hberest 8,62 17.04
Daposit befani2016 Interest 8.26 T 2By
Totgl US Bank - Savings 26,29 25,20
Waslingten Fedaral :
Disposit o7/a1/2018 Interest 3.62 3,82
Doposlt (gie2i20ia Daposit 2R00 58,80
Beaposlt LES1I2016 Interest 8.82 o264
Depasit obiso/zoie intepest 870 36.34
Total Washinglon Federal 36,54 88,94 -
Aceumulated Deproclation .
Generel., 0712018 CEH {0.68) {9.58}
Geheral..  00/21/2018 CEH {0.58) (19,18}
Genetsl..  0pM0R016  CE (0.58) (20,74}
Goneral... 10312016 CEM (9.68) (38,23}
Total Agoumulated Dapraciation (86,32} (38.82)
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Washington State DMCJA

. Transaction Detail by Account
July through Delober 2016

Num

X9

Type, Date Hame Memo Amount Balanse
Prepaid Expenses |

Ganergl.,. 0712018 1112 of Contract (3,083.33; (8,083,38)

General., 08312046 1112 of Confract (3,083,92 {6,185.88)

L Geharal.,  0B/3072016 CEH 1112 of Gonfract {3,082.53) (8,24p,50)

Geheral,..  10/31/2014 GEM 1712 of Contract (3,008,23) {12,393.32)

- Total Frepald Expanees (12,356.92) (12,883.32) .
Bank of America G. . ) .

Credit Q... 08162018 Coast Gateway Judge Short (213.3'11 {218,31}

Credit.,. 081872018 Coast Gateway Judge Short {213.84 {423,628

Trangfer 08/31/2018 Funds ‘Transfer 426,62 0.00
Total Bank of Amarka G, G, 0,00, 0.00
Intarest Income

Depostt 0794/2016 intetest {6.62) (8.62)

Noposit pr/sifanie Intarast (3,82) {12.34)

Teposit 07/84/2016 Intetost 040 {12.74)

Deposit . DB/21$2016 hterest (0.0} E'i 3.14)

Deposit 08/31/2078 Interest 8,52 24,68

Dieposlt 08/31/2016 Interast 3.82) (28,48)

Daposit 00/30/2016: Interest 10,303 {26,78)

Dreposit OBfI0/20M0 Interest (3.70} {a0,48)

Daposit oBfaof2Me Interest (B.28) {87.78]

Depasit {matems Ittt (0.17) (37.90)
Tota! Intereel Income (37.903 (37.000
Membarahip Revanue '

Deposit NB/22/2006 Victoda Meadows spscial fund {26.90) (26,00)
Totgl Membership Revenue (24.00) (26.00)
Brior Year Budgst Expasise

Depasit 702018 Micheba Qahisan refuened bill pay from 3-1-18 (24,84 {24.84)

Chaok Y8208 onling  Melenle Stewarl Jung {grior budgat expendge) 2,060.00 167618

Ghadk oBr16/2018 opling  David A, Bvaren date 6-5-16 KSUYB-WRBAXK 144.97 212048

Gheck gaf16/2016 enline  Busanna Kanther Al & May KSOYSWICPD £00.00 212043

Cheak B8116/2018 onling  Dine W Traverso, PLLG 6/80/45 involoe 10833 for work ending on 6/30... 875,00 8,505,13

Ghack 08M 7/2016 onling  Susenne Kanther dtina Involos KSYCK-RJVWSD 300,00 3,806.13

Deposit 8222016 0781 Superior Gourt Judges Assootation From tha SCJA frefurd of DMCJA remgining ... (1:208.20) 2641.83

GCheck 090212018 onling  Suparlor Gourt Judgas Assockation KIRXSKILEY 494,84 3,108,148

Chetlq 092042016 orline  AQGC N KWEBBR-WEUFS 1,903.64 5,010,183

Cherk 1012846016 onling  Adminleiraliva Offias of the Courts © LOL3-EYMG B831.82 8,641,45
Total Prior Year Budget Expense £,841,46 5,041.45
4« Bonrd Meeting Expenss

Chack oriei2018 onfine  AOG 206,77 208,77

Chack o016 onlire Minhasl Lambe 194.97 340,74

Cheglc 7B onlite  ADG tefraat expanse 11208 462,77

Chetl ogMER2ME ohline  Douglas B, Robinson dade 7-18-18 KSDYE-WEKBN 208.82 664,09

Gheol 00/15/2018 pnlie G, SecltMarinefla dale 7-14-18 KSOYR-WHEBT 660,34 1,524,444

Ghugle 08/1512016 online  Michael Finkle dale 7-14-16 KEOYS-WHTFG 74.04 1,306.47

CGheok 0BM52016 onlive  Mishelle Gehlsan 7-28-16 KSOY2-WHTFE 81,00 1476.47"

Gredit G..  0BME/2016 Gonsl Gataway Judga Shovt 2108 1,889,7%

Check 0872016 ohling  Ingsling's Box Lunch - KEFDO-2NTYE 440,50 2,150,008

Clyeuk 0sf18/2016 ariine . Rick Leo KSOY0-WI740 102.62 2,439,00

Chenk (622010 ahling  Joseph Burrowes KBRSJKZH .20 2,268,80

Checlt OB/ARG anling  Joseph Burrowes IRERSJ-KF1ZH 56,20 2,297.90 °

Chack Q8f2aI2M%. onling  Michelis Behleen . 24,84 2,321.84

Chack OBIZH2018 orling  Samuel 3, Meyer KBRBI-KIRIC 54,00 237584

Chack oeraRzO1G online  Scott AR KSREJ-KKATR 54,00 247884

Chek asfaa/zo online  Kevin Ringus IXSRT1-BPOKZ 21,80 246144

Check 08£22/2016 onfine  ‘Tracy A, Blagh KSRTA-D216W 168.90 2,606,534

Chek osfu/e016 onfine  Douglas B, Roblnsor KBRTS-37/5C 58,00 2704.54

Cheack 082212016 onfle  Wiohasl Finkle HERTS-3745G 18.86 2719.70

Check 08222016 onllne G, Soelt Minella KBHTZZOKTN 78.20 2798.90

Ghack 08/22/2018 onling David A, Stalnesr KBRVA-TXM21 16,74 281584,

Ghauk Qifeni2z018 onllie  Karen Donghue KSRTALB00E 21,60 2,887.24

Ghwuk 08222015 online  fMary C. Logan KSRTR-L68YE 18,64 2,864.08

Check gk lak] online  Wchael J, Lemnbo KSRTB-LEDTH 28,82 2,881,680

Check 08222016 onling  Riok Leo KERTaLEP19 2418 2,805,22

Check 00/20/2016 onlite  Josaph Bumowess | KWIPBH-2VADY 4140 5,847.68
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Washington State DMCJA

Trangaction Detail by Account

July throtigh Cotober 2016

Balatice

Type Dafe Mum Name Metme Anmourt )
GCheok /2073018 onlne  Doyglas B. Robinson KWPOW-2Z8.)L 9184 3,058.18
Chack DYsatf0 18 onlne G, Heott Marinalka KWSAC-KQwWHa 239,12 4,278,320

Chigek 02012046 orline  Karen Danphue KWSaL-XTF63 142,62 §420.82

Chatk 0§fA0/2016 onllne  Wadé Samuslaon KWES-26ROW 83.10 3508.06 .

Check 09120/2016 anling  Chatles Short KWGEZMIEING 308,36 3,492,93

Cheok 0912012016 online Michella Gehisen KWE4S-HOFDB §09.52 4,001.65

Check 2072048 oniine  Mighael J. Lembo KWRMC-BaNGE 138.52 4,140,837

Cheolg /202048 online  AOG KWERR.WSCF3 245004 &, HAR.80

Gheacle OB/R2040 onfing  Linda Coburn KWX0G-FOTDB 22.00 6,894.80

Chaclc Q20208 onling  Judy Jasprica KXGXSWTWYC 164,62 6,769.42

Check 1072642016 onling  Dotiglas B, Robinson " LOGFF-8HDY? 24.00 B,793.12

Chaclc 102642016 online Haren Donohite LOEG2-BIHITA 21.80 B,814,72

Checl 10252016 apline  Michells Gehloen LG G4-VESRO 24,84 0,8430,65

Chegk 10/256/2016 orline  Dougles Falr LOGGT-ARFG L4 5,871.68

Gheoit A/28/206 oningé  Linla Cobum LOGGY-LLDEL $3.40 6,900,44

Ghaglk 102672015 online  Joseph Burrowes LOGGL-NGKGE 26,20 8,600.84

Ghack 1202016 anllne Seolt Al LOGEN-VEFaM 54.00 5,964.61

Ghack 10/26/2018" online  Tngallivets Box Lunch LOGIZY VWM 348,40 7,832,741

Check 10f26/2018 onflne  Samuel &, Meyar | OGKB-FE0AV 54,00 7,386.74

Check 10/26/2018 anline  Administtafve Offlce of the Couris Sepl Bxpenses . 374,89 7,764.83
Tolal 4 - Board Ma@ﬂn_g Expense 7.761.63 7.761.63
5 « Bookkeeping Expanse

Check QgloTi2ie ontne  Ploroa County Bookkesping July lewolee KVBPR-SFVCE 160,00 150.00

Oheok OYI26/2016 online  Pleroo County Bookkeeping KWNGRO-B7YC3 . 58600 - 548,00

Chack 10/21/2016 onling  Flerge County Botkkesping LOFRSE-B12D 226 00 760,00
‘Tatsl 8 « Bookieoping Expense ' 78000 TRO.00-
7 - Cobference Calls

Ched, 08/20/2016 onling AQG KWSER-WI0F3 B:EI“Z_' 8.52
Tofal 7 « Conference Calla 5,02 §.82
9§ « Confarencs Commiltee
. Chack 0912072015 ol AQG KWSBRAVIOFS 0.00 0,00
Total 8 - Gopfarence Gominilttes &0g 0,00
10 - Rivarsity Gommities

Check 08/15/2016 online  Ingallina's Box Lunch . 7+18-18 KSOYS-WHETQ 274,66 271.66

* Gheok 08/15/2016 online The Rali 7-18-1 26,12 247,68

Cheok 09/07/2016 anline Gharles Short KVGEX-D2JTH 538,67 531.86

Chaok 0o/20/2016 cniine  AOC KWERR-W30FS 287,20 018,56

Cheok 1012672016 cnilng  Okanopan Qotnly District Court 819,29 1,837.91

Chask . 10/26/2016 onine * Charles Shart LOBCO-LYHES 24585 1,781,468
‘Total 10 « Divassity Goromitfes 1,781.48 1,781 46
14 -DMCJIABCIA Sentancing Alk.

