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2020-2021 

DATE TIME MEETING LOCATION 

Friday, July 10, 2020 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, Aug. 14, 2020 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. ZOOM Video Conference 

Sunday, Sept. 13, 2020 
Friday, Sept. 11, 2020 

9:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. 
12:30 – 3:30 p.m. 

2020 Annual Judicial Conference, 
Spokane, WA 
ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, Oct. 9, 2020 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. AOC SeaTac Office Center 
ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, Nov. 13, 2020 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. AOC SeaTac Office Center 
ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, Dec. 4, 2020 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, Jan.8, 2021 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. AOC SeaTac Office Center 
ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, Feb. 12, 2021 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. AOC SeaTac Office Center 
ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, March 12, 2021 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. AOC SeaTac Office Center 
ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, April 9, 2021 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. AOC SeaTac Office Center 
ZOOM Video Conference 

Friday, May 7, 2021 & 
Saturday, May 8, 2021 

May 7: 12:00-5:00 p.m. 
May 8: 9:00-1:00 p.m. 

2021 DMCJA Board Retreat, 
Location: TBD 

May/June 2021 – TBD 9:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. 2021 DMCJA Spring Conference, 
Location: TBD 

AOC Staff:  Dory Nicpon 

Updated: October 9, 2020 



 

DMCJA BOARD MEETING 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 8, 2021 
12:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
ZOOM VIDEO CONFERENCE  

PRESIDENT MICHELLE GEHLSEN 

                 AGENDA  PAGE 

Call to Order  

General Business 

A. Minutes for December 4, 2020 

B. Special Guest, Margaret Fisher 

 
 
 

 

Breakout Sessions 

C. Discussion Question (break out rooms; pick a spokesperson to report back to the group): 

 What are you doing differently due to the pandemic (innovation, helpful tip, etc.) that is 

helping your court? 

 

General Business, Continued 

D. Judicial Information System (“JIS”) Report – Vicky Cullinane  

E. Treasurer’s Report  

F. Special Fund Report  

G. Standing Committee Reports  

1. Rules Committee – October 28, 2020 Minutes 

2. Diversity Committee 

3. Legislative Committee 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1-2 
 
 
 

Liaison Reports 

A. Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) – Dawn Marie Rubio, State Court Administrator 

B. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) – Judge Mary Logan, Judge Dan Johnson, Judge 
Tam Bui, and Judge Rebecca Robertson  

C. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) – Patricia Kohler, President 

D. Misdemeanant Probation Association (MPA) – Stacie Scarpaci, Representative 

E. Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) – Judge David Estudillo, President-Elect 

F. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) – Sean Bennet Malcolm, Esq. 

G. Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) – Kim E. Hunter, Esq.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



Discussion 

A. CLJ-CMS Project and Rules for E-filing – Judge Kimberly Walden 

B. DMCJA Rules Committee Update on Court Rule Amendments Effective in February – Judge 
Jeffrey Goodwin and Ms. J Benway 

C. Proposal from the DMCJA Rules Committee regarding amending CRLJ 43 – Judge Jeffrey 
Goodwin and Ms. J Benway 

D. Bench Warrant Suspension and Letter from DMCJA – Judge Doug Fair  

E. Ad Hoc Committee Examining Ethics Advisory Opinion 20-07 (Update) – Judge Sam Meyer 

 

 
 

3-46 

 

47-49 

 
 

Information 
 

A. 2020 DMCJA Annual Report  
 

B. BJA Innovating Justice Award: To nominate someone for this award, please use the attached 
Award Nomination Form.  Nominations will be received on an ongoing basis and should be 
received by the following dates to be considered for the next selection process: 

 January 4, 2021 
 March 29, 2021 
 June 1, 2021 

C. New DMCJA Appointments to External Committees: 
1. Civic Learning Council: Judge David Larson, Federal Way Municipal Court 
2. Minority & Justice Commission: Judge Karl Williams, Pierce County District Court 
3. Pattern Forms Committee: Judge W.H. “Bill” Hawkins, Island County District Court 
4. WSBA Court Rules and Procedures Committee: Judge Jeffrey Goodwin, Snohomish 

County District Court 

 

 
50-53 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Other Business 

A. The next DMCJA Board Meeting is scheduled for Friday, February 12, 2021, from 12:30 p.m.  
to 3:30 p.m., via Zoom video conference. 

 

Adjourn  

 

http://www.courts.wa.gov/programs_orgs/pos_bja/?fa=pos_bja.innovatingAward
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DMCJA Rules Committee Annual Meeting 
Wednesday, October 28, 2020 (Noon – 1:00 p.m.) 

Via Zoom 

MEETING MINUTES 

Members: 
Chair, Judge Goodwin 
Judge Antush 
Judge Buttorff 
Judge Campagna 
Judge Eisenberg 
Judge Finkle 
Commissioner Hanlon 
Judge Oaks 
Judge Padula 
Judge Paja 
Judge Samuelson 
Ms. Patti Kohler, DMCMA Liaison 
Ms. Melanie Conn, DMCMA Liaison 

AOC Staff: 
Ms. J Benway 

Judge Goodwin called the meeting to order at 12:04 p.m. 

The Committee discussed the following items: 

1. Welcome & Introductions

Judge Goodwin welcomed the Committee members in attendance. 

2. Approve Minutes from the August 26, 2020 Meeting

It was motioned, seconded, and passed to approve the minutes from the August 26, 2020 Rules 
Committee meeting. The approved minutes will be provided to the DMCJA Board.  

3. Update Regarding Proposal to Amend GR 31

Judge Eisenberg reported that concerns that had been raised by the Washington State 
Association of County Clerks (WSACC) regarding the DMCJA proposal to amend GR 31 to 
protect certain materials in therapeutic courts. As a result, the DMCJA has voted to request that 
the proposal be withdrawn, and Judge Eisenberg is working with a WSACC representative on a 
proposal to amend GR 22 that is intended to accomplish the same result. When an amended 
proposal has been developed, Judge Eisenberg will present it to the Committee for review.  

4. Discuss Potential Amendments to CrRLJ 3.4

Judge Oaks stated that he had reviewed CrRLJ 3.4 and thinks that it provides enough discretion 
for judges to allow video conferences if necessary. However, he is concerned about the 
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Meeting Minutes,  
October 28, 2020 
Page 2 of 2 

provision that requires interpreters to be “located next to the defendant,” and recommends that 
that provision be forwarded to the Interpreter Commission for further review. The Committee 
agreed with this approach. Judge Goodwin stated that he would convey the Committee’s 
recommendation to Judge Gehlsen, DMCJA Board President.  

5. Discuss Potential Amendments to CRLJ 43

Judge Gehlsen requested that the DMCJA Rules Committee consider whether CRLJ 43 should 
be identical to CR 43. Judge Paja agreed to look at this issue but was unable to attend 
subsequent meetings. Judge Goodwin stated that he would reach out to Judge Paja with regard 
to this issue. This item will be continued to the next Committee meeting.  

6. Discuss Potential Amendments to CRLJ 5

Judge Finkle sent a message to the DMCJA listserve regarding how and whether various courts 
are using CRLJ 5. He has requested Ms. Benway compile the results, which will be presented to 
the Committee at the next meeting.  

7. Discuss Potential Model Electronic Filing (GR 30) Rule

Ms. Benway stated that this issue had arisen because many courts were adopting an electronic 
(e-)filing component as part of the CLJ-CMS roll-out. GR 30 requires courts to adopt a local rule 
when implementing an e-filing system, so it had been suggested that a model local rule be 
available to courts to adopt. Judge Oaks stated that his jurisdiction (Pierce County District 
Court) was participating in the CLJ-CMS pilot program; they do not intend to adopt a local rule 
at this time and are waiting to see what is suggested as part of the statewide process. He stated 
that he is happy to serve as a resource for Vicky Cullinane of AOC, who works with the CLJ-
CMS steering committee. He stated that a model rule would need to accommodate the different 
technologies used by various courts statewide. Judge Goodwin stated that the Rules Committee 
could monitor the process but would not lead the effort, lacking a directive from the DMCJA 
Board to that effect.  

