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Friday, Jan.12, 2018 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. AOC SeaTac Office Center 
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Friday, March 9, 2018 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. AOC SeaTac Office Center 
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DMCJA BOARD MEETING 
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2017 
12:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
AOC SEATAC OFFICE 
SEATAC, WA 

PRESIDENT SCOTT K. AHLF 

            AGENDA  PAGE 

Call to Order  

 
General Business 

A. Minutes – November 3, 2017 
B. Treasurer’s Report  

C. Special Fund Report  
D. Standing Committee Reports 

1. Legislative Committee – Judge Samuel Meyer 

a. Minutes for October 13, 2017 
E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB)  
F. Judicial Information Systems (JIS) Report – Ms. Vicky Cullinane 

 
 

1-5 
 
 
 
 

6-8 
 

Liaison Reports 
A. Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) – Ms. Callie Dietz 

B. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) – Judges Ringus, Jasprica, Logan, and Johnson  
C. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) – Ms. Cynthia Marr 

D. Misdemeanant Probation Association (MPA) – Ms. Stacie Scarpaci 

E. Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) – Judge Blaine Gibson 

F. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) – Loyd James Willaford, Esq.  
G. Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) – Kim E. Hunter, Esq.  

 

Discussion 
A. Funding Request for Workgroup on Judicial Independence 
B. Funding Request for BJA Public Trust and Confidence TVW Public Service Announcement  
C. Survey Request for Judges Demographic from Brenden Higashi, Washington State University 

Ph.D. Candidate 
D. CLJ-CMS Project Update 
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10-12 
13-18 

 
 



 

 

Information  
A. DMCJA Board members are encouraged to submit Board agenda topics for monthly meetings. 
B. Board members are encouraged to apply for DMCJA representative positions.  Available 

positions include: 
1. Presiding Judge & Administrator Education Committee (Co-Chair) 
2. Washington State Access to Justice Board (Liaison Position) 

C. Magistrate Faye Chess, Seattle Municipal Court, is the new DMCJA Representative on the 
Minority and Justice Commission. 

D. The Municipal Court Judges Swearing-In Ceremony is December 11, 2017, from 9:30 a.m. to 
12:00 p.m., in the Supreme Court Courtroom at the Temple of Justice in Olympia, Washington. 

E. City of Spokane Municipal Community Court is hosting the 4th Anniversary Therapeutic Courts 
Summit Program on December 13, 2017, from 8:30 a.m. to 11:30 a.m.  The theme is 
“Therapeutic Courts:  When Access to Care Meets Access to Justice.”  Continuing Legal 
Education (CLE) and Continuing Judicial Education (CJE) credits are available. 

F. National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges Report reveals Thurston County District 
Court shows no bias toward minorities and fairly represents all demographics of the county.  The 
study is located at co.thurston.wa.us/distcrt/docs/TCDC_Report.pdf.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

19 
 
 
 
 

 

Other Business 
The next DMCJA Board Meeting is scheduled for January 12, 2018, 12:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m., at the AOC 
SeaTac Office in SeaTac, WA. 

 
 

Adjourn  

Persons with a disability, who require accommodation, should notify Susan Peterson at 360-705-5278 or 
susan.peterson@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. 

 

  

mailto:susan.peterson@courts.wa.gov


DMCJA Board of Governors Meeting 
Friday, November 3, 2017, 12:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 
AOC SeaTac Office 
SeaTac, WA 

MEETING MINUTES 

Members Present: 
Chair, Judge Scott Ahlf 
Judge Linda Coburn 
Judge Melanie Dane 
Judge Karen Donohue (by phone) 
Judge Douglas Fair 
Judge Michelle Gehlsen 
Commissioner Rick Leo  
Judge Samuel Meyer 
Judge Kevin Ringus (non-voting) 
Judge Rebecca Robertson 
Judge Douglas Robinson 
Judge Charles Short 

Members Absent: 
Judge Michael Finkle 
Judge Judy Jasprica (non-voting) 
Judge Dan B. Johnson (non-voting) 
Judge Michael Lambo  
Judge Mary Logan (non-voting) 
Judge G. Scott Marinella 
Judge Damon Shadid 

CALL TO ORDER 

Guests:  
Dr. David D. Luxton 
Ms. Cynthia Marr, DMCMA 
Mr. Loyd Willaford, WSAJ 

AOC Staff: 
Ms. Vicky Cullinane  
Ms. Sharon R. Harvey 
Ms. Susan Peterson 

Judge Ahlf, District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association (DMCJA) President, noted a quorum was present 
and called the DMCJA Board of Governors (Board) meeting to order at 12:30 p.m.  Judge Ahlf asked 
attendees to introduce themselves. 

GENERAL BUSINESS 

A. Minutes
The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/S/P) to approve the Board Meeting Minutes for 
October 13, 2017. 

B. Treasurer’s Report
M/S/P to approve the Treasurer’s Report.  Board members reviewed the Treasurer’s Report that was included 
in the meeting materials.  Judge Gehlsen addressed Judge Coburn’s inquiry from the September 17, 2017 
meeting regarding reimbursement for attendance at an August 31, 2017 DMCJA Legislative Committee 
meeting that Judge Coburn did not attend.  It was a simple clerical error—no check was actually issued to 
Judge Coburn—and the clerical error has been corrected.  In addition, Judge Gehlsen referenced the bylaws 
requirement for the Treasurer to obtain a bond and asked how to become bonded.  Ms. Harvey agreed to 
provide this information for Judge Gehlsen.  It was noted that a bond is especially necessary now that the 
DMCJA has hired a bookkeeper. 
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C. Special Fund Report
M/S/P to approve the Special Fund Report.  Judge Meyer gave the Special Fund report and provided the 
October 31, 2017 bank statement.  He also reported dues notices will go out to the membership soon. 
Judge Ahlf noted his name is still on the Special Fund bank statement and requested that the new Special 
Fund Custodian is added to the account. 

D. Standing Committee Reports

1. Legislative Committee
Judge Meyer, Legislative Committee Chair, reported the Committee is waiting to see what happens after the 
election—whether the Senate will have a democrat majority and the Senate Committee Chairs will change 
from republicans to democrats.  In addition, he has a meeting with Ms. Melanie Stewart, DMCJA Lobbyist, on 
Monday to give her the old bills and work with her on the new ones for the upcoming legislative session.  He 
informed Ms. Stewart also set up a meeting with Senator Jamie Pedersen on November 13, 2017.  He then 
presented three draft proposals for the Board’s review that address the recent issue in the Washington 
Supreme Court decision, Blomstrom v. Tripp, 402 P.3d 831 (2017), which invalidated the use of urinalysis as a 
pretrial condition for a DUI charge.  He informed the proposals would address all three court levels.  He also 
informed the Senate Law & Justice Committee is scheduled to hold a Work Session on November 14, 2017, to 
discuss possible legislative responses to the Blomstrom v. Tripp decision.  He said he has no recommendation 
yet on the three draft proposals.  Judge Ringus noted that the Legislative Committee minutes referred to 
Representative Roger Goodman as Judge Goodman.  Ms. Harvey will correct the minutes to reflect Mr. 
Goodman is a Representative and not a Judge. 