Cheak GR120f006 onlitg AOC KWaSBR-W30F3 287.20 287.20
Totl 11 - DMGIA/SCJIA Sentenclng Al ' 267.20 267,20
12 - DMCMA Elaison Commiiios ’

' Check 10126/2019 onling  Administralive Office of the Gourts LOGMC-HRKAX 550,20 450,24
Total 12 - IVIGMA Lialaon Committes ' 339,20 299,20
14 « Ecfucation Commities

 Credi ... 0BHEM01G Coasl Gataway Judge Short 218,91 218,31

Check os/eaa016 onfing  Ingalling's Box Lunch Invaloe M-314028 21.47 246,28

Cheok a8/eel2048  onfing  Ingallinas Box Lungh Involge D4-344028 200,72 A82,07

Chaols 08/206/2018 pnilna  Llsa O'Toole KTE4D-4JRHE 1274 Aa4.51

Check aBf2n/2018 online  Sookl Stewart KTadM-KPYES 14,04 478,84

Checl 118/26/201¢ online  Thnofhy deakins KT B4V-002HIK .72 488,67

{heck OBIR6/2016 anling  Kevin MeCann KT54X-KaCD0 16,20 50477

Cheok (8/26/2018 anline  Kayen Denohus KYE58-407016 24,80 626,97

Chedtk vBfB/A016 anline Kellay Qlwelt KTB46-8FI145 172,40 ag9.17

Chank 0RI2912015 sallne  Roy Fore KTGEF-A36We 168.48 867,65
Totat 14 « Eduostion Commiltee 87,66 $87.85
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Washington State DMCJA

Transaction Detail by Account
July through QOctober 2016

Page §
X1t

Type Date Num Hitno Moo Amount Balanoe
44 - Education « P Confrenos : ‘ )

Check Le/ow2016 oniine ~ Admialatradlve Offlos of the Courts KVLDA-BYTH 18,000.00 15,060.00
Todal 16 « Educalion « PJ Gonfrence 16,000,00 16,000.00
18 - Judiclal Assistance Cotimit ! : .

T Deposit B8 10783 BupariorCoyrt Judges Aszaclation B 20182017 JASP contribution (7,000,00) {7,000.00)

Gheol¢ 0sfaz2018 onfine  Susenha Kanthar KSRVT-ERE1D July . 300.00 {8,700,00%

* Ghecl (0/20r2018 onfing  AQOD KWEBR-W20FS 438,38 {6,261 65}

Check 10/26/2016 online  Barbars Bames LOGB1-ROSTF 776.08 {6,483:67)

Chenk 10¢26{2016 online  Michael Evans LOGQFZ-KH?TY 18,93 {B,467.64)

Cheok 10/28/2018 onfine  Susanna Kanthar LOGHH-585PV o762 (4797.48)

Check 26216 online’  Ingedina's Box Lunch LOAJ2YCVVM a54.21 (4,342.91)

Chetk 10/26/2018 onling  The Dab Lo ARP406 1741 (1,326.50)

Chack 10/28/2018 enline - Marybsth Dingedy LOGJIS-OHXBG 36.68 54.255.62)

Chack 1062812018 onfing  Bruce Wafsa - LOGKS-S.Y21 Ad.28 4,242,343

Check 102642016 onling  Chris Gulp LOGKI-BVWPB 81,08 [4,080,98}

Check 10/26£2076 online  Marilyn Haan LOGKQ-XOHBS 166,92 (3,624, BB;

Chenk Tof2med18 online  Mary G, Logen LOGLO-BTXQW 840 (3,415.46,

Cheok 1042872016 ohline Jamee Coctar LOGLE-MWA41 B4.40 (8,861,06)

Cheaok 10/26/2016 online  Lisa Worswlck LAGLE-3QG30 10.28 3,840.00)

- Chagk 107262018 onllne  Tiincthy Jenking LOGLH-Y50KB 272 3,831.08)

Cheok 10/26/2016 ofllne  Richerd McDermolt LOGLE-2BIDP 27.00 3,604,08}

Chagk 10/26/2016 onlipe  AdminlstrativaOfficoe of the Goirlz LOBMCKIKAX 1,008,60 (2,797.48)
Total 18 - dudkial Asslstance Commit (2,707.48) (276748
449 - Judigtal Community Ouiréag ‘

Chaclt pafee2a16 onling Hoott Ahlf KAGXJ-H8175 64,00 84.00

Ghack 10262016 online  Administrative Office of the Courts LOGMEC-KIROK, 267.20 241,90
Tobal 19 - Jugivial Goraminlly Qutrass $41.20 841.20
20 - Loplstative Commities . .

Check 051712015 onding  Ingedina's Box Lunch 8-11-18 KS7YDD-2NTYE 87.24 67,28

Check osfaiiands anline  Melante Stewart KTYW3M-8JBKN 64,00 161,20

Chack abiaz/an1e onlivg  Roebert Brim Kvb@El-42048 309,00 650,29

Chack 0B/20{2016 onlineg  Samuel G. Meyar KWPBK-GRMKZM 54.00 604,29

" Total 20 - Leglsiafive Commities ' 804,29 804.29
21 « Lagisiative Pro-Tem .

Check DBIZE/2016 online  Mary C. Logan KT540-MA3TH 42.00 42,00
Tolal 21 - Leglsiative Pro-Tem - AZ00 42,00
22 «L.ohbyiat Gontracd '

Goheral... 07112015 112 of Contract 3,083,23 5,083,33

Check BHESRME online  Melanie Stewart July 7-8-16 [nvolee 4338 KSOYS-WHATG 2,000,00 5,083,283

Qeneral.,  08/81/2018 1172 of Gondract 3,083.58 8,186,66

Qheck. 182016 onling  Melsrly Btawart Avguel involeas 43404 KWTVI-BWORE 2,000,600 10,186,606

Check 0032016 ohllhe  Melanly Stewarl September involcs 4284 KUVAYI-TTNNT. 2,000,00 12,166.60

General.,  0D80/2016 GEH M2 of Conlract 3,084.83 18,240,990

Gheok . 10/26/2016 onlng  Melanle Stewart Oclobar LOGHO-MDERC 2,000.06 17,249.99

Ganeral...  10/31/2046 CEH 1M2 of Contract 3,063,353 20,558,32
Todal 22 - Lobhylst Contreat 20,358.52 20,583.32
26 - Naffonal Leagdership Grants

Cheok 10242016 . onine Karen Donohite LO7KA-9C18Q RBs.0o0 988,00

Cheok 10/24{2016 onfine  Jahed Garrow LOTHKD-BBTMI. 800.00 1,656,00
Total 28 - Nefional Leagiarship Grants 1,686.00 1,5885,00r
24 - President Expehee . ' \

Check 9102018 online G, Scolt Mainslla KIWEBOKWHS 100,00 100.00
Fotal 28 ~ Presldent Bxpense 100,60 10000
3 - Rufes Gommittes B

(heck 08/22/2016 ohline Frankiln L. Dacga KeRTB-L4482 24,60 2480
Total 31 - Rudes Committee 21.60 2,60



Washington State DMC.JA

Transaction Detail by Account

Jutly through Qctober 2016

Typa Date Dam Name . Metho Ameunt Ralance
32 - BGJA Board Lialson

Ghank 08/22/201% anline Seott ANIf KSRSMKATR . - B4.00 4,00
Total 32 - SCJA Bosrd Linlsen t4.00 54.00
34 « Trensurey Expense and Bond '

Ghecl 0B/22/2018 onllne  Soott Anif KEREBJ-KKATR 64.00 54.00
Total 34 - Treasurer Expanss and Bond 64,00 54.00
40 « Popracistion Expense

Genetal.,  O07/2142016 GEH £.68 0.58

Genaral., 68312018 CEH 2,58 19.19

General.  09/0/2018 GEH 0,58 28.74

Gonaral.. 10f31/204¢ GEM 4,58 38,42
Totol 88 ~ Deprectaiion Expense 38,82 a6.92
Bank Service Charges .

Ghack 10840014 Service Charge 14,00 14,00
Total Benk Service Chargas 14.00 14.00
Asl tho clitht . ' .

Ghack jor2e/2018 . online . Scott A amailed - waliing on reaponse 84,80 B4,80
Total Agle the client ' 84,80 84,80

TOTAL 0

.00
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Other current information not included in reports
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BMCIA 2016-2017 Budget,

[TEM COMMITTEE Beginning Balance | Total Costs | Ending Balance |
|Access to Justice Ligison $500.00 $0.00 $500,00
A Audi 52,000.00 50.00 £2,000.00
a|Bar Association Liaison $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00
| Board Meeting Expgnse $30,000.00{ $7,761.63 $22,238.37
| Bookeeping Expense_ $3,000.00 $760,00 $2,240,00
o Bylaws Committee $250.00 50.00 $250.00
7|Conference Calis $750.00 $8.82 $741.18
s Conference Commities 54,000.00 50,00 $4,000.00

Conference tncidental Fees For Members
s|Spring Conference 2016 £40,000.00 $0.00 $40,000.00
| Diversity Committee $2,000,00]  $1,781.46 $218.54
u| PMCIA/SCIA Sentencing Alternatives $2,500,00 $287.20 $2,212.80)
2« DMCMA Liaison 5500,00 £339,20 i $160.80
«|DOL Lialson Committee $560.00 $0.00 $500.00
w|Education Committee 514,500.00 $867.65 $13,632.35
15| Educational Grants $5,000.00 50.00 55,000.00
| Education-P} Conference .$12,000.00|  $15,000.00 -$3,000.00
s|Education-Security $2,000.00 50.00 $2,000.00
elludicial Assistance Committee™® 414,000.00 54,202.52 59,797 48
wiudictal Community Outreach $4,000.00 $341.26 $3,658.80 -
« Leglslative Commities ‘ $4,000.00 $604.29 $3,395,71
wleglslative Pro-Tem. $2,500.00 £42.00| $2,458.00
z|Lobbyist Contract $61,000.00{ $20,333.32 440,666.68
2| Lobbyist Expenses £1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00
»|Long-Range Planning Commitiee $1,500.00 $0.00 51,500.,00
»|MCA Lialson $1,500.00 50,00 51,500.00
o Natlonal Leadership Grants $5,000.00]  $1,585.00 $3,415.00
mNominating Committes $400.00 S0.00 $400,00
»|President Expense $7,500.00 $100.00 $7.400.00
»|Pro Tempore {committee chait approval) $10,000.00 50.00 $10,000.00
w|Professional Services $15,000.00 $0,00 $15,000.00
s Rules Committee $1,000.00 $21.50 $978.40

~ =SCIA Board Liaison $1,000.00 $54.00 5946.00
s|Therapeutic Courts $3,500.00 $0.00 $3,500,00
w|Treasurer Expense and Bonds $1,000.00 $54.00 $946.00
« Trial Court Advocacy Board $3,000.00 $0.00 $3,000.00
a Uniform Infraction Committee $1,000.00 $0.00 51,000.00

- ITOTAL $259,400.00| 554,143.89 $205,256.11
TOTAL DEPOSITS MADE $0.00
CREDIT CARD (balance owing) $0.00

[#includes 87,000 fram the S03A

Exlancy as of JD-41-2016
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Superior Court of the State of Washington
For and [n Clark County

Roberi Lewis
Judge of Superior Couri 1200 Franklin Street
~ Department 9 PO Bex 5000

Vancouver, WA 98666-5000
Tel, (360) 397-2226

October 25, 2016

Judge G. Scott Marinella .