8. CRLJ Review

Judge Goodwin stated that the Committee had agreed to review the CRLJ and suggest potential 
changes to the DMCJA Board as part of a proactive effort to review the CLJ rules. However, the 
workload of the Committee has been such that the Committee has been kept busy commenting 
on rules proposals and other items referred to the Committee by the Board. Judge Goodwin 
suggested that the general CRLJ review be deferred but that the Committee continue to poll the 
DMCJA membership on an annual basis for suggestions regarding potential CLJ rule 
amendments. The Committee agreed.   

9. Other Business and Next Meeting Date

The next Committee meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, November 25, 2020 at noon, via 
zoom video conference. The September 2020 Committee meeting was consolidated into the 
October Committee meeting. There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 
12:55 p.m. 

2



THE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE MATTER OF THE SUGGESTED 
AMENDMENT TO GR 11.3 TELEPHONIC 
REMOTE RECORDING 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

ORDER 

NO. 25700-A-1325

The Washington State Supreme Court Interpreter Commission, having recommended the 

expeditious adoption of the suggested amendment to GR 11.3 Telephonic Remote Recording, 

and the Court having considered the suggested amendment, and having determined that the 

suggested amendment will aid in the prompt and orderly administration of justice; 

Now, therefore, it is hereby 

ORDERED: 

(a) That the suggested amendment as attached hereto is adopted.

(b) That pursuant to the emergency provisions of GR 9U)(l ), the suggested

amendment will be expeditiously published in the Washington Reports and will become effective 

upon publication. 

DATED at Olympia, Washington this 2nd day of December, 2020. 
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Page2 
ORDER 
IN THE MATTER OF THE SUGGESTED AMENDMENT TO GR 11.3 TELEPHONIC 
REMOTE RECORDING 
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GR 11.3 

THEPMONIC REMOTE INTERPRETING 

(a) Interpreters may be appointed to serve by telephone for brief, nonevidentiary proceedings, 
including initial appearances and arraignments, 1Nhen interpreters are not readily available to 
the court. Telephone interpretation is not authorized for evidentiary hearings. 

(a) Whenever an interpreter is appointed in a legal proceeding, the interpreter shall appear in 
person unless the Court makes a good cause finding that an in-person interpreter is not 
practicable, and where it will allow the users to fully and meaningfully participate in the 
proceedings. The court shall make a preliminary determination on the record, on the basis of 
testimony of the person utilizing the interpreter services, of such ability to participate and if 
not, the court must provide alternative access. 

(b} RCW 2.42, RCW 2.43 and GR 11.2 must be followed regarding the interpreter's qualifications 
and other matters. code of professional responsibility for judiciary interpreters; 

(c) In all remote interpreting court events, both the litigant and the interpreter must have clear 
audio of all participants throughout the hearing. In video remote court events, the litigant and 
interpreter must also have a clear video image of the participants throughout the hearing. 

(d) (c)Electronic equipment used during the hearing must ensure that the non English speaking 
party hears all statements made bv the participants. If electronic equipment is not available for 
simultaneous interpreting, the hearing shall be conducted to allov,1 consecutive interpretation 
of each sentence. If the telephonic or video technology does not allow simultaneous 
interpreting, the hearing shall be conducted to allow consecutive interpretation of all 
statements. 

(e) {d)/\ttorney client consultations must be interpreted confidentially. The court must provide a 
means for confidential attorney-client communications during hearings, and allow for these 
communications to be interpreted confidentially. 

(f) To ensure accuracy of the record, the court and the parties should, where practicable, provide 
the following to the interpreter, electronically or by other means, in advance of the hearing, 
allowing the interpreter sufficient time to review the information and prepare for the hearing: 

i. Case information and documents pertaining to the hearing. 
ii. Names and spellings of all participants in the hearing to include but not limited to: 

litigants, judge, attorneys, and witnesses. 
iii. Evidence related to the hearing, to include but not limited to: documents, photographs 

and images, audio and video recordings and any transcription or translations of such 
materials. 

fe}.(gJWritten documents, the content of which would normally be orally translated interpreted, -by 
the interpreter must be read aloud by a person other than the interpreter to allow for full ml 
translation interpretation of the material by the interpreter. 

{filfhl An audio recording shall be made of all statements made on the record during their 
interpretation, and the same shall be preserved. Upon the request of a party, the court may make and 
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maintain an audio recording of the spoken language interpretations or a video recording ofthe signed 
language interpretations made during a hearing. Any recordings permitted by this subparagraph shall 
be made and maintained in the same manner as other audio or video recordings of court proceedings. 
This subparagraph shall not apply to court interpretations during jury discussions and deliberations. 

(i) When using remote interpreter services in combination with remote legal proceedings, courts 

should ensure the following: the LEP person or person with hearing loss is able to access the 

necessary technology to join the proceeding remotelyi the remote technology allows for 

confidential attorney-client communications, or the court provides alternative means for these 

communications; the remote technology allows for simultaneous interpreting, or the court shall 

conduct the hearing with consecutive interpretation and take measures to ensure interpretation of 

all statements; translated instructions on appearing remotely are provided, or alternative access to 

this information is provided through interpretation services; audio and video feeds are clear; and 

judges, court staff, attorneys, and interpreters are trained on the use of the remote platform. 

Comments: 

1) Section (a) is a significant departure from prior court rule which limited the use of telephonic 

interpreter services to non-evidentiary hearings. While remote interpretation is permissible, in­

person interpreting services are the primary and preferred way of providing interpreter services 

for legal proceedings. Because video remote interpreting provides the litigants and interpreters 

the ability to see and hear all parties, it is more effective than telephonic interpreter services. 

Allowing remote interpretation for evidentiary hearings will provide flexibility to courts to create 

greater accessibility. However, in using this mode of delivering interpreter services, where the 

interpreter is remotely situated, courts must ensure that the remote interpretation is as 

effective and meaningful as it would be in-person and that the LEP litigant is provided full access 

to the proceedings. Interpreting in courts involves more than the communications that occur 

during a legal proceeding and courts utilizing remote interpretation should develop measures to 

address how LEP and persons with hearing loss will have access to communications occurring 

outside the courtroom where the in-person interpreter would have facilitated this 

communication. Courts should make a preliminary determination on the record regarding the 

effectiveness of remote interpretation and the ability of the LEP litigant to meaningfully 

participate at each occurrence because circumstan·ces may change over time necessitating an 

ongoing determination that the remote interpretation is effective and enables the parties to 

meaningfully participate. 

Interpreting in courts involves more than the communications that occur during a legal 

proceeding and courts utilizing remote interpretation should develop measures to address how 

LEP and persons with hearing loss will have access to communications occurring outside the 

courtroom where the in-person interpreter would have facilitated this communication. 

2) Section (b) reinforces the requirement that interpreters appointed to appear remotely must 

meet the qualification standards established in RCW 2.42 and 2.43 and they must be familiar 

with and comply with the code of professional responsibility for judiciary interpreters. Courts 
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are discouraged from using telephonic interpreter service providers who cannot meet the 

qualification standards outlined in RCW 2.42 and 2.43. 

3) Section (c) discusses the importance of courts using appropriate equipment and technology 

when providing interpretation services through remote means. Courts should ensure that the 

technology provides clear audio and video, where applicable, to all participants. Because of the 

different technology and arrangement within a given court, audio transmissions can be 

interrupted by background noise or by distance from the sound equipment. This can limit the 

ability of the interpreter to accurately interpret. Where the litigant is also appearing remotely, 

as is contemplated in (h), courts should also ensure that the technology allows litigants full 

access to all visual and auditory information. 

When utilizing remote video interpreting for persons with hearing loss, the following 

performance standards must be met: real-time, full-motion video and audio over a dedicated 

high-speed, wide-bandwidth video connection or wireless connection that delivers high-quality 

video images that do not produce lags, choppy, blurry, or grainy images, or irregular pauses in 

communication: a sharply delineated image that is large enough to display the interpreter and 

person using sign language's face, arms, hands, and fingers; and clear, audible transmission of 

voices. 

4) Section (e) reiterates the importance of the ability of individuals to consult with their attorneys, 

throughout a legal proceeding. When the interpreter is appearing remotely, courts should 

develop practices to allow these communications to occur. At times, the court interpreter will 

interpret communications between a litigant and an attorney just before a hearing is starting, 

during court recesses, and at the conclusion of a hearing. These practices should be supported 

even when the court is using remote interpreting services. 