2. Public Outreach Committee
Judge Gehlsen, past Public Outreach Committee Chair, reported the Committee sent out a message to the 
DMCJA listserv encouraging members to contact their legislators.  The message included materials which 
were put together by Judge Susan Solan, current Public Outreach Committee Chair, and Ms. Harvey.  She 
explained the materials were provided to help make is easier for DMCJA members to contact their legislators, 
and she encouraged Board members to review them.  In addition, she discussed this year’s annual legislative 
reception on January 18, 2017, and informed Judge Ringus and Mr. Brady Horenstein, AOC Associate Director 
of Legislative Relations, are putting it together with all levels of court.  She explained it is important for as many 
members of the Board to be there as possible, and asked Board members to invite their legislators as well.  
She reemphasized the importance of legislators getting to know the membership. 

E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB) Update
There was no TCAB meeting today. 

F. Judicial Information Systems (JIS) Report
Ms. Cullinane reported they are currently working through contract negotiations regarding the Courts of Limited 
Jurisdiction Case Management System (CLJ-CMS) Project, and the CLJ-CMS Project Steering Committee is 
meeting again on November 20, 2017.  In the meantime, the Court User Work Group (CUWG) is preparing to 
start working with the vendor in January 2018.  She further reported that the Department of Licensing (DOL) 
is replacing its legacy systems, and the AOC will have to rewrite all of the current data exchanges with DOL as 
a result.  Part of the changes mean the ability to batch print Abstracts of Driver's Records (ADRs) will go away, 
and so far there have been few complaints, which is a good sign.  The CLJ Court Level User Group (CLUG) 
decided that not using scarce AOC resources to recreate batch printing in JIS was the best option.  The 
CLUG's reasons for the decision included that they are already moving towards a paperless system and that 
judges should have the most up-to-date information by using JABS directly, rather than a printed page that 
could be stale.  She explained courts will still have the ability to print single ADRs, if needed, but that it is 
ultimately better if they do not print ADRs ahead of time.  She said they also did a survey to see why courts 
were batch printing, and the majority were for judges or for prosecutors and defenders, all of whom now have 
JABS access so court staff should not need to print ADRs for them.   She explained September 2018 is when 

2



the change will be in place, and they are letting courts know now so they have time to adjust beforehand.  
Lastly, she reported that Judge Ahlf received a response letter from Ms. Barbara Christensen, Washington 
State Association of County Clerks (WSACC) President, regarding the Odyssey Portal access request.  The 
letter noted that if the goal of the DMCJA is to access documents from all counties, the DMCJA’s goal would 
not be achieved by going through the Odyssey portal, and that project staff could not work on it until the end of 
the project.  Ms. Cullinane explained that judges would be able to access documents in about half the counties. 
She further explained that AOC maintenance staff, not project staff, would do the work of creating the judge 
role, which would take approximately half a day, and registering judges for portal access.   

LIAISON REPORTS 

A. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA)
Judge Ringus reported that the BJA Legislative Reception is scheduled for January 18, 2018.  This will be a 
joint reception that includes all court levels.  The BJA met on October 20, 2017, and he presented information 
about legislative priorities.  The role of Mr. Brady Horenstein, AOC Associate Director of Legislative Relations, 
has expanded within the AOC to oversee the Office of Legislative and Judicial Relations.  Ms. Callie Dietz 
contacted Judges Ahlf and O’Donnell about the change, and the DMCJA and SCJA are expected to receive 
more support.  Judge Ringus wonders how that may impact the BJA Legislative Committee.  Judge Robertson 
reported the Policy and Planning Committee’s next meeting is November 17, 2017. 

B. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA)
Ms. Cynthia Marr reported the next DMCMA Board meeting is November 9, 2017.  In addition, she reported 
about the 2018 membership drive; current membership is about 180 with 108 courts represented.  She 
expressed her appreciation to Judge Ahlf for all the time Ms. Maryam Olson has been able to work with the 
DMCMA, and for the DMCMA’s ongoing invitation to attend the DMCJA Board meetings.  Lastly, she reported 
the DMCMA Regionals were a great success, and that they were held in 6 locations with 300 participants of all 
court levels.  She expressed her appreciation that Ms. Callie Dietz, State Court Administrator, and Chief 
Justice Mary Fairhurst, Washington State Supreme Court, attended one of the Regionals and informed it was a 
collaborative leadership session exploring development of the leader within each of us.   

C. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ)
Mr. Willaford reported the WSAJ Judicial Relations Committee discussed the issue of judicial independence at 
their first meeting of the year.  Further, he informed the Committee is trying to find more to assist the Judiciary.  
He will also work on recruiting some WSAJ members to attend the Legislative Reception on January 18, 2018.  

DISCUSSION 

A. Forensic Competency Evaluation Videoconferencing Pilot Project

Dave D. Luxton, Ph.D., M.S., Office of Forensic Mental Health Services & Department of Psychiatry and 
Behavioral Sciences, at the University of Washington School of Medicine, in Seattle, Washington, presented 
on the Forensic Competency Evaluation Videoconferencing Pilot Project (Project).  A copy of the presentation 
was also provided in the materials.  Dr. Luxton provided background information and an overview of the 
Project.  He explained the Project came about because of the increasing demand to complete in-jail forensic 
evaluations, which must be done in 14 days or less.  In addition, travel time to some jails can present 
scheduling challenges, and defense attorneys are not always available which can cause scheduling delays. 
He then explained the benefits of the Project, which include: secure videoconferencing (VC) in jails can allow 
forensic evaluators to conduct interviews remotely; allow attorneys to attend from their offices; greater 
efficiency in completing court-ordered competency to stand trial evaluations; reduced wait-time for defendants 
in jail; and that VC can be used for other purposes as well, such as court hearings and trainings.  He further 
explained the purpose of the Project is to establish and evaluate secure videoconferencing links between the 
state hospitals/facilities and county jails, and that those links would provide the capability for Department of 
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Social and Health Services (DSHS) forensic evaluators to conduct evaluation interviews (i.e., competency to 
stand trial) from distant sites and allow attorneys to attend from their offices if they so choose.  Lastly, he 
explained the Project steps, which jails are participating in the Project (Yakima County Department of 
Corrections, Snohomish County Jail, Island County Jail, and Grays Harbor County Jail), the VC technology that 
will be used for the Project, and the procedures for the Project.  After providing the Project overview, Dr. 
Luxton discussed the legal and regulatory considerations, the psychometric and practical feasibility, and the 
proposed process for the Project.  He then asked Board members for their thoughts and opinions about the 
Project, and he answered their questions.   