District and Munigipal Court Judges Association
c/o Sharon Harvey

PO Box 41170

Olympia, WA 98504-1170

Re: DMCJA Contribution to Youth and Government

Dear Judge Marlnella:

| wanted to write and personally thank you and the DMCJA Board of Governors, for
agreeing fo contribute $1,600.00 to the YMCA Youth and Government annual fund
raising campaign. Also, thank you for your willingness to consider an additional gift to
Youth and Government later in the year. Your contributions make a big difference to

~ the lives of hundreds of teenagers who participate in the state mock trial and youth
legislature programs.

As the chairman of the state mock frial program, | can assure you that your
organization's contributions make a big impact. If you or anyone on the board would
like to know more about mock trial, or how to be involved, please feel free to contact

G222,

Judge Robert Lewis, Program Chair
Washington State Mock Trial

Thank you again for your support,

cc:  Sarah Clinton

X15



L STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Washington State has a particularly challenging court funding scheme. The result is a
systemig dependency on the imposition of legal financial obligations (“LFO”) as a way to fund
courts and the criminal justice structure. Not unlike other states, the imposition of LFOs falls
disproportionately upon those least able to afford them, resulting in a vicious cycle of never-
ending debt for anyone seeking to reenter society after a criminal conviction.! While the issue
has garnered the attention of stakeholders across the state, our LFO problem and any proposed
solution is complicated by a number of institutional practices that are also in need of
transformation if true LFO reform is to take place. Our institutional challenges include:

1) Washington is a non-unified court system. Courts rely primarily upon county and
municipal governments for funding, which allows counties, municipalities, and local courts to
create mechanisms for paying victim restitution, the recovery of court costs, jail and public
counsel recoupment costs, and sanctions and fines. The outcome is vast disparities among
counties, cities, and even judges in how LFOs are imposed and enforced.

2) Recent statistics estimate that 80-90 percent of all felony defendants in Washington
supetior courts have been screened and found to be indigent, thus qualifying to be represented by
public counsel.? The severity of imposed LFOs contrasts starkly with the ability of these

defendants to pay financial obligations.

I See Katherine Beckett, Alexes Harris & Heather Evans, The Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial Obligations in
Washington State, Wash, Minority & Justice Comm’n (2008); In for a Penny: The Rise of America’s New Debtors® Prisons,
American Civil Liberties Union (2010); Modern-Day Debtors® Prisons: How Court-Imposed Debts Punish Poor People in
Washington, ACLU of Washington and Columbia Legal Services (2014); Roopal Patel and Meghna Phillip, Criminal Justice
Debt: A Toolkit for Action, Brennan Center for Justice (2012); Alexes Harris, Heather Bvans & Katherine Beckett, Drawing
Blood from Stones: Legal Debt and Social Inequality in the Contemporary United States, 115 Am, I. See. 1753 (2010).

2 Washington State Office of Public Defense, Determining and Verifying Indigency for Public Defense (2014).
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3) Mandatory? LFOs exist in both supetior courts and courts of limited jurisdiction that
divest courts of any discretion to consider a defendant’s ability to pay before imposing them. For
example, every defendant with a felény charge receives a minimum of $800 at sentencing, which
includes a $500 victim penalty assessment, $100 DNA collection fee, and a $200 criminal filing
fee.t

4) Although the Washington State Supreme Court recently issued an opinion requiring
individualized findings before statutory financial obligations can be imposed, there remains a
lack of uniform compliance, In the recent State v. Blazina® decision, the Washington State
Supreme Court clarified that courts mus"c make an individualized inquiry into the defendant’s
current and future ability to pay before the court imposes discretionary court costs. However,
many judges are still unclear on the process for determining ability to pay LFOs. In an attempt to
help judges navigate the laws around LFOs and the decision in Blazina, the Minority and Justice
Commission created LFO Reference Guides for judges, but more support and guidance is
needed.®

5) Washington State’s appellate cost recoupment statute does not require courts to inquire
into a defendant’s ability to pay before imposing appellate costs. Consequently, indigent
defendants who lose their appeals often face the imposition of recoupment costs in addition to

the trial court LFQs.

3RCW 7.68.035 (mandatory $500 victim penalty assessment fot every felony cause of action; $250 for misdemeanors); RCW
43.43.7541 (mandatory $100 DNA collection fee for every felony conviction); RCW 3.62.085 ($43 fee for conviction or plea of
guilty.in municipal and district courts),

4 In superior courts, a defendant will receive the $500 victim penalty assessment, the $100 DNA collection fee, and a $200
criminal filing fee (RCW 36.18.020(2)(h)); sce State v, Tundy, 176 Wn.App. 96 (2013),

5182 Wn.2d 827 (2015).

€ LFO Reference Guides, Minority and Justice Commission

hittp/fwww.courts, wa.gov/?fa=home. sub&org=mje&page=publications&layvout=2&showPubTab&tab=pubGuides (2015).
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6) Washington State has one of the highest interest rates on criminal debts in the nation.
Pursuant to statute, LFOs accrue interest at 12% per year from the date of judgment.”

7) Failure to comply with sentence conditions may result in the issuance of a warrant,
arrest, and jail time. Due to the lack of data and reporting requirements, the exact number of
individuals arrested and confined in Washington cities and counties for failing to pay LFOs is
unknown; however, the practice is utilized in a number of jurisdictions. While there are
Constitutional protections to protect indigent defendants from being jailed for failure to pay,
people are jailed for failing to appear to answer why they have not paid after receiving a
summons to appear. Furthermore, LFOs ordered by state superior courts do not expire until the
debt is paid in full.® As a result, an individual may remain under the jurisdiction of the court for
the rest of their lives.

8) Serious data collection deficiencies exist with regards to LFO collection and
enforcement. Key data, which would be helpful in implementing meaningful reform in
Washington, is often unavailable, difficult to access, or incomplete.

A particular challenge exists for data on warrants and incarceration of defendants for
non-payment of LFOs, In Washington, warrants are categorized to the actual issue, which may -
be failure to appear to a court hearing or failure to comply with a court order, as opposed to a
specific topic, which may be failure to pay LFOs. It is common for a defendant to be summoned
to court to explain multiple violations of sentence conditions, including failing to pay LFOs.

Additionally, County Clerks, independently elected officials at the superior court level,
are statutorily authorized to collect LFOs and face a number of challenges in segregating data

regarding the costs of collecting fines and fees versus the costs of collecting restitution. Given

7 RCW 10.82.090. Debts on LFOs in courts of linited jurisdiction also accrue interest at 12%.
FRCW 9.94A.760.
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current gystems and processes, it is difficult to make an accurate assessment of what resources
are being expended in collecting LFQOs,

9) There have also been ongoing policy efforts in Washington State to reform the LFO
system, with varyiﬁg results. During the 2015 and 2016 sessions, the legislature considered HB
1390, a bill that would have begun to address many of the problems associated with LFOs in
Washington State. This bill received overwhelming support in the House both years, passing
unanimously in 2016, However, in both years, it stalled in the Senate and died. The failure to
pass comprehensive LFO policy reform is driven in large part by the fact that stakeholders rarely
have the opportunitics to deliberately engage each other to discuss reform efforts, and access
relevant data to support policy changes.

Next Steps: Despite a common belief among the various stakeholders that widespread
LFO reform is needed in Waghington State, there are a number of competing interests and
viewpoints among the different groups on what “reform” means and what it should look like. As
a result, it can be difficult to bring together all of these parties to discuss reform efforts, share
data, and develop best practices for improving the LFO system. This will continue to be a
challenge. Fortunately, the Washington State Minority and Justice Commission, as a Supreme
Court Commission, is seen as a neutral entity that is able to convene all of the stakeholders in
order to explore a collaborative solution. However, given the scope of the problem, any

successful LFO reform undertaking will require additional financial resources.

1L PROJECT DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION

The purpose of these efforts 1s to identify and develop data-driven and evidence based
practices for criminal justice partners, in Washington and across the country, to support changes

in policies, legislation, court rules, and practices of imposing and collecting L.LFOs. This proposal
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is about working collaboratively with all partners across the state to find a method of collecting
data around LFOs, and to use that data to identify more fair and effective policies and practices
related to criminal justice LFOs.

The proposed approach involves three (3) strategics. The first strategy is to establish a
statewide LLFO Stakeholder Consortium composed of individuals who manage different parts of
the LFO system. The goal of the Consortium will be to promote and increase collaboration and
data sharing regarding the assessment, collection, prioritization and tracking of LFOs.

The second strategy is to develop a comprehensive Study of LFOs in Washington State.
The Study will provide a basis for data analysis that will inform recommendations for fair and
effective policies and practices of LFOs. The Study also aims at increasing the accessibility of
information across the state regarding fines, fees, and costs related to the LFO system.

The third strategy is to develop, implement, and test the LFO Calculator, an innovative
approach that will help judges make a determination of a defendant’s ability to pay.

A. LFO Stakeholder Consortinm

As part of the grant, the Commission will establish an LFO Stakeholder Consortium
(Consortium) to promote and increase collaboration and data sharing among criminal justice
agencies and officials regarding LFOs. The Consortium will serve as an advisory board and
working membership that will work collaboratively to carry out the objectives outlined in this
grant. As an entity of the Washington State Supreme Court, the Commission has connections to
every court level in the state, the legal community, including prosecutors, defense counsel, legal
aid attorneys, the exccutive and legislative branch, advocacy groups that represent interests of

minotity populations, and communities of color.
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The Commission is the only entity in the state that is able to bring such diverse groups
together in a collective effort to improve LFO practices, We have already begun building the
foundation for the Consortium by successfully bringing stakeholders together in preparation for
this grant. All of the stakeholders that will be participating in the Consortium have provided létters
of support which are provided as an attachment.

