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Friday, April 8, 2022 12:30 – 3:30 p.m. ZOOM Video Conference 
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Location: Chelan 

June 6-10 2022 Varies DMCJA Spring Program 
Zoom Video Conference 

AOC Staff: Stephanie Oyler 

Updated: March 7, 2022
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DMCJA BOARD MEETING 
FRIDAY, APRIL 8, 2022 
12:30 PM – 3:30 PM 
ZOOM VIDEO CONFERENCE  

PRESIDENT CHARLES SHORT 

     AGENDA PAGE 

Call to Order 

1. Welcome and Minutes – Judge Charles D. Short
A. Minutes for March 11, 2022 Meeting 1 

2. Presentation
A. Northwest Tribal Court Judges Association (NWTCJA) – President Lisa Dickinson, Dickinson

Law Firm PLLC, Spokane
In addition to private practice, Ms. Dickinson serves in a judicial capacity as an Appellate Justice for the Northwest
Intertribal Court System, as a Tribal Court Pro Tem Judge and Appellate Justice for the Nez Perce Tribe, and has
previously served as the Chief Justice of the Coeur d'Alene Tribe. She also serves as a Pro Tem Administrative Law
Judge for the Office of Administrative Hearings.

3. Reports
A. Liaisons’ Reports

1. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA) – Kris Thompson,
President

2. Misdemeanant Probation Association (MPA) – Regina Alexander, Representative
3. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ) – Mark O’Halloran, Esq.
4. Washington State Bar Association (WSBA) – Francis Adewale, Esq.
5. Minority Bar Associations –
6. Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) – Dawn Marie Rubio, State Court Administrator
7. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA) – Judge Mary Logan, Judge Dan Johnson,

Judge Tam Bui, and Judge Rebecca Robertson
8. CLJ-CMS Project and Rules for E-Filing – Judge Kimberly Walden
9. Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA) – Judge Jennifer Forbes, SCJA President-Elect
10. Racial Justice Consortium – Judge Anita Crawford-Willis and Judge Michelle K. Gehlsen

B. Rules Committee Report – Judge Jeffrey D. Goodwin
C. Diversity Committee Report – Judge Karl Williams
D. Legislative Committee Report – Judge Kevin G. Ringus & Commissioner Paul Wohl
E. Therapeutic Courts Committee Report – Judge Laura Van Slyck
F. Public Outreach Committee Report – Judge Michelle K. Gehlsen
G. Education Committee Report – Judge Jeffrey R. Smith
H. Treasurer’s Report– Judge Karl Williams
I. Special Funds Report – Judge Jeffrey R. Smith

6 
21 

4. Break - 10 minutes



5. Action Items
A. Travel Expenses for Judge Patricia Connolly Walker and Judge Kimberley Walden to attend the

Tyler Connect 22 Member Conference on May 15-18, 2022, in Indianapolis, Indiana, at an
expense not to exceed $2,000 each

B. Rules Committee Proposal to Amend CRLJ 55
C. Additional Funding for Public Outreach Committee In-Person Work Session

24 

6. Discussion
A. Access to Superior Court Records/Documents
B. Retreat COVID-19 Requirements
C. Bylaws Committee Report re Public Outreach Committee
D. Bylaws Committee Report re Board Meeting Notification
E. Rules Committee – Various Proposed Rules Changes – Support Position
F. Rules Committee – Various Proposed Rules Changes – No Position
G. Rules Committee – Opposition to Proposed Amendment to APR 9
H. Rules Committee – Opposition to Amendment to CrRLJ 3.1
I. Rules Committee – Opposition to Amendment to CrRLJ 7.6
J. Rules Committee – DMCJA Proposed Rules Changes – no action required

29 
43 
44 
46 
47 
51 
54 
79 
85 
92 

7. Information
A. Concept Papers 94 

8. Adjourn

Next Scheduled Meeting: Annual Retreat & Board Meeting: Saturday, May 14, 2022 In-Person & Via Zoom 
Retreat 9:45 a.m. to 12:45 p.m.  Board Meeting 2:00 p.m. to 3:30 p.m. 
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DMCJA Board of Governors Meeting 
Friday, March 11, 2022, 12:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 
Zoom Video Conference  https://wacourts.zoom.us/j/97570254401 