Dr. Luxton informed that the presentation was well received by public defenders.  One concern was about 
gaining defendants’ trust and whether one could gain rapport doing it this way.  He said the literature does not 
reflect that this is a problem, but he explained they would monitor it during their pilot Project.  He further 
explained it is done by 3-way conference so the defendant can see everyone, and there are large screens so 
that is not an issue.  Another question was whether it is in the statute where you can do video conferencing. 
He said he has not seen it, but they may want to look at it if it is a potential issue and/or limitation.  He informed 
that they plan to start in Snohomish County in January or February 2018 to go live, but since he is still training 
staff he cannot say for sure that will be the start date.  He reiterated the advantage in doing it this way is that 
evaluations can be done more quickly – without all the driving time from place to place.  Another question was, 
can both an in-person and video evaluation be done to compare how it works?  He said he can have some 
people do video, and others do in-person—so they are tracking it, but maybe in a more indirect way.  He 
further informed they will do some testing over the next couple months.  Another question was, how are the 
cases getting to the judges?  Dr. Luxton said he is talking to different judges, looking for good candidates for 
this Project, and that they will start slowly so if there are any hiccups, they can resolve them right away.  He 
further explained that he attended the Board meeting to obtain more ideas regarding the issue.   

Some Board members then provided information about their courts to Dr. Luxton so he can look into doing 
presentations there, and speak to public defender agencies about doing presentations to them.  It was 
suggested it is very important that he do these presentations before starting the Project.  There were additional 
questions about the equipment and any limitations.  He informed they use high definition connections, and that 
he has talked to people in Afghanistan to test the equipment.  He further informed they have not really found 
any limitations, except possibly not being able to “smell” (i.e. if a defendant smells like alcohol) and possibly 
“eye gaze”.  In addition, there was concern that seeing someone in person vs. in custody is very different, and 
the assessment may not be very good for seeing what their real demeanor is; therefor, there needs to be very 
high-quality equipment.  He reassured that their equipment is very high-quality, and also that they are starting 
out small with the Project so they can see how it works and make any needed adjustment early on.  Lastly, a 
question arose about what would happen if the defendant got started by video, but then decided they don’t 
want to do it that way after all.  He said in that case the video evaluation would revert to an in-person 
evaluation.  The Board thanked Dr. Luxton for his presentation.  Judge Ahlf expressed his appreciation for their 
effort to get evaluations done more quickly and timely and said it is good to see they are trying a new 
approach.   

B. Whether to Obtain a Financial Planner
The topic of whether the DMCJA should stay with the plan they already have or hire a financial planner to look 
at a better way was revisited.  There was additional Board discussion, and it was agreed that the DMCJA 
Treasurer will speak with Dino Traverso, and if there is additional information the topic will be put on the next 
Board agenda. 

C. YMCA Youth & Government Annual Fund Drive – Request for Funding
The Board discussed the YMCA’s request for funding. The Board previously approved funding for the YMCA 
Youth and Government Mock Trial Program in the requested amount of sixteen hundred dollars ($1600).  Ms. 
Harvey will send the original YMCA invoice to Judge Gehlsen, who will forward it to Ms. Christina Huwe, 
DMCJA Bookkeeper, for payment. 
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INFORMATION 

Judge Ahlf brought the following informational items to the Board’s attention: 

A. Judge Charles Short is a member of the BJA Court System Education Funding Task Force. 

B. Board members are encouraged to apply for DMCJA representative positions.  Available positions 
include: 
1. Minority and Justice Commission 
2. Presiding Judge & Administrator Education Committee (Co-Chair) 
3. Workgroup on Judicial Independence 

C. DMCJA Board members are encouraged to submit Board agenda topics for monthly meetings. 

D. The Municipal Court Judge Swearing-In Ceremony is December 11, 2017, from 9:30 a.m. to  
12:00 p.m., in the Supreme Court Courtroom at the Temple of Justice in Olympia, Washington. 

 
Judge Ringus encouraged Board members to attend the Municipal Court Judge Swearing-In Ceremony on 
December 11, 2017.  Judge Ahlf suggested the Board may want to consider a similar ceremony for District 
Court judges in the future. 
 

E. 2017-2018 Nominating Committee Roster (Northeast Region Vacancy Filled) 

F. Response Letter regarding DMCJA Request for Odyssey Portal Access 

G. Report to DMCJA regarding Leadership Grant Funding by Judge Marilyn Paja, Kitsap County District 
Court 

H. Report to DMCJA regarding Leadership Grant Funding by Judge Janet Garrow, King County District 
Court 

I. Sympathy Flowers were sent to Ms. Shannon Hinchcliffe, former AOC Staff for the DMCJA, for the loss 
of her father. 

 
Judge Ahlf informed that he recently discovered Ms. Hinchcliffe’s father had passed away.  Thus, flowers were 
sent to her on behalf of the DMCJA.  These flowers were paid from the Special Fund account and were in an 
amount less than $100.  Judge Gehlsen read an email message from Ms. Hinchcliffe to the Board expressing 
sincere thanks for the flowers. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
The next DMCJA Board Meeting is scheduled for December 8, 2017, 12:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m., at the AOC 
SeaTac Office in SeaTac, WA. 
 
ADJOURNED at 1:53 p.m. 
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DMCJA Legislative Committee Meeting 
FRIDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2017 
 
Via Teleconference 
9:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. 

MEETING MINUTES 
 
Members: 
Chair, Judge Samuel G. Meyer 
Judge Brett Buckley 
Judge Janet Garrow 
Judge Robert Grim  
Judge Corinna Harn 
Judge Gregg Hirakawa 
Judge Nancy McAllister 
Judge Glenn Phillips 
Judge Wade Samuelson  
Judge Jeffrey Smith 
Judge Shelley Szambelan 
Judge Thomas Verge 
Janene Johnstone, MCA Liaison  
Maryam Olson, DMCMA Liaison 
Kathy Seymour, DMCMA Liaison  
 

AOC Staff: 
Ms. J Benway 
Ms. Sharon Harvey 
 
 
Guests:  
Melanie Stewart, Legislative Representative 
 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

Judge Meyer called the meeting to order at 9:32 a.m. The Committee members introduced 
themselves.  
 

2. GENERAL BUSINESS 
A. Minutes: It was motioned, seconded and passed to approve the minutes for the 

September 8, 2017 meeting as presented.  
 