5) Section (h) contemplates a situation where the legal proceeding is occurring remotely, including 

the interpretation. In this situation, all or most parties and participants at the hearing are 

appearing remotely and additional precautions regarding accessibility are warranted. This 

section highlights some of the additional considerations courts should make when coupling 

remote interpretation with a remote legal proceeding. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE MATTER OF THE SUGGESTED NEW 
RULE GR 11.4-TEAM INTERPRETING 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

ORDER 

NO. 25700-A-1326

The Washington State Supreme Court Interpreter Commission, having recommended the 

expeditious adoption of the suggested new rule GR 11.4-Team Interpreting, and the Court 

having considered the suggested new rule, and having determined that the suggested new rule 

will aid in the prompt and orderly administration of justice; 

Now, therefore, it is hereby 

ORDERED: 

(a) That the suggested new rule as attached hereto is adopted.

(b) That pursuant to the emergency provisions of GR 9G)(l ), the suggested new rule

will be expeditiously published in the Washington Reports and will become effective upon 

publication. 

DATED at Olympia, Washington this2nd day of December, 2020. 

8



Page 2 
ORDER 
IN THE MATTER OF THE SUGGESTED NEW RULE GR 11.4-TEAM INTERPRETING 
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GR 11.4 
TEAM INTERPRETING 

(a) Definitions. 

(1) Team interpreting for spoken languages - the practice of using two 
interpreters of the same language pair (e.g. English - Spanish) who 
take turns interpreting. 

(2) Team interpreting for sign languages - the practice of using multiple 
interpreters, which might include Deaf 
Interpreters. 

(3) Simultaneous mode of interpreting - the rendering of a speaker's or 
signer's message into another language while the speaker or signer 
continues to speak or sign. Parties speak or sign at the same time. 

( 4) Consecutive mode of interpreting - the rendering of a speaker's or 
signer's message into another language when the speaker or signer 
pauses to allow interpreting. Parties take turns speaking or signing. 

(5) Relay interpreting is the practice of interpreting from one language to 
another through a third language. It is necessary when no single 
interpreter commands the required language pair. 

(b) Spoken Languages. 

(1) To provide for accurate and complete interpreting, a team of two (2) 
interpreters must be appointed when it is anticipated that an 
assignment will require more than one (1) hour of simultaneous 
interpreting or two (2) hours of consecutive interpreting. 

(2) If relay interpreting is required, a team of two (2) interpreters for 
each language pair must be appointed pursuant to (1) above. 

(c) Sign Languages. 

(1) To provide for accurate and complete interpreting, a team of 
interpreters must be appointed for each participant who needs 
sign language interpreting when the event will last more than 
one (1) hour, as well as in challenging linguistic situations. 

(2) If the team requires intermediary Deaf Interpreters, a team of two (2) 
Deaf Interpreters and a team of two (2) American Sign Language 
(ASL) interpreters must be appointed. 
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(d) Good Cause Exception. 

When a team of interpreters is required under this rule, it is permissible 
to proceed with a single interpreter only when: 

(1) a team of interpreters is not reasonably available, and it is found and 
noted on the record that given the totality of the circumstances, there 
is good cause to proceed with only one interpreter; and 

(2) the single interpreter is given breaks at regular intervals. An 
interpreter working alone must be given a ten-minute (10) break after 
every twenty (20) minutes of interpretation. 

Comments: 

[1] Simultaneous mode of interpreting is used when the recipients of interpretation 
are listening or watching, and the flow of information is in one direction only, such 
as during trials, motion hearings and classes. 

[2] Research has established that simultaneous interpreting involves intensive 
cognitive activity. Interpreter fatigue-both physical and mental-results from the 
high degree of concentration an interpreter must employ to hear, analyze, and 
understand ideas in one language and then render those same ideas coherently in 
another. This research has demonstrated that accuracy begins to decline within 15 
to 30 minutes of simultaneous interpreting, before interpreters are even aware of 
the fatigue that leads to this increase in errors. After 30 minutes, the decline is 
precipitous. Therefore, it is imperative that interpreters alternate every 15 to 30 
minutes, as agreed upon by members of the interpreting team. 

[3] Consecutive mode of interpreting is used when the recipients of interpretation 
are responding to questions and the exchange of information is two-directional, 
such as during testimony, interviews, and depositions. 

[ 4] In consecutive mode, the interpreter must focus intensely to memorize 
substantial chunks of information and then render them precisely. 

Consecutive mode requires the same amount of cognitive work as simultaneous, 
but the fatigue builds up over a longer period of time. 
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[SJ Communication through sign language can be particularly broad and 
challenging. Not all Deaf, Deafblind, or hard of hearing participants use the same 
sign language dialect, and some have specialized linguistic needs. A Deaf 
Interpreter (DI) may be needed in addition to an ASL interpreter. A DI is a 
professional interpreter who is Deaf, an expert in ASL linguistics, and a native user 
of ASL. These skills uniquely qualify them to meet the linguistic and cultural needs 
of a Deaf person. The requester should look to the expertise of the sign language 
interpreter and the knowledge and experience of the parties to identify such needs 
and assign a team of sign language interpreters where appropriate. 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON 
) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSED ) 
AMENDMENTS TO CrRLJ 3.4-PRESENCE OF ) 
THE DEFENDANT AND CrR 3 .4-PRESENCE OF ) 
THE DEFENDANT ) 

) 
) 

ORDER 

NO. 25700-A-

The Washington Defender Association, having recommended the adoption of the 

proposed amendments to OrRLJ 3.4-Presence of the Defendant and CrR 3.4-Presence of the 

Defendant, and the Court having considered the proposed amendments, and having determined 

that the proposed amendments will aid in the prompt and orderly administration of justice; 

Now, therefore, it is hereby 

ORDERED: 

(a) That the proposed amendments as attached hereto are adopted.

(b) That pursuant to the emergency provisions of GR 90)( 1 ), the proposed

amendments will be published in the Washington Reports and will become effective on February 

1, 2021. 

DATED at Olympia, Washington this 6th day of November, 2020. 

1319
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Page 2 
ORDER 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO CrRLJ 3.4-PRESENCE OF 
THE DEFENDANT AND CrR 3 A-PRESENCE OF THE DEFENDANT 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON
IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSEDED 
AMENDMENTS TO CrR 3.1 Stds, CrRLJ 3.1 Stds, 
JuCR 9.2 Stds, AND NEW MPR 2.1 Stds  

____________________________________________ 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)

O R D E R 

NO. 25700-A-1309 

The Washington State Bar Association Board of Governors, having recommended the 

adoption of the proposed amendments to CrR 3.1 Stds, CrRLJ 3.1 Stds, JuCR 9.2 Stds, and new 

MPR 2.1 Stds, and the Court having considered the proposed amendments, and having 

determined that the proposed amendments will aid in the prompt and orderly administration of 

justice; 

Now, therefore, it is hereby 

ORDERED: 

(a) That the proposed amendments as attached hereto are adopted.

(b) That pursuant to the emergency provisions of GR 9(j)(1), the proposed

amendments will be published in the Washington Reports and will become effective on February 

1, 2021. 

DATED at Olympia, Washington this 6th day of November, 2020. 
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ORDER 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO CrR 3.1 Stds, CrRLJ 3.1 Stds, 
JuCR 9.2 Stds, AND NEW MPR 2.1 Stds 
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THE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON
IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSED 
AMENDMENTS TO CrR 8.2—MOTIONS, AND 
CrRLJ 8.2—MOTIONS 

____________________________________________ 

)
)
)
)
)
)

O R D E R 

NO. 25700-A-1314 

The Washington State Bar Association Court Rules and Procedures Committee, having 

recommended the adoption of the proposed amendments to CrR 8.2—Motions, and CrRLJ 8.2—

Motions, and the Court having considered the proposed amendments, and having determined that 

the proposed amendments will aid in the prompt and orderly administration of justice; 

Now, therefore, it is hereby 

ORDERED: 

(a) That the proposed amendments as attached hereto are adopted.