The Consortium will meet every quarter during the 36-month grant pferiod, with sub-groups
that meet on a more frequent basis. The success of the Consortium will be measured by how the
group works together to move the projects of the grant forward. In order to capture and sustain
the membership of the Consortium, a list of the contact information and a listserv that includes all
members will be kept.

B. A Study of LFOs in Washingfon State

The stakeholders of the Consortium each play a significant role in the LFO system, yet
none have access to the entire picture. The Study seeks to uncover the big picture of LFOs in
Washington State by promoting and increasing collaboration and data sharing among the members
of the Consortium, and by collecting and analyzing data to develop fair and effective policies and
practices related to LFOs. There will be five (5) components of the Study.

1) What are the formal and informal laws and policies governing LFOs?

The first component of the Study will examine the formal and informal legal parameters

governing the sentencing and monitoring of LFOs in Washington State and local court

officials’ orientation to the sentencing practice. Because Washington is a non-unified
court system, practices across the state vary from county to county. The purposc of the
first component is to review all of the current laws around LFOs in Washington, and to

map the different LFO practices by court and county across the state, To accomplish this,
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we will design and field a survey to all levels of court, municipal, district, and superior,
within the state on their LFO practices and produce a map illustrating the different
counties and their practices. Presiding judges of the court and head clerks of the
jurisdiction will be asked to complete this survey. Survey questions will ask about
average amounts of LFOs sentenced within the courts, the average monthly payment
received by th¢ court, the average time required to pay an LFO améunt in full, whether or
not the court relies on a private collection agency, and questions about collection and
sanctioning practices for non-payment. A variation of the survey will be ficlded to court
officials, defendants, and victims and will examine perspectives on how LFOs are
actually practiced. We will field this survey of judges, prosecutors, defense counsel,
clerks, defendants, civil legal aid attorneys, legal debtors and victims who receive
restitution. Respondents will be asked to answer survey questions from their different
perspectives on the LFO system, Information gathered during this survey will help
inform best practices and recommendations. The survey will be taken anonymously in
order to allow for more candid answers.

2) Who is sentenced to LFOs in Washington State?

The second component of the Study will examine the population of defendants who receive
LFOs upon sentencing. Using automated court data from the Administrative Office of the
Courts, we will examine such characteristics as indigency (as represented by a court
appointed attorney), gender, racial and ethnic characteristics, age and type and number of
prior convictions. This analysis will provide an updated analysis of who is sentenced to
LFOs in Washington, who is able to pay them off, and who remains in legal debt.

3) What are the costs related to the sentencing and recoupment of LFOs?

7 of 15
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The ﬂ1ird component involves exploring the actual financial costs related to LFOs to the
state and local jm‘isdictibns that impose LFOs. We aim to examine the type and amount of
financial resources that are used to impoée LFQOs, collect unpaid LFOs and sanction non-
paying defendants. The Study will examine a detailed breakdown of costs involved in
imposing LFOs. This may include the cost of hearings, personnel costs of judges,
prosecutors, defense counsel, court staff, clerks, and probation or enforcement. The Study
will look at the costs of issuing and serving a bench warrant, and in some cases the cost of
jail time. A dimension to this analysis will be to examine jurisdiction’s reliance on private
collection agencies and how much it costs for courts to use collection companies instead
of in-house collections, We will contrast recoupment amounts by jurisdictions that rely on
private companies versus those that use public companies. It will look at how many
accounts are referred to collections and how much collection agencies are collecting, This
line of inquiry requires budget related data from different governmental bodies, local and
statewide throughout Washington. The Consortium will include entitics that the courts do
not ordinarily work with, such as representatives from the Washington State Legislature,
Washington State Governer’s Office, Washington Associatioﬁ of Counties, and
Association of Washington Cities, each of which can provide insight into mapping out
costs associated wﬁh the implementation of this séntencing schema and also determine
how and to which governmental entitics recouped LFOs are reallocated.

4) Examination of the effect of the LFQ Calculator

The fourth component of the Study will examine-data involved with the LFO Calculator
pilot project. An in depth explénation of the LFO Calculator pilot project can be found

later in this grant. Some of the questions that will be asked are meant to help answer the
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question of whether -the LFO Calculator should be recommended as a tool for judges in
determining ability to pay. The Study will look at the amount of LFOs imposed prior to
using the calculator versus after the calculator; the amount of LFOs actually collected in
hoth instances; the amount of time it took for judges to use the calculator; and the
demographics of the individual defendants who were included as part of the pilot project.

5) Summary of Findings and Recommendations |

The fifth and last component of the study will conclude with the Consortium’s
recommendations based on the analyses and findings of components 1-4 of this stﬁdy. The
Consortium will prepare a final report that outlines coordinated and appropriate justice
system responses to the current problems with the system of LFOs in Washington State.
After reviewing all of the data and hearing the perspectives of the different stakcholders
within the Consortium, the Consortium members will propose recommendations for LFO
reform in Washington State, and across the country.

After the Study is complete, the Consortium will seek opportunities to present the report’s

findings to the different bodies of stakeholders who have the ability to change policies, laws, and

practices around LFOs. The Consortium will document all stages of data collection, analysis and

findings with an aim of creating a template for other states to use to address similar issues with

their systems of monetary sanctions.

C. LFQ Calculator Pilot Project

The long-term goal for the LFO Stakeholder Consortium is to effect comprehensive LFO

reform for lasting systemic change. As an immediate strategy towards this goal, the LFO

Calculator Pilot Project will be launched as a way to develop, test, and institutionalize efficient,

consistent, and data-driven methods in determining ability to pay as well as provide a streamlined
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and automated solution for making this determination, The LFQ Calculator Pilot Project is an
innoyative approach to determining ability to pay and will make Washington a model for other
states to use this or similar technology as part of their LFO practices. The goal of the pilot project
is to reduce unnecessary confinement for those unable to pay LFOs and promote the use of data
énalysis through which fair and effective practices related to LFOs can be based.

Washington statute requires the sentencing judge make an individualized inquiry into the
defendant’s current and future ability to pay before imposing LFOs. Judge Linda Coburn from the
City of Edmonds Mum';zipal Court is a pioncer in looking at innovative ways judges can make this
individualized inquiry. Judge Coburn created an interactive LFO Calculator in her court to address
the problems she encountered with determining a defendant’s ability to pay. The calculator, which
is not streamlined into a scalable computer tool, takes into consideration what fines and fees are
mandatory and what may be reduced, waived or suspended and cites to exact statutes in support.

The calculator used in Edﬁmnds Municipal Court (population 40,896 in 2014) has proven
effective in decreasing the number of LFOs imposed and in the average payment. In November,
December, and January 2014/2015, 94 LFOs were imposed for a totall of $72,090.29 and an
average payment of $766.92. During this same timeframe of November, December, and fanuary
2015/2016, 70 LFOs were imposed for a total of $50,470.92 and an average payment of $721.01.
These numbers show a 7.4% decrease in the number of LFOs imposed and a 9.4% decrease in the
average payment after one year of implementing the calculator and launching a community service
option as an alternative to LEOs.

The LFO Calculator will buiid on Edmonds’s model. It will be a computer-based tool that
uses statutory guidance to calculate appropriate LFO payment amounts. To use the Calculator, the

user would go online to the caleulator and enter information. into the data entry fields. After the
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information is entered, the Calculator would instantly show what the defendant’s monthly
payments would look like, and how long it would take to pay off the balance.

The LFO Calculator will be tailored to the Washington judicial system and statutes, It will
be modeled after child support calculators cuﬁently being used in Washington® and across the
country'®, Tnitial researéh indicates that while there is prominent use of child support calculators
across the country, LFO Calculators are not used or even available. rTo scale up use of the
Calcﬁlator, a feasibility test will be conducted to see how to implement a Calculator as a smart
phone application for iPhone and Android platforms. The application can be used by legal
professionals and be made available to the public for increased accessibility.

Having an LFO Calculator allows judges to be better equipped to understand what they can
waive and suspend, to exercise their discretion in adjusting LFOs, and to understand exactly how
their decision will impact the minimum monthly payment required. The Calculator will also
empower defendants to better grasp the full picture of their financial obligations as a 1'“esult of
imposed LFOs, as well as help legal professionals, and advocates play an active role in
understanding the long-term picture of imposed LFOs and institutionalize a more transparent
system of determining ability to pay.

A Calculator Evaluation Workgroup (Workgroup) will be established to design and
implement the Calculator tool. The Workgroup will determine the information needed to
accurately and effectively determine ability to pay. These guidelines will follow statutory
requirements and may also be based on factors such as total income, net disposable monthly

income, incarceration, and a defendant’s other debts, including other LFOs owed. The Workgroup

9 Washington State Department of Social and Health Services, Division of Child Support - Quick Child Support Estimator,
https:/ffortress. we.gov/dshs/des/SSGen/Home/Quick Estimator.
19 All Law Child Support Calculators, http://www.alllaw.com/calculators/Childsupport.
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will examine potential privacy concerns and who bears the burden of producing this data.
Washington law now places the burden on the prosecutor. It will be important to understand the
legal and ethical implications of requiring verification versus using other means to gather
information,

A software development company (Company) will be hired to manage the entire design
and implementation process; to work closely with the Workgroup to identify the needs and goals
of the Calculator, including creation of a detailed User Guide; and to provide technical support
throughout the implementation and test phases.

The LFO Calculator will be launched in two courts: Edmonds Municipal Court and a
superior coutt that will be determined after examination of initial survey results, demographic
information, and other factors, specifically a court that uses jail time as a sanction for failure to
pay LFOs. The Workgroup will determine parameters for administering control and variable test
courts to ensure a comprehensive test is conducted.

To design and implement the LFO Calculator, we will take a series of incremental steps.
Many factors, known and unforeseeable, will drive the final product as will legal guidelines that
will need to be addressed throughout the project.

Step 1: The Workgroup will be established. The Workgroup will evaluate existing legal
calculators and similar online tools to determine the type of tool that will best fit the needs of the
target audience (judicial officers and legal professionals).

Step 2: The Company will be hired to manage the design and implementation process. The
Company will work with the Workgroup on the Calculator schema, set a timeline for cach phase,

and assess the feasibility of creating a smart phone application.
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Step 3: The Company will manage the creation of the LFO Calculator; identify a tesf group
for the smart phone applications (if applicable);. conduct usability testing before launch; develop a
User Guide; identify the data to be collected to produce an accurate evaluation of ability to pay;
create a mathematical mode! to evaluate a court’s revenue as a result of the total LFOs imposed;
streamline and minimize costs of the implementation process.