B. Legislative Committee Roster: The Committee was provided with the most current 
Committee roster.  

 
3. DMCJA LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS FOR 2018 

Judge Meyer stated that the Committee had conducted much of its business in recommending 
the 2018 DMCJA legislative agenda and that only a few issues remained to be discussed.  

 
A. Judicial Independence Proposal 

Judge Portnoy and Judge Jahns both raised issues regarding the independence of municipal 
courts and municipal court judges, especially with regard to cities closing municipal courts. 
Although Committee members recognize the significance of this issue, the effort that would be 
required to advance these concerns in the current political climate would likely outweigh any 
potential benefit from the proposals. The issue will go forward to the DMCJA Board, but the 
Committee is not in favor of pursuing legislation on this topic in the next session.  
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B. Clarification request for district and municipal courts regarding Electronic Home 
Monitoring (EHM) and Electronic Home Detention (EHD) as it relates to the 
Sentencing Reform Act (SRA) 

Judge Hirakawa previously provided a memo regarding whether the electronic home monitoring 
statutes are intended to apply to courts of limited jurisdiction (CLJs). Ms. Harvey surveyed small 
jurisdictions regarding the potential impact of legislation and provided the results to the 
Committee. The Committee determined that given the number of DMCJA legislative proposals 
and the potential impact on small jurisdictions that it would not pursue this proposal at this time.   
 

C. Weapons allowed to Judges and Court Commissioners 
The Committee reviewed information provided by Judge Harn regarding a definition of “court 
security”. The Committee decided that, in light of the recent court rule regarding court security 
and because it is likely to be opposed, they would not purse a proposal regarding court security 
or weapons at this time.  
 

D. DNA Samples 
Ms. Stewart stated that she checked with the City of Seattle and they do not intend to propose a 
bill that would require WSP to test DNA samples from municipal courts. Judge Phillips noted 
that the problem was not limited to Seattle. The Committee agreed to move forward with this 
proposal and present it to the DMCJA Board.  
 

E. Discover Pass Fee  
Ms. Stewart stated that the state Parks agency was not willing to request a bill to split the fee for 
Discover Pass violations. Senator King of Skamania has agreed to sponsor a bill if requested by 
DMCJA. The Committee agreed to recommend proposing the bill, which will allow DMCJA to 
request a version that does not condition the funds on a particular dismissal rate.  
 

4. OTHER ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION 
A. Small Claims Court Jurisdiction 

The Senate Law & Justice Committee is meeting on October 24 in Spokane to discuss raising 
the jurisdictional limit for small claims actions, which is currently $5,000. Judge Smith agreed to 
attend the meeting. The Committee has no position on whether it would support a proposed 
increase. 
 

B. Blomstrom v. Tripp 

Judge Harn raised a concern regarding the preclusion of urinalysis as a pretrial condition for a 
DUI arrest in the recent Supreme Court decision Blomstrom v. Tripp. Judge Meyer stated that 
the DMCJA Board was going to discuss the issue and that it would likely be discussed by the 
DUI Workgroup as well.  
 

5. INFORMATION 
A. 2017-2018 DMCJA Legislative Committee Meeting Schedule 

The Committee was presented with a revised meeting schedule.  
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B. Fiscal Note (Judicial Impact Note) Team has open DMCJA positions 

 
6. OTHER BUSINESS 

A. Next Meeting: Friday, November 17, 2017, 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. 
The Committee will meet telephonically in November.  
 

7. ADJOURN 
The meeting was adjourned at 10:45 a.m.  
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DMCJA 2017-2018 Adopted Budget
Item/Committee

Access to Justice Liaison 100.00$                    

Audit 2,000.00$                 

Bar Association Liaison 1,500.00$                 

Board Meeting Expense 30,000.00$              

Bookkeeping Expense 3,500.00$                 

Bylaws Committee 250.00$                    

Conference Calls 250.00$                    

Conference Planning Committee 4,000.00$                 

Conference Incidental Fees for 2018 Spring 

Program 40,000.00$              

Diversity Committee 2,000.00$                 

DMCJA/SCJA Sentencing Alternatives aka "Trial 

Ct Sentencing & Supervision Comm" 1,000.00$                 

DMCMA Liaision 500.00$                    

DOL Liaison Committee 200.00$                    

Education Committee 14,500.00$              

Education-Security 2,500.00$                 

Educational Grants 5,000.00$                 

Judicial Assistance Committee* 13,000.00$              

Judicial College Social Support 1,500.00$                 

Judicial Community Outreach 4,000.00$                 

Judicial Independence Fire Brigade 1,000.00$                 

Legislative Committee 4,000.00$                 

Legislative Pro-Tem 2,500.00$                 

Lobbyist Contract 65,000.00$              

Lobbyist Expenses 1,500.00$                 

Long-Range Planning Committee 750.00$                    

MCA Liaison 1,000.00$                 

Municipal/Dist Ct Swearing-in 4 yrs (12/2017) 500.00$                    

National Leadership Grants 5,000.00$                 

Nominating Committee 400.00$                    

President Expense 5,000.00$                 

Pro Tempore (committee chair approval) 10,000.00$              

Professional Services 5,000.00$                 

Public Outreach (ad hoc workgroup) 2,500.00$                 

Rules Committee 500.00$                    

SCJA Board Liaison 1,000.00$                 

Treasurer Expense and Bonds 250.00$                    

Therapeutic Courts Committee 1,000.00$                 

Trial Court Advocacy Board 500.00$                    

Uniform Infraction Committee 1,000.00$                 

Total 234,200.00$            

*Includes $6,500 from the SCJA
DMCJA\Board\Budget\2010-Present\2017-2018 Adopted Budget.xls
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From: Catherine Brown
To: Harvey, Sharon
Cc: David Johnson
Subject: Public Trust & Confidence Committee Request of the District and Municipal Court Judges Association
Date: Thursday, November 16, 2017 11:26:17 AM
Attachments: PT&C Cmte Fund Request Memo - District and Municipal Court Judges.pdf

WA Courts PSA Production Budget.pdf

Hello Ms. Harvey,
 
I hope you are well.  I am getting in touch on behalf of the BJA Public Trust & Confidence
Committee’s Access to Justice Subcommittee.  Our subcommittee is working to develop a public
service announcement (PSA) video which highlights that litigants can expect to be treated with
fairness, dignity, and respect in the courthouse.  We would like to invite the court staff and judges
associations to contribute to the cost of the project.  I’m hoping you might help to distribute the
attached memo to the District and Municipal Court Judges Association.  I’ve also attached a budget
from TVW which outlines the projected cost of this project. 
 