(b) That pursuant to the emergency provisions of GR 9(j)(1), the proposed

amendments will be published in the Washington Reports and will become effective on February 

1, 2021. 

DATED at Olympia, Washington this 6th day of November, 2020. 
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ORDER 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO CrR 8.2—MOTIONS, AND 
CrRLJ 8.2—MOTIONS 
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TO: Judge Michelle Gehlsen, President, DMCJA Board 

FROM: Judge Jeffrey Goodwin, Chair, DMCJA Rules Committee  

SUBJECT: Proposal to Amend CRLJ 43 

DATE: December 21, 2020 

 

  One of the DMCJA Rules Committee charges is to “evaluate and report on proposed 

rules and amendments… requested by DMCJA members… or referred by the DMCJA Board.” 

The DMCJA Board directed the Rules Committee to determine if language in CR 43 pertaining 

to remote testimony should be incorporated into CRLJ 43. The DMCJA Rules Committee 

considered and discussed the matter and unanimously recommends that the DMCJA Board 

request that the Washington State Supreme Court amend CRLJ 43(a)(1) to be identical to CR 

43(a)(1) through the addition of the phrase “For good cause in compelling circumstances and 

with appropriate safeguards, the court may permit testimony in open court by contemporaneous 

transmission from a different location.”     

   Please let me know if you have any questions. I can be reached through 425-744-6800 or 

jeffrey.goodwin@snoco.org. 

 

Attachment: GR 9 Cover Sheet and Proposed Amendment to CRLJ 43 

 

CC: DMCJA Rules Committee 
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GR 9 COVER SHEET 

Suggested Amendment to 

WASHINGTON STATE COURT RULES: 

CIVIL RULES FOR COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 

 

Amend RULE 43 

TAKING OF TESTIMONY 

 

Submitted by the District & Municipal Courts Judges Association 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

 

A. Name of Proponent:   District & Municipal Courts Judges Association  
(DMCJA) 

 

B. Spokesperson:    Judge Michelle Gehlsen, President 
           DMCJA 
         

C. Purpose: It was recently brought to the attention of the DMCJA that CR 43(a)(1) 
includes a sentence pertaining to remote testimony that is absent from CRLJ 43(a)(1). The 
sentence reads, “For good cause in compelling circumstances and with appropriate safeguards, 
the court may permit testimony in open court by contemporaneous transmission from a different 
location.” Having considered the matter, the DMCJA Board determined that courts of limited 
jurisdiction would benefit from similar flexibility in permitting remote testimony. Further, it is 
good practice for the rules of the trial courts to remain congruent. Therefore, the DMCJA 
requests that an additional sentence be added to CRLJ 43(a)(1) making that subsection identical 
to CR 43(a)(1). 

 
D. Hearing:  A hearing is not recommended. 
 

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

CRLJ 43 

TAKING OF TESTIMONY 

 

(a) Testimony. 

 
(1) Generally. In all trials the testimony of witnesses shall be taken orally in open court, 

unless otherwise directed by the court or provided by rule or statute. For good cause in 
compelling circumstances and with appropriate safeguards, the court may permit testimony in 
open court by contemporaneous transmission from a different location. 
 

(2) Multiple Examinations. When two or more attorneys are upon the same side trying a 
case, the attorney conducting the examination of a witness shall continue until the witness is 
excused from the stand; and all objections and offers of proof made during the examination of 
such witness shall be made or announced by the attorney who is conducting the examination or 
cross examination. 
 

(b) - (k)  [Unchanged.] 
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DMCJA BOARD MEETING 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 8, 2021 
12:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
ZOOM VIDEO CONFERENCE  

PRESIDENT MICHELLE GEHLSEN 

                    SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA  PAGE 

Call to Order  

General Business 

A. Minutes for December 4, 2020 

B. Special Guest, Margaret Fisher 

 
 

X1-X5 
 

Breakout Sessions 

C. Discussion Question (break out rooms; pick a spokesperson to report back to the group): 

 What are you doing differently due to the pandemic (innovation, helpful tip, etc.) that is 

helping your court? 

 

General Business, Continued 

D. Judicial Information System (“JIS”) Report – Vicky Cullinane  

E. Treasurer’s Report  

F. Special Fund Reports for November 2020 and December 2020  

G. Standing Committee Reports  

1. Rules Committee – October 28, 2020 Minutes 

2. Diversity Committee 

3. Legislative Committee 

 
 
 
 

X6-X18 
X15-X16 

 
 
 

1-2 
 
 
 

Liaison Reports 

A. Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) – Dawn Marie Rubio, State Court Administrator 

B. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) – Judge Mary Logan, Judge Dan Johnson, Judge 
Tam Bui, and Judge Rebecca Robertson  

C. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) – Patricia Kohler, President 

D. Misdemeanant Probation Association (MPA) – Stacie Scarpaci, Representative 

E. Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) – Judge David Estudillo, President-Elect 

F. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) – Sean Bennet Malcolm, Esq. 

G. Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) – Kim E. Hunter, Esq.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



Discussion 

A. CLJ-CMS Project and Rules for E-filing – Judge Kimberly Walden    

B. DMCJA Rules Committee Update on Court Rule Amendments Effective in February – Judge 
Jeffrey Goodwin and Ms. J Benway 

C. Proposal from the DMCJA Rules Committee regarding amending CRLJ 43 – Judge Jeffrey 
Goodwin and Ms. J Benway 

D. Proposal from the DMCJA Rules Committee regarding amending GR 22 – Judge 
Jeffrey Goodwin and Ms. J Benway 

E. Possible Financial Contribution to the Racial Justice Consortium 

 

 
X19-X34 

3-46 

 

47-49 

 
X35-X40 

Information 
 

A. 2020 DMCJA Annual Report  
 

B. BJA Innovating Justice Award: To nominate someone for this award, please use the attached 
Award Nomination Form.  Nominations will be received on an ongoing basis and should be 
received by the following dates to be considered for the next selection process: 

 January 4, 2021 
 March 29, 2021 
 June 1, 2021 

C. New DMCJA Appointments to External Committees: 
1. Civic Learning Council: Judge David Larson, Federal Way Municipal Court 
2. Minority & Justice Commission: Judge Karl Williams, Pierce County District Court 
3. Pattern Forms Committee: Judge W.H. “Bill” Hawkins, Island County District Court 
4. WSBA Court Rules and Procedures Committee: Judge Jeffrey Goodwin, Snohomish 

County District Court 
D. Bench Warrant Suspension Letter from DMCJA 
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Other Business 

A. The next DMCJA Board Meeting is scheduled for Friday, February 12, 2021, from 12:30 p.m.  
to 3:30 p.m., via Zoom video conference. 

 

Adjourn  

 

http://www.courts.wa.gov/programs_orgs/pos_bja/?fa=pos_bja.innovatingAward


DMCJA Board of Governors Meeting 
Friday, December 4, 2020, 12:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 
Zoom Video Conference 

MEETING MINUTES 

Members Present: 
Chair, Judge Michelle Gehlsen 
Judge Thomas Cox 
Judge Robert Grim 
Judge Drew Ann Henke 
Judge Tyson Hill  
Judge Aimee Maurer 
Judge Samuel Meyer 
Judge Kevin Ringus 
Judge Charles Short 
Judge Jeffrey Smith 
Judge Laura Van Slyck 
Commissioner Paul Wohl 

Members Absent: 
Judge Anita Crawford-Willis 
Commissioner Rick Leo  
Judge Karl Williams 

CALL TO ORDER 

Guests:  
Chief Justice-Elect Steven González 
Judge Tam Bui, BJA Representative 
Judge Mary Logan, BJA Representative 
Judge Rebecca Robertson, BJA Representative 
Judge David Ebenger 
Patricia “Patti” Kohler, DMCMA 
Margaret Yetter, DMCMA 

AOC Staff: 
Dory Nicpon, Judicial and Legislative Relations 
Susan Goulet, Court Program Specialist 
Michelle Gulden, Court Program Specialist 
Vicky Cullinane, Business Liaison 
Dawn Marie Rubio, State Court Administrator 
Cat Robinson, AOC Project Manager 
Dexter Mejia, AOC Court Business Office Manager 
Jennifer Wagner, OCM Coordinator, CLJ-CMS Project 

Judge Gehlsen, District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association (DMCJA) President, called the DMCJA Board 
of Governors (Board) meeting to order at 12:36 p.m. and noted a quorum of members were present.  Judge 
Gehlsen asked telephonic participants to identify themselves and introduced Chief Justice-Elect González as a 
guest. 