Step 4: The Workgroup will identify the superior court that will participate as a pilot for
the Calculator using the Study findings. The Workgroup will also evaluate control/variable test
implementation options.

Step 5: The Company will implement the online tool in Edmonds Municipal Court and in
the identified superior court, as well as launch the smart phone applications with the test group.

Step 6: The Company will conduct bi-monthly check-ins with courts for data collection
and updates on tool use as well as with the test group on the use of the smart ph'one applications.
The Company will manage technical troubleshooting throughout all steps.

Step 7: The Workgroup will evaluate the data involved with the LFO Calculator Pilot

Project and incorporate findings into the Study of LFOs in Washington State final report.

IIl. - CAPABILITIES AND COMPETENCIES

The agency responsible for the project is the Washington State Minority and Justice
Commission. One of the co-chairs of the Commission is Justice Mary Yu, who will serve as the
Chair of the LFO Stakeholder Consortium. The Minority and Justice Commission receives its
administrative support by staff, Cynthia Delostrinos and Stacy Smith, who work within the

Washington State Administrative Office of the Courts.
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The grant coordinator and primary point of contact for the TA provider and all project

partners is Cynthia Delostrinos!!

. Ms. Delostrinos is the Manager for the Washington State
Supreme Court’s Minority and Jusﬁce Commission. Ms. Delostrinos has worked with the
Minority and Justice Commission since 2013, and has overseen numerous projects and activities
of the Commission, including those projects involving LFOs. Ms. Delostrinos will receive
assistance from Stacy Smith'?, Court Program Analyst for the Minority and Justice Commission,
who will serve as the secondafy point of contact for the grant. Together, Ms. Delostrinos and Ms.
Smith will provide all administrative support and oversight of the grant.

If the grant is received, Ms. Delostrinos will immediately begin the process of hiring a
Research Coordinator'® who will oversee the research and data collection of the grant (the Study
and data relating to the Pilot Project). Also upon receiving the grant, we will contract with a
software development company that will be able to overseel the technical development of the
Calculator.

Dr. Alexes Harris'* will serve as a Research Consultant on the grant. Dr. Harris is an
-Associate Professor of Sociology at the University of Washington, whose research has focused on
investigating [.LFOs. She is the leading national scholar on the topic of criminal justice fines and
fees, has participated in national conversations around court fines, fees, and practices, and Was
also guthor to the Minority and Justice Commission’s 2008 report addressing LFOs in Washington
State.

Fiscal oversight will be provided by Helen Swenson'®, who is an employee of the

Administrative Office of the Courts® (AOC) fiscal department, and who oversees all of the

11 See Cynthia Delostrinos’s Resume,

12 See Stacy Smith’s Resume,

13 See Senior Researcher Positicn Description.
14 See Dr. Alexes Harris’s Resume.

15 See Helen Swenson’s Position Description
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agency’s federal grants. Ms. Swenson has extensive experience overseeing grants, and has the
necessary qualifications and experience to oversee this particular grant.
LFO Stakeholder Consortium members were selected with much deliberation and purpose.

Please see Letters of Support to learn more about their contributions to this grant.

IV. PLANFOR COLLECTING THE DATA REQUIRED FOR THE
SOLICITATION’S PERFORMANCE MEASURES

Data required for the solicitation’s performance measures will be collected through the
LLFO Calculator pilot project. When selecting a court to be a pilot for the LFO Calculator, we will
look for a superior court whose current practice involves, in many instances inadvertently, jailing
individuals for failing to pay LFOs. In some courts, while defendants are not per se jailed for
failure to pay, a defendant might be picked up and jailed on a warrant for failure to appear. We
will be looking for courts in Washington with that type of practice in order to measure whether or
not the use of the LFO Calculator has an effect on reducing the jail population for individuals
failing to appear for their LEFQ hearings and/or failing to pay their LFOs. In order to participate in
the LFO Calculator pilot project, the participating court must be able to provide us with the relevant
data relaﬁng to their jail population. |

All data that is collected as part of the grant will be overseen by the Research Coordinator
who will be hired upon the acceptance of the grant. The Research Coordinator will receive support
and guidance from Dr. Alexes Harris. Dr, Harris will serve as a Research Consultant to the grant
and will provide assistance with assessing and addressing data quality throughout the life of the

grant.
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Minotity and Justice Comrnission

1206 Quince St SE
Olympia WA 98504May 6, 2016

Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant

Dear JRI Price of Justice Grant Reviewers,

The Washington State Minotity and Justice Comamiission has requested suppost for its
application for the Buteau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Geant.

As the Second Chances staff attomey at the ACLU of Washington, I share the concerns
of the 3.8, Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice
Assistance, and Minority and Justice Commission with current LFO practices and
believe it is time to rethink the imposition of LFOs. Knowing that LFOs exacerbate the
many difficulties associated with the re-eatry process, there s a real need to understand
the impact of LFOs on individuals’ lives and the systemic harms caused by their
imposition and collection.

The Minority and Justice Commission is in a unique position to implement successfully
the Price of Justice Grant because of its statewide reach and proven ability to provide
quality evidence-based programs, practices, and resources, such as its 2008 research
teport, “The Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial Obligations in
Washington State.”

'The ACLU of Washington has worked diligently through our Second Chances Program
to shine a spotlight on troubling LFO practices in the state of Washington. The Progran
engages in a combination of advocacy and litigation to foster better LFO practices in
different jurisdictions and to lessen the LFQ butden on those who are indigent and
mired in the criminal justice system, This work is also pact of the ACLU’s larger Smart
Justice campaign to address systemic problems in the criminal justice system and the
ways in which indigent individuals and people of color are disproportionately impacted
by criminal laws and policies.

The ACILU of Washington is committed to working with the Minoxity and Justice
Commission to promote the mission of the project.

Thank you for your commitment to finding innovative approaches to reforming LFO
practices throughout the United States.

Sincerely,
rachi Dave
Staff Attorney, Second Chances Project
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Kim Morrison, President

i N Chelan County Clerk

0 AR VWASHINGTON STATE 350 Crondo, Suite 501

ASSOCIATION OF Wenatchee, WA 98801-2885
CC . COUNTY CLERKS 509-667-6470

kim.morrison@co.chelan.wa.us

P e . ]

Date: April 29, 2016
From: Washington Association of County Clerks
Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant

This letter is written in support of the Washington State Minority and Justice
Commission’s application for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant.

As President of the Washington Association of County Clerks, 1 recognize the concerns
of the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice
Assistance, and Minority and Justice Commission in regard to current LFO practices in
some jurisdictions. In Washington State, where we have a decentralized justice system
created by our Constitution, we in the courts serve 39 vastly different constituencies and
each county and court has developed its own approach to Legal Financial

Obligations. Because Washington State ranks last of all 50 states in funding to the
courts, the resources available to our counties and courts in richer and poorer counties -
are so extremely different that programs differ. by necessity. In addition, the values of
the voters are reflected in each county's and court's interpretation of statute and case
law, and in the administration of the orders entered by the court. Therefore a study of
the impact of LFO policies and how they affect the re-entry process will require an
exceptionally well-crafted review if it is to provide meaningful data as opposed to a
selection of anecdotes depicting notable successes and failures of the systems that
currently exist. Clerks stand ready to assist with the design of the impact study.

As the authors of the data entered in the statewide Superior Court case and accounting
information systems and owners of the LFO collection body of work at the superior court
level, our association understands that our members’ participation is essential to the
success of a project under the Price of Justice Grant. The Washington Association of
County Clerks can provide assistance in providing data that is readily available, assist in
mapping LFO practices and participate in the project governance and development of
the project scope.

Sincerely,
%%M@
Kim Morrison <
President WSACC
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Working for Justice Sim 1967

Columbia Legal Services advocates for peaple whao face
injustice and poverty, We seek to achieve social and
sconomic justice for all, using peliey reform, fitigation,
and innovative partnerships to reveal and end actions
that harm the communities we serve,

columbialegal.org

May 4, 2016

U.S, Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau of Justice Assistance
810 Seventh Street NW
Washington, DC 20531

Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Jusiice Price of Justice Grant

Dear Members of Grant Committee:

The Washington State Minority and Justice Commission has requested support for its
application for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant.

Columbia Legal Services (CLS) shares the concerns of the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of
Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Assistance, and the Washington State Minority and Justice
Commission with current legal financial obligation (LFO) practices, and supports comprehensive
LFO reform in Washington State. LFOs create a number of negative conseguences for
Individuals with criminal convictions and serve as a major barrier to successful community
entry, particularly for those with little or no ability to pay them. Consegquently, there is an
urgency to convene the many stakeholders on this issue to discuss the problems with
Washington’s current LFO system, seek and share relevant data, and establish new and
inhovative best practices that promote fairness, equity, and meaningful opportunities for
people with criminal convictions to be successful in their communities.

We believe the Minority and Justice Commission is unlquely situated to accept and manage the
Price of Justice Grant because of its stellar reputation In the community, ability to build and
malntain strong partnerships with community and government stakeholders on thls issue, and
its longstanding commitment to researching and addressing LFOs, including the commissioning
of a 2008 study on LFOs in Washington State and the production of LFO reference guldes for all
judges in Washington State superior courts and courts of limited jurisdiction.

Basic Human Neads Project ¢ Children and Youth Project # Institutions Project « Working Families Project mfff .rﬂ,ﬂ}r.{ljf\-w

Kennewick Olympia Wenatchee - Yaklma
7103 W Clearwater Ave, Ste C 711 Capitol Way §, Suite 304 300 Okanogan Ave, Suite 24 600 Larson Bullding
Kennewick, WA 99336 Olympla, }348501 Wenatchee, WA 98801 & South Second Street

e B B et o)

(888) 2019735 (800) 260-6260 (800) 57295615 Yakima, WA 98901




May 4, 2016
Poge 2 of 2

Columbia Legal Services {CLS} is a statewide civil legal ald provider. For the past several years,
CLS has adopted a reentry priority within its Institutions Project, which for over 30 years has
represented persons in our State’s jails and prisons.” As part of our reentry work, we have
placed a strong focus on assisting persons returning the community with their LFO debt, CLS
has successfully lobbled for LFO reform at the state legislative level, and continues to seek
widespread changes to Washington’s broken LFO system along with other legal and community
partners. Additionally, for the past 5 years, CLS has provided direct legal services 1o low-income
persons with LFOs In Washington State through its Reentry Clinic. We have also done significant

community outreach and education on LFOs and drafted or been a party to several LEO-related
amicus briefs,

CLS is willing to commit to work with the Minority and Justice Commission to promote the
mission of the project by offering Input, data, research, and legal advice on LFO-related issues
and recommended reforms, actively participating on the stakeholder advisory committee, and
providing technical and other support to the Minority and Justice Commission as needed.