Please be in touch should you and/or your association require additional information from us.  Thank
you in advance for your help with this project – we very much appreciate it!
 
Catherine Brown
Pro Bono Council Manager
(206) 267-7026
Pro Bono Document Hub
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Memorandum 


 


To: District and Municipal Court Judges Association 


 


From: Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) Public Trust and Confidence Committee 


 


Date: November 16, 2017 


 


Re: Funding Request from the BJA Public Trust and Confidence Committee 


 


 


We write on behalf of a subcommittee of the Board for Judicial Administration Public Trust and 


Confidence Committee.  The vision of our Committee is to achieve the highest possible level of 


public trust and confidence in the Washington judicial system, and the mission is to assess the 


public’s level of trust and confidence in the Washington judicial system and to develop strategies 


to increase that trust and confidence. 


 


We invite the above-named Associations to help fund a public service announcement (PSA) 


video, which highlights that litigants can expect to be treated with fairness, dignity, and respect 


in the courthouse.  We are working with Washington State’s public affairs television network, 


TVW, to develop, produce, and distribute the video.  In the past, the Public Trust and Confidence 


Committee and TVW created similar videos, including Myths and Misperceptions about 


Washington Courts and the Importance of Serving on a Jury.  The TVW team assigned to this 


proposed video has extensive production experience, winning multiple Emmy and NATOA 


Government Programming Awards for previous efforts. 


 


We seek funding to cover video production costs and we invite your association to consider 


contributing to this project.  Our proposed budget for this project is attached for your reference.  


While we will gratefully accept your contribution in any amount, we respectfully request a $500 


from your association.  We would be pleased to list your association as a co-sponsor of this video 


should you be in a position to contribute funds.  We have extended similar funding requests to 


the Washington State Supreme Court’s Minority and Justice Commission, Gender and Justice 


Commission, and Interpreter Commission as well as the Superior Court Judges Association, the 


Association of Washington Superior Court Administrators, the Washington Association of 


Juvenile Court Administrators, the District and Municipal Court Management Association, and 


the Washington State Association of County Clerks. 


 


We appreciate your consideration of our request.  Please contact Public Trust and Confidence 


Subcommittee Co-chairs David Johnson (davidj@tvw.org) or Catherine Brown 


(catherineb@kcba.org) with any questions, comments, or if we can provide additional 


information. 



mailto:davidj@tvw.org

mailto:catherineb@kcba.org






Washington Public Affairs Network October 2017
dba TVW


1058 Capitol Way South
Olympia, WA 98501
360-725-3999


WA Courts PSA Projected Budget


The breakdown below shows estimated staff hours and video, audio and editing equipment use. Totals 
below do not include the TVW in-kind contribution of $1,000. 


Description Amount
Pre-contract meeting


• Complimentary meeting to discuss video concept, timeline, and bid


Pre-production


• Story development and script writing


Production


• Shooting 
• Camera Package
• Travel


Post-production


• Editing 
• Video color grading and audio sweetening
• Graphics 
• Editing Suite


***


$400


$450
$300
$200


$450
$450
$450
$300


Total Projected Budget $3,000.00
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Washington Public Affairs Network October 2017
dba TVW

1058 Capitol Way South
Olympia, WA 98501
360-725-3999

WA Courts PSA Projected Budget

The breakdown below shows estimated staff hours and video, audio and editing equipment use. Totals 
below do not include the TVW in-kind contribution of $1,000. 

Description Amount
Pre-contract meeting

• Complimentary meeting to discuss video concept, timeline, and bid

Pre-production

• Story development and script writing

Production

• Shooting 
• Camera Package
• Travel

Post-production

• Editing 
• Video color grading and audio sweetening
• Graphics 
• Editing Suite

***

$400

$450
$300
$200

$450
$450
$450
$300

Total Projected Budget $3,000.00
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From: Higashi, Brenden Scott
To: Harvey, Sharon
Subject: Re: Survey of Washington Judges
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 11:41:51 AM
Attachments: Judges Demographic Survey.docx

Sharon,

Thank you for agreeing to consider my request to survey District and Municipal Judges in the 
State of Washington. Attached is a copy of the list of questions asked in the survey, and below 
you will find more information about myself and my project. I attached a word document 
listing the questions in the survey rather than provide a link to the survey itself, as doing so 
would show up as a response to the survey in my records. As I had mentioned, this survey is 
one step in my data collection for my dissertation project.

My name is Brenden Higashi and I am a Ph.D. Candidate at Washington State University, 
working under the direction of Cornell Clayton. My dissertation project aims to explore how 
judges view their jobs as judges and their role in the American legal system. As part of my 
dissertation, I am in the process of distributing a survey to judges at the state and federal 
levels. The survey focuses on their professional career histories and demographics so that I 
can build a portrait of the judiciary in the American Northwest. My goal is to use information 
collected in the survey to invite judges to participate in interviews but in order to do that, I 
need to have a more complete picture of the population of judges’ demographics and 
professional backgrounds to begin with. 
 
The project, including both the survey and interviews, has been designated exempt from IRB 
(Institutional Review Board) oversight at Washington State University on the grounds that the 
questions are considered innocuous  and participation would be at the discretion of the judges 
themselves. The identities of any judge who is willing to participate will be kept confidential, 
and only my and advisor and myself will have access to the information collected. Under no 
circumstances will responses be shared in such a way that would identify individual judges. 
Judges will never be asked questions about their views on particular cases, and judges who 
participate are free to skip any question in the survey. The questionnaire is based on other 
surveys sent to state supreme court judges and other state judges by academic researchers. 

I estimate the survey would take judges approximately 15-20 minutes to complete. If you or 
the Association’s president have any questions, I would be more than happy to answer them, 
either via email or over the phone (509.995.8297). If you would be willing to forward the 
survey to District and Municipal Court Judges, I can send you another email with a short 
statement about the project and a link to the survey that can be forwarded to the judges. 

Best,

Brenden Higashi
Ph.D Candidate
School of Politics, Philosophy and Public Affairs
Washington State University
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Judges’ Demographic Survey



My name is Brenden Higashi, and I am a Ph.D. Candidate in Political Science at Washington State University working under the direction of Professor Cornell Clayton. I invite you to participate in the following research study.



The purpose of this study is to collect demographic information about American judges in order to provide a better a more complete portrait of the American judiciary at its various levels. Based on these results, you may be invited to participate in additional studies investigating the judiciary. Participation in this survey will not obligate you to participate in future research.



Since this survey will be used to invite judges like yourself to participate in further studies, this survey is not anonymous to myself or my advisor, Dr. Clayton. However, identifying information—including but not limited to your name, the specific location of your judicial post, and other characteristics that could revel your identity—will be kept confidential by the researchers and will not be disclosed or used in a way that might identify who you are. As with all research, there is a chance confidentiality could be compromised; however, we are taking precautions to minimize the risk.