BREAK OUT SESSIONS 

A. Discussion Questions (break out rooms; pick a spokesperson to report back to the group) – Judge Mary
Logan

1. Please share the greatest obstacle that you have overcome in your job during this time.

2. What can you do for yourself AND your court staff to commit to self-care.

Judge Logan spoke about the Judicial Assistance Support Program (JASP) as a resource, the stress of the 
pandemic, the importance of self-care, and introduced the breakout room exercise.  Meeting participants were 
randomly assigned to breakout rooms for small group discussion.  After small group discussions, the Board 
reconvened and a spokesperson from each small group summarized the group’s discussion.   

GENERAL BUSINESS 

A. Minutes
The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/S/P) to approve the Board Meeting Minutes for 
November 13, 2020.  Judges Maurer, Cox, and Grim abstained. 
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B. Treasurer’s Report 
Judge Smith briefed the Board about the report, and updated the Board on the purchase of D&O insurance 
and the upcoming dissemination of the dues letters.  M/S/P to approve the Treasurer’s Report.   
 

C. Special Fund Report 
Approval of the report was deferred to the January meeting when Commissioner Leo returns. 
 

D. Standing Committee Reports 
 
1. Legislative Committee  

Commissioner Wohl reported that DMCJA is meeting with legislators.  He spoke of recent meetings with 
Representatives Stokesbary and Ybarra, who were receptive to the DMCJA legislative and CLJ-CMS project 
priorities.  The DMCJA Legislative Committee has many meetings with legislators in coming weeks.  Judge 
Ringus reported that DMCJA Legislative Committee offered input on a driving while suspended proposal from 
the Legislature. 
 

2. Rules Committee 
No report this month. 
 

3. Diversity Committee 
No report this month. 
 

E. Judicial Information Systems (JIS) Report 
This report was offered under the discussion section of the agenda. 
 
LIAISON REPORTS 
 

A. Administrative Office of the Courts AOC 
Ms. Rubio reported on Congressional discussion of a federal stimulus bill, and the AOC’s effort to ensure 
courts receive appropriations from funds that may become available in the future.  From current CARES funds, 
the AOC initially received $11.8M, and is likely to receive an additional $1.5M, to distribute to local courts.  
Judge Henke asked how much of the $11.8M CARES appropriation is still available until December 31, 2020.  
Ms. Rubio explained there is $2.5M remaining to distribute and that there are pending requests.  Funds must 
be encumbered by the local court by December 31, 2020, and work/contracts must be completed by March 
2021, in order for the expenditure to be eligible for reimbursement from the currently appropriated funds. 
 

B. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) 
Judge Logan reported on BJA budgeting processes and decisions, and the BJA’s decision regarding the BJA 
Court Security Task Force funding request.  The BJA decided not to advance the funding request.  Judge 
Logan explained that the next step in the budget approval process is the Supreme Court review, followed by 
transmittal to the Legislature. 
 
Judge Bui spoke about the new AOC Distance Learning Coordinator, Scott Hillstrom, and the projects that he 
will be developing to support the educational need of the judiciary.   
 
Judge Robertson reported that although the court security decision package will not be advanced this year, the 
BJA Courthouse Security Task Force will begin working with legislators about the need in preparation for 
requesting funding in the future.  Judge Robertson spoke about the Innovating Justice awards.  Judge Gehlsen 
reminded members of the opportunity for rolling nominations and acknowledged recent recipients.  Judge 
Gehlsen invited members to send nominations to her for submittal by DMCJA as well. 

X2



 
C. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) 

Ms. Kohler reported that the DMCMA and AOC conducted implicit bias training with 227 participants, and have 
scheduled a second session in coming weeks. 
 

D. Misdemeanant Probation Association (MPA) 
No report this month. 
 

E. Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) 
No report this month. 
 

F. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) 
No report this month. 
 

G. Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) 
No report this month. 
 
ACTION 
 

1. Diversity Committee Action Plan – Board Approval   
M/S/P to approve the DMCJA Diversity Committee Action Plan in the materials. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 

A. CLJ-CMS Project Team Update – Cat Robinson, AOC Project Manager; Dexter Mejia, AOC Court 
Business Office Manager; and Vicky Cullinane, AOC Business Liaison 

Mr. Mejia spoke with the Board about his role as the Court Business Office Manager, including as a project 
advisor for the CLJ-CMS project team.  Since Ms. Robinson was called away, Mr. Mejia briefed the Board 
about project status, the roles of key project team members, and communications related to it.  The project has 
three main components:  1) Odyssey case management system used for data entry and case management of 
person records, which includes sub-functions such as clerks’ edition, public portal, financial manager for 
banking functions, and judges’ edition; 2) Tyler Supervision, a probation component that integrates with 
Odyssey case management; and 3) e-File and Serve.  The AOC’s business team is organized to support the 
three components of the project.  The AOC project team just completed the first week of gap analysis with 
Tyler Technology.  The team is finalizing the schedule now and anticipates the first pilot court will have e-filing 
in Summer 2021, with other courts having e-filing by year-end 2021.  The project is working closely with justice 
partners about e-filing.  Pierce County District Court and Tacoma, Gig Harbor and Fircrest/Ruston Municipal 
Courts are pilot courts.  Rollout continues through 2025.  After pilot, there are six remaining “events”  
(i.e., regions for rollout):  1) eastside counties; 2) north counties; 3) central counties; 4) northwest/middle 
counties; 5) southwest counties; and 6) south central counties.  The project anticipates completing the 
schedule by year-end 2020.  The project will conduct a second week of gap analysis next week to identify 
requirements that need custom development for Washington.  Odyssey installation on AOC servers will occur 
in January 2021.  Once installation is complete, then configuration will begin, along with data mapping, 
conversion, and testing.  Judge Bui spoke about participating in gap analysis as a methodical and voluminous 
collaboration among the project team, Tyler team, and involved local courts.  Judge Bui described the value of 
sharing case scenarios with Tyler staff.   
 

B. CLJ-CMS and JIS Funding (Update on DMCJA Public Outreach Committee Materials) 
Judge Gehlsen referred to the materials and encouraged members to contact legislators over the next two 
weeks to support continued funding for the CLJ-CMS project. 
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C. DMCMA Education Proposal 

Ms. Yetter spoke about funding and educational needs for court managers.  She explained the history and 
development of the court rule proposal in the materials.  She explained the need for state funding and that 
DMCJA allocated $20,000 in initial funding for use through June 2021.  Those funds have not been used yet, 
but can be used to fund training in the spring.  The DMCMA seeks DMCJA support for the court rule proposal.  
Judge Gehlsen and Judge Robertson spoke in support of the court rule proposal.  Judge Gehlsen proposed 
referring the proposal to the DMCJA Rules Committee for review.  Ms. Yetter asked for DMCJA’s continued 
support for using the already allocated funds for spring training.  Judges Gehlsen and Smith confirmed that 
those funds have been allocated and can be dispersed as originally contemplated.  