CLS thanks you for your support of national LFO reform and your commitment to funding
innovative and collaborative practices to implement this reform.

Sincerely,

Melissatee
Directing Attorney
[nstitutions Project

1 hitp://www.columbialegal.org/advocacy/institutions-project
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WASHINGTON

COURTS

District and Municipal Court
Judges’ Association

Prasident

JUDGE DAVID A. BTEINER
King County Eistriot Court
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May 2, 2018

Washington State Minority and Justice Commission
1206 Quince Street SE
Olympia, YWA 88504

Dear Minority and Justice Commission:

Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of
Justice Grant

Tha Washington State Minority and Justice Commission has requested
support for its application for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice
Grant, As Prasident of the District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association
(DMCJA) | share the concerns of the U.S. Department of Justica, Office of
Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Assistance, and Minority and Justice
Commission with current Legal Financial Obligations (LFOs) practices and
believe it is time to rethink the conseguences of LFOs. Knowing that LFOs
exacerbate the many difficulties associated with the re-entry process, there is a
real need for understanding the impacts of LFOs and the extent to which
stakeholders can reform practices in order to ensure equity, fairness, and an
individual's successiul re-entry.

The Minority and Justice Commission is in a unique position t¢ accept the
Price of Justice Grant because of the Commission’s statewides reach and
proven ability to provide quality evidence-based programs, practices, and
resources, such as its 2008 research report, “The Assessment and
Consaquences of Legal Financial Obligations in Washington State.”

The DMCJA is promulgated by statute, The Association shall continucusty
survey and study the operation of the courts served by its membership, the
volume and cendition of business of such courts, the methods of procedure
therein, the work accomplished, and the character of the result, pursuant to
Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 3.70.010.

The DMCJA is willing to commit to work with the Minority and Justice
Commission to promote the mission of the project in the following ways:
» Participate in stakeholder meetings.
» Provide suppott for reforming approaches to LFOs.

Thank you for your commitment to finding innovative approaches to reforming
LFO practices thraughout the United States.

Sincerely, / g

Judge David A. Steiner
DMCJA President
STATE OF WASHINGTON

1206 Quince Street SE » PO 41170 » Olyinpla, WA 38504-1170
360-753-3365 » 360-565-8869 Fax * www.courts,wa.gov




DEPARTMENT OF SO0CIOLOGY

UNIVERSITY of WASHINGTON
Friday, May 15, 2015
To Whom It May Concern:,

This letter indicates my support of the Washington State Minority and Justice Commission’s
(WMJC) application for the Bureau of Justice Administration’s “The Price of Justice” grant. T
have been asked to serve as a research consultant on the WMJC’s proposed project. Once they
obtain state court data I would assistant in the analysis of the data to examine various research
questions about outstanding debt, amounts recouped and reallocated.

I am an Associate Professor of Sociology at the University of Washington. T hold a MA (1999)
and PhD (2002) in sociclogy from the University of California, Los Angeles, My research
focuses on social stratification processes and racial ethnic disparities, particularly how contact
with institutions like educational and criminal justice systems impact individual's life chances.
My recent research has investigated the sentencing practice of monetary sanctions, the fines,
fees, surcharges, restitution and related payment costs imposed on law breakers by systems of
justice. I am the leading scholar nationally on the topic of criminal justice fines and fees. For
the past nine years I have studied the system of monetary sanctions in the United States and
more closely here in Washington State. My forthcoming book, A Pound of Flesh, analyzes the
national practices of imposing fines and fees to defendants and I examine the practices and
consequences of monetary sanctions in Washington State closely with court data and
observational and interview data. As such, T am well situated to serve as a consultant for the
WMJC's proposed project.

I have not conflict of interest in serving as a consultant on this research project. T should note
that I do have a grant proposal that will be submitted in the next week to the National Institute
of Justice’s DuBois grant program. Also, I serve as a current member of the Department of
Justices, Office of Justice Programs, Science Advisory Board. However, neither of these cases
present a conflict of interest.

Thank you for considering the WMJC's application for this grant.

Sincerely,

Alexes Harris, PhD ‘
Associate Professor of Sociology
206-685-4763
yharris@u.washington.edu

Box 353340 211 Savery Hall Seattle, WA 98195-3340

206.543,5882 fax 206.543.2516 uwsoc@u.washington.edu soc.washington.edu
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1 Did The Time, Former offendexs organizing ior better opportunities.

May 5, 2016
Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant

The Washington State Minority and Justice Commission has requested support‘for its
application for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant.

As the director of I Did the Time, an advocacy group made up of people with arrest and
conviction records, I share the concerns of the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice
Programs, Bureau of Justice Assistance, and Minerity and Justice Commission with current
LFO practices and believe it is time to rethink the consequences of LFOs. Knowing that
LFOs exacerbate the many difficulties associated with the re-entry process and specifically
hinder the forward movement of people of color and those most vulnerable to poverty in
our state, there is a real need for understanding the impacts of LFOs and the extent to
which stakeholders can reform practices in order to ensure equity, fairness, and families’
successful reintegration to our communities.

The Minority and Justice Commission is in a unique position to accept the Price of Justice
Grant because of the Commission's statewide reach and proven ability to provide quality
evidence-based programs, practices, and resources, such as its 2008 research report, “The
Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial Obligations in Washington State.”

Our organization has been fighting to increase public awareness about the costs of 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 interestrate.
We are seeking serious solutions through the drafting of the LFO reform state bill (HB
1390) that addresses this crippling interest rate, the way in which it accrues and way our
state attempts to collect debts from those unable to pay. The bill is supposed to address
prioritizing victim compensation, assessing one’s ability to pay at sentencing, dropping the

interest rate completely and ensuring no one ends up in jail for failure to pay if they cannot.

However, this bill has not gone far in our Senate in the last 2 years, despite passing 97-0 in
our House. We need to put pressure on our lawmakers and judges to see the injustice of
this system. This grant is an excellent opportunity to show them how necessary it is that
they get on board with reform efforts.

Our organization has been building community around our shared struggles in recovering
from justice involvement. We are trained to share our stories of injustice when living with
a mental illness or a substance use disorder, struggling to find stable housing or a career
path due to our records and how our families fall apart under the crushing stress of living
with a criminal record. We have vast diversity in our range of stories and we believe each
story should be told to move policy reform. We are deeply honored to have an opportunity
to receive this grant in our state and are dedicated to moving the innovations forward. Our
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organization is willing to commit to work with the Minority and Justice Commission to
promote the mission of the project in the following ways:

e Provide personal stories from the afflicted to show the human impact of current LFO
practices on individuals and families

e Serve on the Multi-Stakeholder Advisory Group

¢ Provide information and data on the practices of collecting that de not match state
policy

¢ (reate, distribute and collect surveys to better understand impact and
assignment/collection practices

e Engage individuals in the piolet program in Spokane County

¢ Participate in creating and advocating for the “LFO Calculator”

¢ Assess the fairness in the assignment of certain LFOs (eg. Judges should not be
assigning $3,000 Mandatory Meth Clean Up fees to individuals who were not
manufacturing methamphetamine}

s Develop best practices and recommendations to policy advisors to ensure fair
collection and practices regarding LFOs

Thank you for your commitment to finding innovative approaches to reforming LFO
practices throughout the United States. We look forward to working with this stakeholder
group to ensure equitable opportunities for individuals to pay their debts and move
forward with their Jives. We truly hope you award us with this grant. We believe
Washington State has some of the most oppressive and unjust practices for assigning and
collecting LFOs across our great nation. We need your help to ensure the price of justice is
equitable and fair for all.

Sincerely,

Layne Pavey, MSW

Director, I Did the Time _
Program Director, Revive Reentry Services, LLC
Mental Health Clinician

(509) 998-8388

ididthetime®@gmail.com
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Waéhington State Office of Civil Legal Aid

1206 Quince St. SE James A. Bamberger, Director
Olympia, WA 98504 jim.bamherger@ocla.wa.gov
MS 41183

360-704-4135
April 29, 2016

Justice Charles Johnson, Co-Chair

Justice Mary Yu, Co-Chair

Washington State Minority and Justice Commission
Administrative Office of the Courts

Post Office Box 41170

Olympia, WA 98504-1170

Re:  Department of Justice, Price of Justice Grant Application
Dear Justices Johnson and Yu,

I write in ny capacity as Director of the Washington State Office of Civil Legal Aid (OCLA).
OCLA is an independent judicial branch agency responsible for funding and overseeing our
state-funded system to deliver civil legal aid services to low-income residents of Washington
State. OCLA contracts with the statewide Northwest Justice Project and, through a series of
subcontracts, with four (4) specialized providers of civil legal aid and seventeen (17) community
based volunteer legal services programs. OCLA provides more than $11.6 million per year in
funding to meet the civil justice needs of more than 2 million Washingtonians with incomes at or
below 200% of the federal poverty level.

OCLA also served as principal staff to the Supreme Court’s Civil Legal Needs Study Update
Committee. Funded in part by the Minority and Justice Commission, the 2015 Civil Legal
Needs Study Update (2015 CLNS Update) presents a sobering assessment of the substance and
range of civil legal problems experienced by low income people in Washington State, the
barriers they experience in understanding the legal dimensions of their problems and making
informed decisions about whether and where to go for legal help, and their profound inability to
secure legal assistance on matters that affect every aspect of their lives.

The findings of the 2015 CL.NS Update confirm the substantial collateral civil legal
consequences resulting from low-income residents’ prior involvement in the juvenile and
criminal justice system and the significant racial disproportionalities in the prevalence of civil
legal problems — both in the general sense and those associated with prior involvement in the
juvenile and criminal justice system. Many of these problems are associated with unpaid fees,
fines and charges, commonly referred to as legal financial obligations (LFO’s).

OCLA has followed closely the recent work of the Minority and Justice Commission in

documenting the impact that LFQ’s have on low income and marginalized people and their
families, the obstacles that LFO’s play with respect to effective reentry and reduced recidivism,
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Re: Price of Justice Grant Application
4/29/2016
Page 2 of 2

and the disproportionate impact that these LFO’s have on people of color, who individually and
collectively experience disproportionately high rates of poverty and extreme poverty. The
Commission’s 2008 research report The Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial
Obligations in Washington State and its May 2015 Symposium on reentry provide substantive
background documenting the scope and impact of LFQ’s, particularly as they adversely affect
successful reentry. '

OCILA has also followed recent legislative efforts to translate general concern about LFO’s into
policy changes, including the successful effort to eliminate certain LFO’s for juvenile offenders
and the most recent efforts to secure passage of HB 1390 to accomplish the same for adult
offenders.