This survey should take approximately 10-15 minutes to complete and will begin once you give your consent below.



There are no direct benefits to you from this research. It is my hope that the research will benefit the scientific and legal communities and lead to a greater understanding of American judges. Some of the research questions may make you uncomfortable, but you are free to decline to answer any questions that you do not wish to answer or stop participating at any time. There are no costs to you associated with participating in this study.



Please understand that participation in this research is completely voluntary.  You are free to decline to take part in the project. You can decline to answer any questions and are free to stop taking part in the project at any time. Taking part in this survey does not and will not obligate you to participate in future research projects, including the follow-up interviews mentioned above. Whether or not you choose to participate in the research and whether or not you choose to answer a question or continue participating in the project, there will be no penalty to you or loss of benefits to which you are otherwise entitled.



If you have any questions about the research, you may email me, Brenden Higashi, at brenden.higashi@wsu.edu, or my advisor, Dr. Cornell Clayton, at cwclayton@wsu.edu.



If you have any questions or concerns about your rights or treatment as a research subject, you may contact WSU’s Institutional Review Board at 509.335.9553 or irb@wsu.edu.



[click: I consent.]



Questionaire





Your responses to the following two questions will be used to match information about your locale to data collected by the U.S. Census Bureau and other sources. Your full zip code will never be disclosed by the researcher. 



1. What is the zip code for your primary residence?

2. What is the zip code of your judicial post?



The next section collects information about your professional experience.



Current judicial position:

3. Which state is your judicial post located in? [Drop down list of U.S. States]

4. What county is your judicial post located in? [Text box]

5. Which of the following best describes your current judicial post?

a. Federal Appellate Court

b. Federal District Court

c. Other Federal Court (please specify)

d. State Supreme Court

e. State Intermediate Appellate Court

f. State Trial Judge/County Judge

g. Other State Judge (please specify)

6.  How many years have you served in your current judicial post? [textbox]

7. Were you first appointed or elected to your current judicial post?

a. Appointed

b. Elected

8. Is your primary residence in the same county as your judicial post? [Yes/No)

a. If no, what county is your primary residence in? (text box)

9. How would you describe the area your judicial post is in?

a. Urban

b. Suburban

c. Rural

10. Please indicate your level of agreement with the following statements (Strongly agree/agree/disagree/strongly disagree):

a. A good judge is one who sticks as closely as possible to precedents

b. Judges should be allowed great discretion in decision-making in order to ensure that their decisions are “just”

c. It is wrong for a judge to allow his or her personal philosophy to influence his or her decisions

d. Precedents are rarely conclusive; usually a judge can find a precedent that supports his or her own point of view

e. Precedents and statutes are the main factors that should influence judges’ decisions

f. It is just as legitimate to make a decision and then find the precedent as it is to find the precedent and then make the decision



Previous Professional Experience

11. Please indicate each type of judge for which you have clerked (check all that apply)

a. Federal Trial

b. Federal Appellate

c. State Trial

d. State Appellate

e. Local Trial

f. None

12. Please indicate the total number of years, if any, you have worked for a government in each of the following settings:

		

		Federal Government

		State Government

		Local Government



		As a Lawyer

		_______________

		_______________

		_______________



		As a Judge

		_______________

		_______________

		_______________



		In another government position

		_______________

		_______________

		_______________







13. Please indicate the total number of years, if any, that you have worked as an attorney in the following settings:

		Attorney General’s office

		_______________



		District Attorney’s office

		_______________



		In-house counsel

		_______________



		Private Practice, 2-10 lawyers

		_______________



		Private Practice, 11-50 lawyers

		_______________



		Private Practice, 51 or more lawyers

		_______________



		Public Defender’s office

		_______________



		Public Interest Firm or Interest Group

		_______________



		Solo Practice

		_______________







14. Did you hold any judgeships prior to your current position?

a. Yes (please specify:___________________)

b. No

15. Have you ever held any non-judicial, appointed position in your state government prior to your current position?

a. Yes (please specify:___________________)

b. No

16. Have you ever held any non-judicial, appointed position in the federal government prior to your current position?

a. Yes (please specify:___________________)

b. No

17. Have you ever held an elected, non-judicial office?

a. Yes (please specify:___________________)

b. No

18. Have you ever taught as a full-time or adjunct instructor of law (not, for example, as an occasional guest lecturer in a class)

a. Yes

b. No

i. If so, at what type of school(s) did you teach law (check all that apply)

1. Community college

2. Four-year college or university

3. Law School

4. Graduate Program (Ph.D., M.A., etc.)





Demographics

19. In what year were you born? [Drop-down list of years]

20. What is your gender [Male/Female/Other]

21. What race do you consider yourself? (check all that apply)

a. White/Caucasian

b. Black/African-American

c. Latin American

d. Native American/American Indian or Alaska Native

e. Asian/Pacific Islander

f. Other (Please Specify)

22. Do you consider yourself to be Hispanic?

a. Yes

b. No

23. Do you identify as a member of the LGBT (Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender) community?

a. Yes

b. No

c. Prefer not to say

24. What is your current marital status?

a. Never Married

b. Married

c. Domestic Partnership

d. Divorced

e. Widowed

25. Generally speaking, do you consider yourself to be a Democrat, Republican, or something else?

a. Democrat

b. Republican

c. Other  (please specify)

d. Prefer not to say

26. Which of the following best describes your religious beliefs?

a. Catholic

b. Jewish

c. Muslim

d. Protestant

e. None/atheist/agnostic

f. Other (please specify)

27. If you identify as Christian, do you consider yourself born again?

a. Yes

b. No

28. Apart from weddings and funerals, how often do you attend religious services?

a. Every day

b. Almost every day

c. Every week

d. Almost every week

e. Once or twice a month

f. A few times a year

29. How would you describe the area in which you spent or mostly spent your childhood?

a. Urban

b. Suburban

c. Rural

30. How would you describe the area in which you currently reside?

a. Urban 

b. Suburban

c. Rural

31. Please indicate each advanced academic degree that you have earned (check all that apply)

h. J.D. 

i. LL.M.

j. Ph.D.

k. M.P.A. or M.P.P.

l. Other M.A. or M.S.

m. None

n. Other (please specify)

32. In what year did you graduate law school? 



This section of the questionnaire collects personal identifying information from you, for the purposes of inviting you to participate in future research. Providing your name and contact information below does not obligate you to participate in future research.

1. Name:

2. Email address:

3. Contact phone:

4. Mailing address:





Judges’ Demographic Survey 
 
My name is Brenden Higashi, and I am a Ph.D. Candidate in Political Science at Washington 
State University working under the direction of Professor Cornell Clayton. I invite you to 
participate in the following research study. 
 