 
D. Ad Hoc Committee Examining Ethics Advisory Committee (EAC) Opinion 20-07 (Update) – Judge Sam 

Meyer 
Judge Meyer briefed the Board about the composition, meeting, and discussion of the Ad Hoc Committee.  
Concerns identified included:  1) eliminating criminal defense attorneys (and potentially prosecutors although 
not specifically addressed in the opinion), as prospective pro tems, reduces or eliminates the number of 
qualified pro tems available; 2) the civil bar available to serve as pro tems is less knowledgeable about criminal 
issues that make up a significant portion of the court’s work; and 3) the pool of pro tem candidates will be less 
diverse if criminal defense (and/or prosecutors) are ineligible to serve, which hampers efforts to diversify the 
bench.  Judge Meyer indicated that the issue is what to do, given the concerns.  The Committee recommends 
sending a letter under the DMCJA President’s signature, which outlines the concerns but without posing 
additional questions to the EAC.  Judge Meyer identified a potential court rule as another option.  Judge Meyer 
offered to prepare a draft letter for Judge Gehlsen’s signature.  Judge Cox asked whether there is a 
supervisory survey that the judge can or should use to monitor pro tems.  Judge Ringus discussed inquiring of 
prospective pro tems about any pro tem training that they have participated in.  Judge Meyer spoke of the 
utility of judges conferring with clerks for feedback about pro tems as an informal oversight mechanism.  Judge 
Gehlsen indicated she will offer Judge Cox the guide used in King County.   
Judge Gehlsen introduced Judge David Ebenger and invited him to speak about EAC Opinion 20-08, which 
was published on November 24, 2020, and addresses whether individuals may fulfill certain duties in the 
executive and judicial branches of local government.  Judge Ebenger spoke of the impact of the opinion on 
small courts.  Judge Ebenger suggested exploring options for addressing the concerns in the opinion but in a 
manner consistent with the realities facing small courts.  Judge Gehlsen indicated the Board will make this a 
discussion item for the January meeting, and in the meantime, she will contact Judge Ebenger to discuss 
further.   

E. Dues Surplus and Investment Options  
Judge Gehlsen referenced the dues notification letters being disseminated soon.  She indicated there had 
been discussion of how to responsibly administer current funds.  Judge Smith will develop a proposal for 
presentation at the January meeting.  
 

F. Diversity Committee Action Plan – Board Approval  
The Board discussed the materials.  Judge Short confirmed that no suggested amendments had been 
received, so the materials reflected the draft Action Plan reviewed by the Board in November.  M/S/P to move 
approval of the Diversity Committee Action Plan to an action item.   
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INFORMATION 
 
Judge Gehlsen brought the following informational items to the Board’s attention. 
 

A. DMCJA Racial Justice Commitment Letter 

B. Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act (CARES) Funding – Application for 
Reimbursement: before time or funds run out, apply for reimbursement of your court’s unbudgeted 
COVID-19 related expenditures, such as PPE, Plexiglas or signage, public communications, technology 
for remote hearings, etc. 

C. Examples of emergency administrative orders from Olympia Municipal Court, Spokane County District 
Court and Snohomish County District Court 

D. “My COVID-19 Story and Judicial Assistance Services Program (JASP),” by Judge Christopher Culp, 
Okanogan Superior Court 

E. BJA Innovating Justice Award: To nominate someone for this award, please use the attached Award 
Nomination Form.  Nominations will be received on an ongoing basis and should be received by the 
following dates to be considered for the next selection process: 

 January 4, 2021 
 March 29, 2021 
 June 1, 2021 

F. New DMCJA Appointments to External Committees: 
1. Access to Justice Board Liaison: Judge Marcine Anderson, King County District Court 

G. DMCJA Letter to Interpreter Commission regarding Proposed Changes to CrRLJ 3.4. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
Judge Charles Short sought feedback on behalf of the Education Committee regarding preferred days/times for 
upcoming meetings.  Judge Smith spoke about timing meetings to increase attendance.  The Board discussed 
the necessity of having a quorum. 
 
Judge Gehlsen noted that the next DMCJA Board Meeting is scheduled for January 8, 2020, from 12:30 a.m. 
to 3:30 p.m., via Zoom video conference. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 3:29 p.m. 
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https://inside.courts.wa.gov/content/courtResources/pdf/CARES%20Application.pdf#search=CARES
http://www.courts.wa.gov/programs_orgs/pos_bja/?fa=pos_bja.innovatingAward
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Visa may provide updated debit card information, including your expiration date and card number, with merchants
that have an agreement for reoccurring payments. You may opt out of this service by calling 1-800-324-9375.
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WA STATE DIST & MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES'
JUDGE MICHELLE K GEHLSEN
10116 NE 183RD ST
BOTHELL, WA 98011-3416

Statement of Account

Statement End Date November 30, 2020
Statement Begin Date November 1, 2020
Account Number
To report a lost or stolen card,
call  800-324-9375.
For 24-hour telephone banking,
call  877-431-1876.

For questions or assistance with your account(s),
please call 800-324-9375, stop by your local branch,
or send a written request to our Client Care Center
at 9929 Evergreen Way, Everett WA 98204.

Business Premium Money Market Summary - # 

Annual Percentage Yield Earned for this Statement Period 0.250%
Interest Rate Effective 11/01/2020  0.250%
Interest Earned/Accrued this Cycle $8.99
Number of Days in this Cycle   30
Date Interest Posted 11-30-2020
Year-to-Date Interest Paid $242.81

Beginning Balance $43,870.98
Interest Earned This Period +8.99
Deposits and Credits +0.00
Checks Paid -0.00
ATM, Electronic and Debit Card Withdrawals -0.00
Other Transactions -0.00

Ending Balance $43,879.97

Total for
This Period

Total
Year-to-Date

Total Overdraft Fees $0.00 $0.00
Total Returned Item Fees $0.00 $0.00

Interest Earned This Period
Date Description Amount
11-30 Credit Interest 8.99

Total Interest Earned This Period 8.99
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t� ��WaFdBank 

WA STATE DIST & MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES' 

JUDGE MICHELLE K GEHLSEN 

10116 NE 183RD ST 

BOTHELL, WA 98011-3416 

12302 

Statement of Account 

PAGE 1 OF 1 

Statement End Date December 31, 2020 
....... ......................................................................................... 

Statement. Begin .Date ................... December .1,. 2020 
Account Number  
To report a lost or stolen card, 
call 800-324-9375. 
For 24-hour telephone banking, 
call 877-431-1876. 

Meeting with 
your WaFd Banker 

just got easier! 
For questions or assistance with your accaunt(s}, 

please ca/1800-314-9375, stop by your local branch, 

or send o written request ta our Client Care Center 

at 9919 Evergreen Way, Everett WA 98104. 

Business Premium Money Market Summary - # 

Annual Percentage Yield Earned for this Statement Period 
Interest Rate Effective 12/01/2020 
Interest Earned/Accrued this Cycle 
Number of Days in this Cycle 
Date Interest Posted 
Year-to-Date Interest Paid 

Beginning Balance 

Interest Earned This Period 
Deposits and Credits 
Checks Paid 
ATM, Electronic and Debit Card Withdrawals 
Other Transactions 

Ending Balance 

Total for Total 
This Period Year-to-Date 

�otal Overdraft Fees $0.00 $0� 
�otal Returned Item Fees $0.00 $0.00

--

Interest Earned This Period 

0.250% 
0.250% 

$9.29 
31 

12-31-2020
$252.10

$43,879.97 

+9.29
+0.00
-0.00
-0.00
-0.00

$43,889.26 

Date Description Amount 

12-31 Credit Interest 
Total Interest Earned This Period 

Visa may provide updated debit card information, including your expiration date and card number, with merchants 
that have an agreement for reoccurring payments. You may opt out of this service by calling 1-800-324-9375. 

9.29 
9.29 
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CLJ CMS UPDATE

Odyssey File & Serve (OFS)
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CLJ CMS OVERVIEW
E-FILING IS COMING…AND FAST 

HOW IT WORKS NEXT STEPS
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Overview 

•CLJ-CMS Steering Committee
•Tyler Technologies contract effective 9/1/20
•Key positions/teams being filled 
•Expect communication 
•CUWG - GAP/FIT analysis
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How it Works: Pilot Courts 

Odyssey File and Serve (eFile), Odyssey CM, 
and Tyler Supervision – spring 2021. 

• Fircrest/Ruston Municipal Court
• Gig Harbor Municipal Court
• Pierce County District Court
• Tacoma Municipal Court
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HOW IT WORKS - OFS

• After eFiling completed for pilots, statewide rollout
• After 30 days, all CLJ-CMS courts will require eFiling for 
attorneys

• Each court adopts a mandatory eFile local rule 
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HOW IT WORKS - OFS

• $5 service fee to Tyler per envelope for OFS. 
• Fee waived for PO’s, cases with no filing fees, indigent 
filers, & government.