Finally, OCLA has been generally concerned about the degree to which local and statewide court
systems have become reliant on the payment of fees, fines and other charges to support their
basic operations, whether it be the statewide JIS fee to support core technology systems or other
fees imposed at the local level to support court operations. In this post-Ferguson era, we must
intentionally identify and dismantle “race neutral” yet structurally racialized systems that drive
disproportionate outcomes for people of color. We should also be aware of structural conflicts of
interest inherent in fee-based court systems, the appearance of unfairness that reliance on fees,
fines and charges for court and court system operation perpetuate, and the negative impact these
have on the public’s trust and confidence in our justice system.

With these thoughts in mind, I am pleased that the Minority and Justice Commission is taking
the lead in a collaborative statewide effort to seek and effectively use funding through the US
Department of Justice’s recently announce initiative — Price of Justice: Rethinking the
Consequences of Justice Fines and Fees. As reflected by the broad community of supporters for
this application, the Minority and Justice Commission is the proper convening entity to take this
on, The focus of the Commission’s proposal reflects the consensus areas of interest and
agreement of the participating entities, including the Office of Civil Legal Aid.

OCLA strongly endorses the proposal. OCLA will participate on the Stakeholder Advisory
Group and encourage its legal aid grantees to support project staff in conducting the areas of
proposed research, particularly that portion related to court practices relating to.the effective
implementation of the Court’s Blazina jurisprudence.

Please advise if I can be of further assistance in supporting this effort.

Sincerely,

OFFICE OF CIVIL LEGAL AID

%Wﬁ. Emfméuﬂw

James A. Bamberger
Director
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May 6, 2018

Honorable Charles W. Johnson, Co-Chair
Hornorable Mary I. Yu, Co-Chair

Washington State Minority and Justice Commission
PO Box 41170

Olympia, WA 98504-1170

Dear Justice Johnson and Justice Yu:
RE: Bureau of Justice Assistance. Price of Justice Grant

The. Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) fully supports the

Minority and Justice Commission’s application for the Bureau of Justice
Assistance Price of Justice Grant regarding legal financial obligations.

The SCJA has long heen concernied about the likely disparate impact of
legal financial obligations on certain pop‘u[atlcms particularly the low income
and minorities. Improving the re-entry process is not just a laudabie goal, it
is the right thing to do for the orderly administration of justice. The SCJA
was pleased to support recent legislation that allows for certificates of
restored opportunity for those offenders who have turned their lives arcund.
Such oppoﬁun;tnes must be afforded to reduce recidivism, unempioyment,
and other ills associated with refease. Close examination of the effects of
legal financial obligations Is a crucial component of any re-entry process.

In addition, the SCJA has been firm in its resalve to encourage state funding
of the courts, to move the state away from the burdens placed on individuals
and local governments,

The Minority and Justice Commission is well-positioned to accspt the grant
because of its mission to take creative steps to overcome racial and ethnic
bias and to prevent it. The grant provides an excellent opportunity for the
Commission to exercise its statewide reach and proven ability to provide
quality evidence-based programs, practices, and resources. The SCJA s
well-represented on the Compission and is ready to support the
administration of the grant in any way it can,

Very truly yours,

Michael T. Downes
SCJA President-Judge

cq:  SCJA Board of Trustees
Ms. Cynthia Delostrinos
Ms. Janet Skreen

STATE OF WASHINGTON
1206 Guince Street SE » B.OXEZ 41170 » Qlympia, WA 98504-1170
360-753-3365 « 360-586-8869 Fax » www.corts wa.gov




Thue Municipal CoURT OF SEATTLE

Karen Donohue
Presiding Judge

May 3, 2016

U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau of Justice Assistance

To Whom it May Concern,

Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant

The Washington State Minority and Justice Commission has requested support for its application for the
Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant.

As the Presiding Judge of Seattle Municipal Court, | share the concerns of the U.S. Department of Justice,
Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Assistance, and Minority and Justice Commission with
current LFO practices and believe it is time to rethink the consequences of LFOs. Knowing that LFOs
exacerbate the many difficulties associated with the re-entry process, there is a real need for
understanding the impacts of LFOs and the extents to which stakeholders can reform practices in order
to ensure equity, fairness, and an individual’s successful re-entry.

The Minority and lustice Commission isin a unigue position to accept the Price of Justice Grant because
of the Commission's statewide reach and proven ability to provide quality evidence-based programs,

practices, and resources, such as its 2008 research report, “The Assessment and Consequences of legal
Financial Obligations in Washington State.” '

Seattle Municipal Court (SMC) is the largest court of limited jurisdiction in the State of Washington.
Nearly 9,000 criminal misdemeanor and gross misdemeanor cases were filed in SMC in 2015, along with
570,000 parking and traffic tickets. Most of the people mitigating or contesting their parking and traffic
tickets do not hire an attorney to represent them. Magistrates who hear these cases have the option of
converting fines to community service If an individual is unable to pay the fine,

Roughly 80% of the defendants charged with misdemeanar or gross misdemeanor cases in SMC are
represented by public defenders and cannot afford to pay the mandatory State fines and fees. In
Washington State, judges have a timited ability per staiute to authorize community service in lieu of
LFOs. We have created a financial screening project and routinely examine an individuals ability to pay.
This process typically results in the suspension of the discretionary LFOs, We recognize the hurden these
costs place on our offender population and try, in as many circumstances as possible, to remove the

bairiers that cause these people to cycle through the criminat justice system and struggle to get back on
frack. :

Seattle Justice Center, Room 1037, 600 Fifth Ave., R.0. Box 34987, Seattle, WA 981244087
Tel: {206} 684»8709)([;&3« (206) 615-0766

Printed on Recycled Paper



SMC is willing to commit to work with the Minority and justice Commission to promote the mission of
the project by sharing information about our screening process and other data that we collect with
regard to the imposition of LFQs,

Please contact me at the number below or via email, Karen.donohue @seattle.gov, if you have any
quastions or if | can provide you with additional information, '

Thank you for your commitment to finding in novativé approaches to reforming LFO practices
throughout the United States.

Sincerely,

Judge Karen Donohue
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WASHINGTON
ASSOCIATION OF

PROSECUTING ATTORNEYS
I

April 28,2016

Bureau of Justice Assistance
Office of Justice Programs
810 Seventh Street, NW
‘Washington, DC 20531

Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant

Dear Sirs,

The Washington Association of Prosecuting Attorneys (WAPA) is in support of this
application for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant.

The applicant, the Washington Minority and Justice Commission, has experience and
credibility within our state.

Specifically, the Washington Minority and Justice Commission issued a 2008 research
report, “The Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial Obligations in
Washington State.”

WAPA as an organization represents the elected Prosecuting Attorneys from all 39
Washington State counties. WAPA's members handle all felony prosecution in the state,
and much of the misdemeanor prosecution within the state. WAPA members are
interested in a fajrly run criminal justice system that holds individuals accountable for
the harm they inflict on victins and the community, but that also provides a realistic
path towards rehabilitation and community re-integration.

Washington's Prosecuting Attorneys share the concerns of the U.S. Department of
Justice about the efficacy of current legal financial obligation practices and believe it is
time 1o re-examine what is imposed and the impacts of its subsequent collection. 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 Jegal financial

obligations in Washington State should be reduced or, possibly, eliminated.

206 10th Avesue S.E.  Olympia, WA 98981  (360)753-2175 Fax (360)753-3943



During the last couple of years, we have heard claims of legal financial successful collection rates -

at a low of 24% 1o a high of over 66%. It would be helpful to have better data on what is imposed
and how it is collected.

‘WAPA is committed to better data collection onlegal financial obligation imposition and collection.
WAPA is committed to changes that improve the fairness and effectiveness of the criminal justice
system.

WAPA. looks forward to working with the Minority and Justice Commission on this grant.
Tjélas A. McBride
Executive Secretary

WASHINGTON ASSOCIATION
OF PROSECUTING ATTORNEYS
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Washington Defender Association
110 Prefontaine Place S., Suite 610
Seattle, Washington 98104

Christie Hedman, Executive Director Telephone: (206)623-4321
Keith Tyne, President _ Web: www.defensenet.org
May 6, 2016

Bureau of Justice Assistance
U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530-0001

Re: Letter of Support for Washington State Minority and Justice Commission Price of Justice Grant
Application

To Whom It May Concern,

| am writing on behalf of the Washington Defender Association {WDA) to express our strong suppori for
the Washington State Minority and Justice Commissions application for the Bureau of Justice
Assistance’s Price of Justice Grant,

WDA is the primary resource and advocacy center for public defenders in Washington. In addition to
providing direct case support to our 1400 members, WDA engages in advocacy throughout the state
with all criminal justice system stakeholders, including courts and law enforcement, as well as the most
directly impacted members of our communities, :

WDA shares the concerns of the U.S, Department of Justice, the Minority and Justice Commission and
our communities regarding current LFO practices in our criminal justice system. There is a rising
consensus that our current system is not serving our communities and not fulfilling its mission to ensure
justice. Knowing that LFOs exacerbate the many difficulties associated with the re-entry process, there is
a real need for understanding the impacts of LFOs and develop structural reforms that can be effectively
implemented to bring lasting change that ensures equity, seeks justice and supports individuals to
successfully re-enter our communities. |

The Minority and Justice Commission is in & unique position to implement the Price of Justice Grant. The
Commission has a statewide reach that provides the necessary platform from which to launch and
execute this effort, The Commission has an established record of building credibility and buy-in for this
type of project with a diverse community of stakeholders. Additionally, the Commission has a proven
track record of delivering quality evidence-based programs, practices, and resources, such as its 2008
research report, “The Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial Obligations in Washington
State.”

WDA has a long history of serving the Commission and collaborating with its members to achieve lasting
change. As the legal representatives engaging daily with the community members and their families
who are most directly impacted by LFOs, public defenders are a critical stakeholder in efforts to reform
LFO practices.

WDA is committed to actively working with the Minority and Justice Commission to promiote the
Commission’s “Price of Justice” grant proposal in the following ways:
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¢ Participate in the Stakeholder Advisory Group: Public defenders are a critical stakeholder in
efforts to reform LFO practices. As the legal representatives advocating on behalf of the
community members and their families most directly impacted by LFO practices, WDA will bring
the voice of public defense to the dialogue and decisions of the stakeholder group. We will help
to support and ensure that these efforts are informed by, and inclusive of, robust community
engagement.

e Contribute to the study to map LFO Practices in Washington: WDA members represent those
most severely harmed by LFOs in every court in Washington. Our members not only have the
most significant connection with those individuals, but also deep experience with the daily
practices of the courts on LFO Issues. We wilt engage our membership to provide critical data
and perspectives in areas identified by the stakeholder group to help inform the study and
ensure its viability and credibility.

o Assist in the development and implementation of pilot projects and best practices: Public
defenders recognize that we are an essential stakeholder in making LFO reform a reality in
Washington. WDA will actively engage with the stakeholder group to develop best practices in
light of the study’s findings — particularly regarding public defense. We will also work to
operationalize and implement these practices in public defender offices throughout
Washington,

WDA is excited by the growing consensus that now is the time to make critical changes in our criminal
justice system to transform the routine practices of imposing criminal justice debt on communities that
can least afford it. We believe that Washington, through the Minority Justice Commission, is uniquely
positioned to capitalize on the “Price of Justice” grant to make our state a model for criminal justice
debt reform.