The purpose of this study is to collect demographic information about American judges in 
order to provide a better a more complete portrait of the American judiciary at its various 
levels. Based on these results, you may be invited to participate in additional studies 
investigating the judiciary. Participation in this survey will not obligate you to participate 
in future research. 
 
Since this survey will be used to invite judges like yourself to participate in further studies, 
this survey is not anonymous to myself or my advisor, Dr. Clayton. However, identifying 
information—including but not limited to your name, the specific location of your judicial 
post, and other characteristics that could revel your identity—will be kept confidential by 
the researchers and will not be disclosed or used in a way that might identify who you are. 
As with all research, there is a chance confidentiality could be compromised; however, we 
are taking precautions to minimize the risk. 
 
This survey should take approximately 10-15 minutes to complete and will begin once you 
give your consent below. 
 
There are no direct benefits to you from this research. It is my hope that the research will 
benefit the scientific and legal communities and lead to a greater understanding of 
American judges. Some of the research questions may make you uncomfortable, but you 
are free to decline to answer any questions that you do not wish to answer or stop 
participating at any time. There are no costs to you associated with participating in this 
study. 
 
Please understand that participation in this research is completely voluntary.  You are free 
to decline to take part in the project. You can decline to answer any questions and are free 
to stop taking part in the project at any time. Taking part in this survey does not and will 
not obligate you to participate in future research projects, including the follow-up 
interviews mentioned above. Whether or not you choose to participate in the research and 
whether or not you choose to answer a question or continue participating in the project, 
there will be no penalty to you or loss of benefits to which you are otherwise entitled. 
 
If you have any questions about the research, you may email me, Brenden Higashi, at 
brenden.higashi@wsu.edu, or my advisor, Dr. Cornell Clayton, at cwclayton@wsu.edu. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns about your rights or treatment as a research subject, 
you may contact WSU’s Institutional Review Board at 509.335.9553 or irb@wsu.edu. 
 
[click: I consent.] 
 

14

mailto:brenden.higashi@wsu.edu
mailto:cwclayton@wsu.edu
mailto:irb@wsu.edu


Questionaire 
 

 
Your responses to the following two questions will be used to match information about 
your locale to data collected by the U.S. Census Bureau and other sources. Your full zip code 
will never be disclosed by the researcher.  
 

1. What is the zip code for your primary residence? 
2. What is the zip code of your judicial post? 

 
The next section collects information about your professional experience. 
 
Current judicial position: 

3. Which state is your judicial post located in? [Drop down list of U.S. States] 
4. What county is your judicial post located in? [Text box] 
5. Which of the following best describes your current judicial post? 

a. Federal Appellate Court 
b. Federal District Court 
c. Other Federal Court (please specify) 
d. State Supreme Court 
e. State Intermediate Appellate Court 
f. State Trial Judge/County Judge 
g. Other State Judge (please specify) 

6.  How many years have you served in your current judicial post? [textbox] 
7. Were you first appointed or elected to your current judicial post? 

a. Appointed 
b. Elected 

8. Is your primary residence in the same county as your judicial post? [Yes/No) 
a. If no, what county is your primary residence in? (text box) 

9. How would you describe the area your judicial post is in? 
a. Urban 
b. Suburban 
c. Rural 

10. Please indicate your level of agreement with the following statements (Strongly 
agree/agree/disagree/strongly disagree): 

a. A good judge is one who sticks as closely as possible to precedents 
b. Judges should be allowed great discretion in decision-making in order to 

ensure that their decisions are “just” 
c. It is wrong for a judge to allow his or her personal philosophy to influence his 

or her decisions 
d. Precedents are rarely conclusive; usually a judge can find a precedent that 

supports his or her own point of view 
e. Precedents and statutes are the main factors that should influence judges’ 

decisions 
f. It is just as legitimate to make a decision and then find the precedent as it is 

to find the precedent and then make the decision 

15



 
Previous Professional Experience 

11. Please indicate each type of judge for which you have clerked (check all that apply) 
a. Federal Trial 
b. Federal Appellate 
c. State Trial 
d. State Appellate 
e. Local Trial 
f. None 

12. Please indicate the total number of years, if any, you have worked for a government 
in each of the following settings: 

 Federal 
Government 

State 
Government 

Local 
Government 

As a Lawyer _______________ _______________ _______________ 
As a Judge _______________ _______________ _______________ 
In another 
government 
position 

_______________ _______________ _______________ 

 
13. Please indicate the total number of years, if any, that you have worked as an 

attorney in the following settings: 
Attorney General’s office _______________ 
District Attorney’s office _______________ 
In-house counsel _______________ 
Private Practice, 2-10 lawyers _______________ 
Private Practice, 11-50 lawyers _______________ 
Private Practice, 51 or more lawyers _______________ 
Public Defender’s office _______________ 
Public Interest Firm or Interest Group _______________ 
Solo Practice _______________ 

 
14. Did you hold any judgeships prior to your current position? 

a. Yes (please specify:___________________) 
b. No 

15. Have you ever held any non-judicial, appointed position in your state government 
prior to your current position? 

a. Yes (please specify:___________________) 
b. No 

16. Have you ever held any non-judicial, appointed position in the federal government 
prior to your current position? 

a. Yes (please specify:___________________) 
b. No 

17. Have you ever held an elected, non-judicial office? 
a. Yes (please specify:___________________) 
b. No 
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18. Have you ever taught as a full-time or adjunct instructor of law (not, for example, as 
an occasional guest lecturer in a class) 

a. Yes 
b. No 

i. If so, at what type of school(s) did you teach law (check all that apply) 
1. Community college 
2. Four-year college or university 
3. Law School 
4. Graduate Program (Ph.D., M.A., etc.) 