• Tyler responsible for implementation, training of court 
staff, and legal community. Provides Help Desk and 
system maintenance. 
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EFSP eFiling Model

Filer Prepares 
Documents

24X7
Submission

Filing
Prepared for

Review
by EFM

User Accepts or 
Rejects

Stamped 
Documents 

Passed to CMS 
and Filer

Filer EFSP

User
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HOW IT WORKS - DMS 

• eFiled docs searchable
• All non-Odyssey courts may view filed docs in JABS
• Courts with existing DMS, docs integrated into CMS 
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HOW IT WORKS –Electronic Forms 

• Project team will create statewide forms 
• Training provided for creation of local forms
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HOW IT WORKS –IT Support 

• AOC sharing IT readiness checklist in early 2021
• Expectations
• Tech specifications
• Implementation tasks

• Local preparedness 
• Future support
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HOW IT WORKS – Statewide Rollout 

• Pilot implementation in spring 2021 – stabilization period
• Group 1: Eastern WA. Largest geographical area: Ferry, 
Stevens, Pend Oreille, Grant, Lincoln, Spokane, Adams, 
Whitman, Benton, Franklin, Walla Walla, Columbia, 
Garfield, & Asotin. 434 users, 37 courts, 12 probation 
offices, 9 violation bureaus. AOC hubs in Spokane & Tri 
Cities
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HOW IT WORKS – Statewide Rollout 

• Group 2: Northern WA. Largest numbers of users 
implemented. Island, San Juan, Whatcom, Skagit, and 
Snohomish. 1053 users, 33 courts, 13 probation offices, 
and 10 violations bureaus. AOC hubs in Whatcom, 
Snohomish, and Skagit
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HOW IT WORKS – Statewide Rollout 

• Roll out is expected to last 5 years. Each scheduled for 
spring and fall to avoid weather impacts. Tyler will assist 
in pilot and first 2

• Remaining regions will be scheduled
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NEXT STEPS

•Each court adopt a mandatory eFiling local rule
•Model rule 
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CLJ CMS UPDATE

Odyssey File & Serve (OFS)
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TO: Judge Michelle Gehlsen, President, DMCJA Board 

FROM: Judge Jeffrey Goodwin, Chair, DMCJA Rules Committee  

SUBJECT: Proposal to Amend GR 22 [formerly proposal to amend GR 31] 

DATE: December 29, 2020 

 

  As you know, earlier this year, the DMCJA requested that the Washington State Supreme 

Court (WSSC) amend GR 31 to protect the confidentiality of certain therapeutic court records. 

After the proposal was submitted, the Washington Association for County Clerks (WSACC) 

contacted the DMCJA and requested that the proposal be modified to address WSACC’s 

concerns. Subsequently, the DMCJA requested that its proposal be withdrawn, and 

representatives of WSACC and the DMCJA Rules Committee prepared a revised proposal to 

amend GR 22. The revised GR 22 proposal has now been reviewed and approved by the DMCJA 

Rules Committee and WSACC, and has been submitted to the SCJA for review. 

  The DMCJA Rules Committee recommends that the DMCJA Board submit the attached 

GR 9 Cover Sheet and proposed rule amendment to the WSSC for consideration.  

   Please let me know if you have any questions. I can be reached through 425-744-6800 or 

jeffrey.goodwin@snoco.org. 

 

Attachment: GR 9 Cover Sheet and Proposed Amendment to GR 22 

 

CC: DMCJA Rules Committee 

 

  

X35



GR 9 COVER SHEET 

Suggested Amendments to 

WASHINGTON STATE COURT GENERAL RULES: 

RULE 22: ACCESS TO FAMILY LAW AND GUARDIANSHIP COURT RECORDS 

Submitted by the District & Municipal Courts Judges Association 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

A. Name of Proponent:   District & Municipal Courts Judges Association 

B. Spokesperson:    Judge Michelle Gehlsen, DMCJA President 
 
C. Purpose: The DMCJA recommends amending GR 22 to include therapeutic court 
records. Therapeutic courts are defined under RCW 2.30.010. This amendment would further the 
goal of therapeutic courts to provide individualized treatment intervention. Limited public access 
to assessments and treatment reports would help encourage defendants to cooperate more 
honestly with risk/needs assessments, mental health and chemical dependency evaluations, and 
treatment. 

In RCW 2.30.010, the Legislature recognized the unique ability of therapeutic courts to 
help defendants address their individual treatment needs:  

 (1) The legislature finds that judges in the trial courts throughout the state 
effectively utilize what are known as therapeutic courts to remove a defendant's or 
respondent's case from the criminal and civil court traditional trial track and allow 
those defendants or respondents the opportunity to obtain treatment services to 
address particular issues that may have contributed to the conduct that led to their 
arrest or other issues before the court. Trial courts have proved adept at creative 
approaches in fashioning a wide variety of therapeutic courts addressing the 
spectrum of social issues that can contribute to criminal activity and engagement 
with the child welfare system. 

(2) The legislature further finds that by focusing on the specific 
individual's needs, providing treatment for the issues presented, and ensuring 
rapid and appropriate accountability for program violations, therapeutic courts 
may decrease recidivism, improve the safety of the community, and improve the 
life of the program participant and the lives of the participant's family members 
by decreasing the severity and frequency of the specific behavior addressed by the 
therapeutic court. 

(3) The legislature recognizes the inherent authority of the judiciary under 
Article IV, section 1 of the state Constitution to establish therapeutic courts, and 
the outstanding contribution to the state and local communities made by the 
establishment of therapeutic courts and desires to provide a general provision in 
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statute acknowledging and encouraging the judiciary to provide for therapeutic 
court programs to address the particular needs within a given judicial jurisdiction. 

 Successful completion of a therapeutic court program by a defendant is dependent on the 
defendant being honest throughout the entire process. Initial evaluations require defendants to be 
honest about their personal history, their addiction issues, their mental health issues, etc.  Having 
such evaluations and treatment reports be restricted will help facilitate this goal because 
defendants can speak freely to evaluators, treatment providers and probation counselors without 
fear their personal private information will be released to the general public.  

 To further this end, the DMCJA proposes an amendment to GR 22 that would create 
restricted access to certain critical records used in therapeutic courts.  This amendment would 
facilitate public access to court records while also protecting personal privacy and not unduly 
burdening the ongoing business of the courts.  

D.   Proposed Amendments: [set forth below] 

E. Hearing:  A hearing is not recommended. 

F. Expedited Consideration:  Expedited consideration is not requested.  
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT: 

GR 22 
ACCESS TO FAMILY LAW, AND GUARDIANSHIP, AND THERAPEUTIC COURT 

RECORDS 
 

(a) Purpose and Scope of this Rule. This rule governs access to family law, and 
guardianship, and therapeutic court records, whether the records are maintained in paper or 
electronic form. The policy of the courts is to facilitate public access to court records, provided 
that such access will not present an unreasonable invasion of personal privacy, will not permit 
access to records or information defined by law or court rule as confidential, sealed, exempted 
from disclosure, or otherwise restricted from public access, and will not be unduly burdensome 
to the ongoing business of the courts.  

(b) Definition and Construction of Terms.  

(1) – (8) [Unchanged.]  

(9) “Therapeutic court cases” means any case in which a party is receiving treatment 
pursuant to a therapeutic court program under Chapter 2.30 RCW, and any case in which 
treatment is court-ordered. 

(c) Access to Family Law, or Guardianship, and Therapeutic Court Records.  

(1) General Policy. Except as provided in RCW 26.26.610(2) and subsections (c)(2) and 
(c)(3) below, all court records shall be open to the public for inspection and copying upon 
request. The Clerk of the court may assess fees, as may be authorized by law, for the production 
of such records.  

(2) Restricted Access. The Confidential Information Form, Sealed Financial Source 
Documents, Domestic Violence Information Form, Notice of Intent to Relocate required by 
RCW 26.09.440, Sealed Personal Health Care Record, Retirement Plan Order, Confidential 
Reports as defined in (e)(2)(B), copies of any unredacted Judicial Information System (JIS) 
database information considered by the court for parenting plan approval as set forth in (f) of this 
rule, and any Personal Information Sheet necessary for JIS purposes, and evaluations and reports 
pursuant to chapter 10.77 RCW, therapeutic court risk/needs assessments, treatment evaluation 
and treatment compliance forms used in therapeutic court cases or otherwise ordered by a 
court, shall only be accessible as provided in sections (h) and (i) herein.  