Thank you for your commitment to finding innovative approaches to reforming LFO practices
throughout the United States. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or if | can provide
further information,

Sincerely,

Christie Hedman
Executive Directer

X48




King County
District Court :
Office of the Presiding Judge
W1034 King County Courthouse
516 Third Avenue
Seattle, Washington 28104
Telephone: (206) 477-1720
Fax: (206) 296-0596

The Honorable Donna Tucker Othniel Palomino
Chief Presiding Judge Chief Administrative Officer

U.S. Depart of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau of Justice Assistance

May 5, 2016
Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant
_ Greetings:

The Washington State Minority and Justice Commission has requested support
for its application for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant.

As the Chief Presiding Judge of the King County District Court, 1 share the
concerns of the Washington State Minority and Justice Commission with current
LFO practices in the State of Washington and believe it is time {o reconsider the
reasons for the imposition of LFO's and the consequences of LFQO practice in
Washington especially in our district and municipal courts. Knowing that LFOs
exacerbate the many difficulties associated with the re-entry process, there is a
real need for understanding the impacts of LFOs and the extents to which
stakeholders can reform practices in order to ensure equity, fairness, and an
individual's successful re-entry.

The Minority and Justice Commission is in a unique position to accept the Price
of Justice Grant because of the Commission’s statewide reach and proven ability
to provide quality evidence-based programs, practices, and resources, such as
its 2008 research report, “The Assessment and Consequences of Legal
Financial Obligations in Washington State.”

The 25 judges of the King County District Court, years ago eliminated the
practice of jailing defendant’s for failure to pay legal financial obligations and
have developed alternatives such as community service and day work crews to
help satisfy legal financial obligations. Nevertheless, we recognize the need to
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be more thoughtful when imposing LFO’s about the reasons why and the
consequences of doing so, as recently directed by our State Supreme Court in
the case of Stafe v. Blazina and we are searching for the tools fo help us in this
endeavor.

Qur agency is willing to commit to work with the Minority and Justice Commission
to promote the mission of the project in the following ways:

1. To assist in the collection of the data regarding the imposition of LFO’s
2. To provide assistance in mapping the current LFO practices in my County.
3. To serve as a pilot court for any recommended project.

Thank you for your commitment to finding innovative approaches to reforming
LFO practices throughout the United States.

Sincerely,

Donna Tucker, Chief Presiding judge
King County District Court
Donna.tucker@kingcounty.gov

(206) 477-0457

Page2 of 2
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: WASHINGTON STATE . {360) 586-3164
Internet Email; opd@opd.wa.gov OFFICE OF PUBLIC DEFENSE FAX {360) 586-8165

May 6, 2016

Honorable Charles Johnson, Co-Chair

Honorable Mary Yu, Co-Chair

Washington State Minority and Justice Commission
Administrative Office of the Courts

Post Office Box, 41170

Olympia, WA 98504-1170

Re:  Department of Justice, Price of Justice Grant Application
Dear Justices Johnson and Yu,

This letter is in support of the Washington State Minority and Justice Commission’s application
for the Bureau of Justice Price of Justice Grant. As Director of the Washington State Office of
Public Defense (OPD), I share the concerns of the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice
Programs, Bureau of Justice Assistance and the Washington State Supreme Court Minority and
Justice Commission.

OPD believes it is incumbent upon justice system stakeholders to examine the consequences of
LFOs and explore potential alternatives to them. Research such as the Minority and Justice
Commission’s 2008 report The Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial Obligations in
Washington State and numerous national reports have documented that LFOs frequently
exacerbate the difficulties faced by individuals who are in the re-entry process after having
served prison or jail sentences. The research also shows that while indigent individuals are
constitutionally protected from having to pay fines and costs if they de not have the means and
ability to do so, the system often does not ensure that this happens. Critically, LFO’s have been
shown to disproportionally impact people of color, who disproportionally live in poverty.

The Minority and Justice Commission is in a unique position to accept the Price of Justice Grant
because the Commission has proved its ability to coordinate stakeholders throughout the justice
system and provide quality evidence-based programs, practices, and resources.

OPD’s role is to implement the constitutional right to counsel on behalf of the state. In particular,
we are acutely aware of indigency issues and how they affect the right to counsel, We endorse
the Minority and Justice Commission application for the Price of Justice grant.

711 Capitol Way South ¢ Suite 106 » P.O. Box 40957 » Olympla, Washington 88504-0857
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OPD is willing to commit to work with the Minority and Justice Commission to promote the
mission of the project. Two areas where we our contributions would be most uniquely effective
are:
e participating in developing surveys to defense attorneys about their current practices and
their views on the practices of courts statewide, and
o participating in a pilot program based on the ‘LFO Calculator’ in terms of helping
defense attorneys in the pilot county prepare their clients’ financial information for the
court to consider when calculating LFOs.

In addition, as a member of the Stakeholder Advisory Group, OPD would expect to participate in
the development of best practices, as informed by grant activities.

OPD strongly endorses the proposal. Please let me know if I can be of further assistance in
supporting this grant application.

Sincerely,

i

Joanne Moore, Director
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Statewide

- POVERTY
ION

NETWORK

May 5, 2015
Re: Letter of Support for the Bureau of Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant

The Washington State Minority and Justice Commission has requested support for its application for the Bureau of
Justice Assistance Price of Justice Grant.

As Director of the Statewide Poverty Action Network, | share the concerns of the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of
Justice Programs, Bureau of lustice Assistance, and Minority and Justice Commission, and various stakeholder groups
around current LFO practices and believe it is time to rethink the consequences of LFOs. Knowing that LFOs exacerbate
the many difficulties associated with the re-entry process, there is a real need for understanding the impacts of LFOs and
the extents to which stakeholders can reform practices in order to ensure equity, fairness, and an individual's successful
re-entry.

The Minerity and Justice Commission is in a unigque position to accept the Price of Justice Grant because of the
Commission’s statewide reach and proven ability to provide quality evidence-based programs, practices, and resources,

such as its 2008 research report, “The Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial Obligations in Washington
State.”

The Statewide Poverty Action Network builds grassroots power to end causes of poverty and create opportunities for
everyone to prosper. We are directed by people with low incomes and people of color, ensuring accountability to the
communities that are most directly impacted by the effects of poverty and inequity. One of our main priorities is
removing roadblocks to re-entry for previously incarcerated people, their families, and their communities, Our member-
driven campaign works to: 1) reform Washington State’s Legal Financial Obligation (LFO) system that keeps people who
have been incarcerated and their families stuck in the cycle of poverty, ang; 2) build and grow a statewide network of
people who advocate for themselves and their families, while reshaping the’ narrative on what it means to be poor.

Central to reforming LFOs is need for clear, precise data on the impact of LFOs—including court LFO practices,
outstanding LFOs, and more. Because practices change by county and much of our information frequently comes from
our members and is therefore anecdotal, we need a better understanding of how LFO3 change by county that is both
more detailed and takes into account the differences across the state.

Our agency is willing to commit to work with the Minority and Justice Commission to promote the mission of the project
in the following ways:

1} Participate in the Advisory Group along with other invested stakeholders; and
2} Participate in data collection as is appropriate to the final scope of the project.

If you have any further questions please feel free to contact me at marcy@povertvaction.org. Thank you for your
commitment to finding innovative approaches to reforming LFO practices throughout the United States.

Sincerely,

Marcy Bowers
Director

1501 N. 45t Street ® SEATTLE, WA 28103 ¢ 206.694.6794 o Toll Free 1.866.789.7726 ¢ WWW.POVERTYACTION.ORG



State of

STATE REPRESENTATIVE Washington PUBLIC SAPETY
45" LEGISLATIVE DISTRICT House of CHAIR
ROGER GOODMAN Representatives ENVIRONMENT
: , JUDICIARY

STATUTE LAW
CHAIR

May 9, 2016

Bureau of Justice Assistance
U.S. Department of Justice
Washington, D.C,

Re: BJA “Price of Justice” Grant Application

To Whom It May Concern:

1 am writing in enthusiastic support of the application by the Washington State Minority and Justice
Commission for the new “Price of Justice” grant offered by the Bureau of Justice Assistance.

As a senior member of the House Judiciary Committee in the Washington State Legislature, I have
been very concerned about the prejudicial effects of Legal Financial Obligations (LFOs) on criminal
offenders seeking to reintegrate successfully back into their communities, I have been the prime
sponsor of legislative proposals to reduce the unsupportable burden of fines, fees and other monetary
penalties which have hampered our re-entry efforts throughout the state.

I share the concetns of the U.S, Department of Justice and the Washington State Minority and Justice
Commission over current LFO practices, and 1 believe that LFO reforms are long overdue. My
legislative efforts in this policy area have stailed in the State Senate amidst partisan gridlock. For my
initiatives to move forward | bclievpr%here is a real need for legislators and other policymakers and
opinion leaders to understand the advetse impacts of LFOs and the extent to which LFO reforms
would bring about more equity and fairness and foster more successful re-entry.

The Washington State Minofity and Justice Commission is in a unique position to make best use of
the BJA’s new “Price of Justice” grant because of the Commission’s statewide reach and its proven
record of high-quality, evidence-based programs and resources, such as its 2008 research report,
“Assessment and Consequences of Legal Financial Obligations in Washington State.”

I would be very pleased to see the Minority and Justice Commission recelve a BJA “Price of Justice”
grant to help move our LFO policy reform efforts forward, I strongly encourage you to fook
favorably upon the Commission’s application, Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Yours sincerely,

(% 2. Qo
Roger Goodman
State Representative

LEGISLATIVE OFFICE: 436-B LEGISLATIVE BUILDING » PO BOX 40600, OLYMPIA, WA 98504-0600 » 360-786-7878
E-MAIL: Roger.Goodman@leg.wa.gov
TOLL-FREE LEGISLATIVE HOTLINE: [-800-562-G6000 « TDD: 1-800-635-9993 « www.lcgwa.gov
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