 
 
Demographics 

19. In what year were you born? [Drop-down list of years] 
20. What is your gender [Male/Female/Other] 
21. What race do you consider yourself? (check all that apply) 

a. White/Caucasian 
b. Black/African-American 
c. Latin American 
d. Native American/American Indian or Alaska Native 
e. Asian/Pacific Islander 
f. Other (Please Specify) 

22. Do you consider yourself to be Hispanic? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

23. Do you identify as a member of the LGBT (Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender) 
community? 

a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Prefer not to say 

24. What is your current marital status? 
a. Never Married 
b. Married 
c. Domestic Partnership 
d. Divorced 
e. Widowed 

25. Generally speaking, do you consider yourself to be a Democrat, Republican, or 
something else? 

a. Democrat 
b. Republican 
c. Other  (please specify) 
d. Prefer not to say 

26. Which of the following best describes your religious beliefs? 
a. Catholic 
b. Jewish 
c. Muslim 
d. Protestant 
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e. None/atheist/agnostic 
f. Other (please specify) 

27. If you identify as Christian, do you consider yourself born again? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

28. Apart from weddings and funerals, how often do you attend religious services? 
a. Every day 
b. Almost every day 
c. Every week 
d. Almost every week 
e. Once or twice a month 
f. A few times a year 

29. How would you describe the area in which you spent or mostly spent your 
childhood? 

a. Urban 
b. Suburban 
c. Rural 

30. How would you describe the area in which you currently reside? 
a. Urban  
b. Suburban 
c. Rural 

31. Please indicate each advanced academic degree that you have earned (check all that 
apply) 

h. J.D.  
i. LL.M. 
j. Ph.D. 
k. M.P.A. or M.P.P. 
l. Other M.A. or M.S. 
m. None 
n. Other (please specify) 

32. In what year did you graduate law school?  
 

This section of the questionnaire collects personal identifying information from you, for the 
purposes of inviting you to participate in future research. Providing your name and contact 
information below does not obligate you to participate in future research. 

1. Name: 
2. Email address: 
3. Contact phone: 
4. Mailing address: 
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Spokane Community Court  
4th Anniversary Therapeutic Courts Summit Program 

 

“Therapeutic Courts: When Access to Care Meets Access to Justice” 
 

Wednesday, December 13, 2017, 8:30 am – 11:30 am 

8:00–8:30 Registration 
8:30–10:00 Plenary: 
Welcome Address:  Justice Debra Stephens, Washington State Supreme Court 
Guest Speaker:  Merf Ehman, Executive Director, Columbia Legal Services 
Principles of Community Court:  Julius Lang, Center for Court Innovation 
 
10:00-11:30 Panel Session: 
Theme: “Why Provision of Care is Integral to a Successful Diversion Program” 
Chair: Justice Susan Owens – Washington State Supreme Court 
Panel Members:   
• Dr. Jacqueline vanWormer – Whitworth University, Visiting Asst. Prof. 
• Judge Linda Tompkins – Spokane Superior Court, presiding over Drug Court 
• Chief Brian Schaeffer – Spokane Fire Dept. 
• Dr. Darin Neven, MS, MD – Providence Sacred Heart Medical Center 
• Judge Aimee Maurer – Spokane Cty District Court, presiding over Mental Health Therapeutic Court 
• Justice Debra Stephens – Washington State Supreme Court 
• Judge Mary Logan – Spokane Municipal Court, presiding over Community and Veteran’s Court 
• Captain Dave Singley – Spokane Police Dept., Downtown Precinct Commander  
• Dr. Rob McCann – President and CEO of Catholic Charities 
• Genevieve Mann – Gonzaga Law School, Supervising Attorney and Asst. Prof. 
• Tim Sigler – Spokane Municipal Probation, Supervisor 

 
Registration Information 

 

• Where: Northeast Community Center, 4001 N. Cook Street 
• Attendance is free but registration is required for venue capacity determination. 
• Door registrations will be accepted on a space available basis. 
• If you have special needs related to disabilities, please contact us at least five working days prior to the program. 
• To register, please send an email to Brianne Howe at:  bhowe@spokanecity.org  
      OR:   Genevieve Mann at: manng@lawschool.gonzaga.edu 

 

Sponsors 
City of Spokane Community Court                                                                       Whitworth University 
Administrative Office of the Courts                                                                      Gonzaga University School of Law 

 

Pending CLE/CJE/CEU Credits 

 

CITY OF SPOKANE MUNICIPAL 

COMMUNITY COURT 
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DMCJA BOARD MEETING 
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2017 
12:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
AOC SEATAC OFFICE 
SEATAC, WA 

PRESIDENT SCOTT K. AHLF 

            SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA  PAGE 

Call to Order  

 
General Business 

A. Minutes – November 3, 2017 
B. Treasurer’s Report  

C. Special Fund Report  
D. Standing Committee Reports 

1. Legislative Committee – Judge Samuel Meyer 

a. Minutes for October 13, 2017 
E. Trial Court Advocacy Board (TCAB)  
F. Judicial Information Systems (JIS) Report – Ms. Vicky Cullinane 

 
 

1-5 
X1-X14 

X15 
 
 

6-8 
 

Liaison Reports 
A. Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) – Ms. Callie Dietz 

B. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) – Judges Ringus, Jasprica, Logan, and Johnson  
C. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) – Ms. Cynthia Marr 

D. Misdemeanant Probation Association (MPA) – Ms. Stacie Scarpaci 

E. Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) – Judge Blaine Gibson 

F. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) – Loyd James Willaford, Esq.  
G. Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) – Kim E. Hunter, Esq.  

 

Discussion 
A. Funding Request for Workgroup on Judicial Independence 
B. Funding Request for BJA Public Trust and Confidence TVW Public Service Announcement  
C. Survey Request for Judges Demographic from Brenden Higashi, Washington State 

University Ph.D. Candidate 
D. CLJ-CMS Project Update 
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10-12 
13-18 

 
 



 

 

Information  
A. DMCJA Board members are encouraged to submit Board agenda topics for monthly 

meetings. 
B. Board members are encouraged to apply for DMCJA representative positions.  Available 

positions include: 
1. Presiding Judge & Administrator Education Committee (Co-Chair) 
2. Washington State Access to Justice Board (Liaison Position) 

C. Magistrate Faye Chess, Seattle Municipal Court, is the new DMCJA Representative on the 
Minority and Justice Commission. 

D. The Municipal Court Judges Swearing-In Ceremony is December 11, 2017, from 9:30 a.m. 
to 12:00 p.m., in the Supreme Court Courtroom at the Temple of Justice in Olympia, 
Washington. 

E. City of Spokane Municipal Community Court is hosting the 4th Anniversary Therapeutic 
Courts Summit Program on December 13, 2017, from 8:30 a.m. to 11:30 a.m.  The theme is 
“Therapeutic Courts:  When Access to Care Meets Access to Justice.”  Continuing Legal 
Education (CLE) and Continuing Judicial Education (CJE) credits are available. 

F. National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges Report reveals Thurston County 
District Court shows no bias toward minorities and fairly represents all demographics of the 
county.  The study is located at co.thurston.wa.us/distcrt/docs/TCDC_Report.pdf.  
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Other Business 
The next DMCJA Board Meeting is scheduled for January 12, 2018, 12:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m., at the 
AOC SeaTac Office in SeaTac, WA. 

 
 

Adjourn  

Persons with a disability, who require accommodation, should notify Susan Peterson at 360-705-5278 or 
susan.peterson@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. 

 

  

mailto:susan.peterson@courts.wa.gov
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