(3) Excluded Records. This section (c) does not apply to court records that are sealed as 
provided in GR 15, or to which access is otherwise restricted by law.  

(d) Restricted Personal Identifiers Not Required—Except. Parties to a family law case 
or the protected person in a guardianship case or defendants in a therapeutic court or those 
ordered to do treatment by a therapeutic court shall not be required to provide restricted personal 
identifiers in any document filed with the court or required to be provided upon filing a family 
law or guardianship case, except:  
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(1) “Sealed financial source documents” filed in accordance with (g)(1).  

(2) The following forms: Confidential Information Form, Domestic Violence Information 
Form, Notice of Intent to Relocate required by RCW 26.09.440, Vital Statistics Form, Law 
Enforcement Information Form, Foreign Protection Order Information Form, and any Personal 
Information Sheet necessary for JIS purposes.  

(3) Court requested documents that contain restricted personal identifiers, which may be 
submitted by a party as financial source documents under the provisions of section (g) of this 
rule.  

Comment 

Court records not meeting the definition of “Sealed Financial Source 
Documents,” “Personal Health Care Records,” Retirement Plan Orders, 
Confidential Reports or court records that otherwise meet the definition but have 
not been submitted in accordance with (g)(1) are not automatically sealed. Section 
(3) provides authority for the court to seal court records containing restricted 
personal identifiers upon motion of a party, or on the court’s own motion during a 
hearing or trial.  

(e) Filing of Reports in Family Law, and Guardianship, and Therapeutic Court 
cases--Cover Sheet.  

(1) This section applies to documents that are intended as reports to the court in Family 
law, and Guardianship, and therapeutic court cases including, but not limited to, the following:  

(A) Parenting evaluations;  

(B) Domestic Violence Assessment Reports created by Family Court Services or a 
qualified expert appointed by the court, or created for a therapeutic court purpose or otherwise 
ordered by a court;  

(C) Risk Assessment Reports created by Family Court Services or a qualified expert, or 
created for a therapeutic court purpose or otherwise ordered by a court;  

(D) Treatment evaluation and compliance reports required by a therapeutic court or 
otherwise ordered by a court; 

(E) Mental health competency evaluations; 

(DF) CPS Summary Reports created by Family Court Services or supplied directly by 
Children’s Protective Services;  

(EG) Sexual abuse evaluations; and  

(FH) Reports of a guardian ad litem or Court Appointed Special Advocate.  

(2) – (3) [Unchanged.] 
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(f) – (g) [Unchanged.] 

(h) Access by Courts, Agencies, and Parties to Restricted Documents.  

(1) Unless otherwise provided by statute or court order, the following persons shall have 
access to all records in family law, or guardianship, or therapeutic court cases:  

(A) – (B) [Unchanged.]  

(2) Except as otherwise provided by statute or court order, the following persons shall 
have access to all documents filed in a family law, or guardianship, or therapeutic court case, 
except the Personal Information Sheet, Vital Statistics Form, Confidential Information Form, 
Domestic Violence Information Form, Law Enforcement Information Form, and Foreign 
Protection Order Form.  

(A) – (C) [Unchanged.]  

(i) [Unchanged.] 
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December 30, 2020 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
Honorable Debra L. Stephens 
Chief Justice of the Washington State Supreme Court 
Temple of Justice 
PO Box 40929 
Olympia, WA  98504-0929 
 
RE: COVID - WDA/WACDL Request to Suspend the Issuance of Warrants 
 
Dear Chief Justice Stephens, 
 
The District and Municipal Court Judges’ Association (DMCJA) Board has 
reviewed the request from WDA and WACDL (WDA/WACDL) to halt the 
issuance of all bench warrants and would like the Supreme Court to consider 
our response prior to making any decision.  We appreciate the concerns 
expressed by WDA/WACDL but reach a different conclusion regarding the 
appropriate course of action to take.  
 
First, we would like to start with the current Supreme Court Order (“Order”).  
The Order was thoughtfully crafted and took into consideration the viewpoints 
of all interested parties.  The current Order grants the trial courts the 
discretion necessary to make informed decisions and balance the safety 
needs of criminal justice participants and the public.  In addition, the Order 
requires judicial officers to determine whether issuing the warrant is 
necessary for public or individual safety, the subject of the warrant received 
actual notice of the hearing, and that there is no viable alternative to issuing a 
warrant to securing the appearance of the subject.  At this point no evidence 
has been demonstrated that the order has failed in its desired goals. 
 
The WDA/WACDL letter provides anecdotal evidence of jurisdictions issuing 
warrants and the resultant impact on criminal justice participants.  The current 
Order provides the necessary means to safeguard criminal justice 
participants and the public, by limiting the issuance of warrants.  In our review 
of the current practice of issuing warrants, we do not see the problem as 
widespread as indicated and adherence to the current Order will alleviate 
many of the concerns expressed by WDA/WACDL.  The issues presented 
are more appropriately addressed through educating courts and criminal 
justice partners of the requirements of the current Order.   
 
The second point to consider is the opinion of our constituency.  In response 
to a recent survey involving the issuance of warrants posed to DMCJA courts 
in October, an overwhelming majority of the respondents favored the ability to 
issue warrants: 42% favored issuing warrants pursuant to the current court  
  

District and Municipal Court 
Judges’ Association 

 

 

 

President 
JUDGE MICHELLE K. GEHLSEN 

King County District Court 
Redmond Facility 
8601 160th Ave NE 
Redmond, WA  98052-3548 
(206) 477-3134 
 

President-Elect 
JUDGE CHARLES D. SHORT 

Okanogan County District Court 
149 N 3rd Ave, Rm 306 
Okanogan, WA  98840 
(509) 422-7170 
 

Vice-President 
COMMISSIONER RICK LEO 

Snohomish County District Court 
415 E Burke Ave 
Arlington, WA  98223-1010 
(360) 435-7700 
 

Secretary/Treasurer 

JUDGE JEFFREY R. SMITH 

Spokane County District Court 
1100 W Mallon Ave 
PO Box 2352 
Spokane, WA  99210-2352 
(509) 477-2959  
 

Past President 
JUDGE SAMUEL G. MEYER 

Thurston County District Court 
2000 Lakeridge Dr SW, Bldg 3 
PO Box 40947 
Olympia, WA  98504-0947 
(360) 786-5562 
 
 

Board of Governors 

 

JUDGE THOMAS W. COX 

Garfield County District Court 
(509) 382-4812 
 
JUDGE ANITA M. CRAWFORD-WILLIS 

Seattle Municipal Court 
(206) 684-8709 
 
JUDGE ROBERT W. GRIM  

Okanogan County District Court 
(509) 422-7170 
 
JUDGE DREW ANN HENKE 

Tacoma Municipal Court 
(253) 591-5357 
 

JUDGE TYSON R. HILL 

Grant County District Court 
(509) 754-2011 
 
JUDGE AIMEE MAURER 

Spokane County District Court 
(509) 477-2961 
 
JUDGE KEVIN G. RINGUS 

Fife Municipal Court 
(253) 922-6635 
 
JUDGE LAURA VAN SLYCK 

Everett Municipal Court 
(425) 257-8778 
 
JUDGE KARL WILLIAMS 

Pierce County District Court 
(253) 798-3312 
 
COMMISSIONER PAUL WOHL 

Thurston County District Court 
(360) 786-5562 

X41



 
rule and 57% favored issuing warrants upon a certain number of unexcused FTA regardless of 
imminent danger. 
 
We have serious concerns about increasing recidivism, the impact on our various communities of 
increasing recidivism, and respect for court orders and procedures.  We also face a tidal wave of 
cases and resets once any moratorium is lifted.  This has the potential to negatively impact the 
speedy trial rights of those defendants who were responsive to court orders. 
 
The DMCJA recognizes that these are difficult times and that we are all faced with difficult 
decisions.  The current Order has demonstrated that it provides appropriate safeguards for the 
public, the defendants, and the attorneys.  Each of the judges of the DMCJA have been elected or 
appointed and swore an oath to support the Constitutions of the United States and the State of 
Washington and we urge the Supreme Court to continue to trust the judges of Washington to 
faithfully execute their duties.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
s/Judge Michelle K. Gehlsen 
DMCJA President 
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