MEETING MINUTES 

Members Present: 
Chair, Judge Charles D. Short 
Judge Thomas Cox  
Judge Michael Frans 
Judge Michelle K. Gehlsen  
Judge Drew Ann Henke 
Commissioner Rick Leo 
Judge Catherine McDowall 
Judge Lloyd Oaks  
Judge Kevin Ringus 
Judge Jeffrey Smith 
Judge Mindy Walker 
Judge Karl Williams 
Commissioner Paul Wohl 

Members Absent: 
Judge Anita Crawford-Willis 
Judge Laura Van Slyck 

Guests:  
Judge Valerie Bouffiou, Guest 
Judge Tam Bui, BJA Representative  
Judge Tracy Flood, Guest  
Judge Jennifer Forbes, SCJA  
Judge Jessica Giner, Guest  
Judge Jeffrey Goodwin, Rules Committee    
Judge Mary Logan, BJA Representative  
Judge Lisa Paglisotti, Guest  
Judge Rebecca Robertson, BJA Representative 
Judge Megan Valentine, Guest  
Judge Patricia Connolly Walker, JIS CMJ-CMS   
Francis Adewale, WSBA  
Melissa Johnson, Lobbyist  
Allen Mills, Bluecrane Solutions, Inc  

AOC Staff: 
Stephanie Oyler, Primary DMCJA Staff 
J Benway, Principal Legal Analyst 
Tessa Clements, Behavioral Health Program Lead 
Tracy Dugas, Court Program Specialist 
Frank Thomas, Senior Court Program Analyst  

CALL TO ORDER 

Judge Charles D. Short, 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 12:33 p.m. 

WELCOME AND MINUTES  

Judge Short welcomed everyone to the March 2022 meeting of the DMCJA Board of Governors. 

Judge Short introduced the 2022 Judicial College graduates that were in attendance.  

A. Minutes
The minutes from the February 11, 2022 meeting were previously distributed to the members.  Judge Short
asked if there were any changes that needed to be made to the minutes.  Hearing none, the minutes were
approved by consensus.

PRESENTATIONS 

National Association of Women Judges  
Judge Lisa Paglisotti provided an overview of the National Association of Women Judges and shared 
information about their upcoming Women’s Resource Fair.  

1
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DMCJA Board of Governors 
Meeting Minutes, March 11, 2022 
Page 2  

AOC Office of Court Innovation Behavioral Health Unit Decision Package  
AOC Behavioral Health Program Lead Tessa Clements gave a brief overview of the decision package that 
established the Behavioral Health Program team. 

COMMITTEE AND LIAISON REPORTS 

A. Liaison Reports

1. District and Municipal Court Management Association (DMCMA)
DMCMA President Kris Thompson was not present but provided a written report that the DMCMA’s
next board meeting will be held on March 15, 2022.

2. Misdemeanant Probation Association (MPA)
MPA Representative Regina Alexander was not present.

3. Washington State Association for Justice (WSAJ)
WSAJ Representative Mark O’Halloran, Esq. was not present.

4. Washington State Bar Association (WSBA)
WSBA Representative Francis Adewale, Esq. reported that representatives from the WSBA recently
met with the Supreme Court to discuss the structure and future of the bar association. Mr. Adewale
shared that the WSBA would like to ask the DMCJA for ideas about how to encourage new attorneys to
relocate to more rural areas and would like to have further discussion about this issue at a subsequent
board meeting. Judge Smith shared that this is also an issue in the medical field and that medical
schools may have some models they can share.

5. Minority Bar Associations
No representatives from the minority bar associations were present.

6. Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC)
State Court Administrator Dawn Marie Rubio was not present.

7. Board for Judicial Administration (BJA)
Judge Tam Bui reminded the board that the BJA Court Education Committee is responsible for
education and training for members of the judicial branch, and that they collaborate with AOC to
develop education opportunities. Judge Bui noted that SB 5490 (Interbranch Advisory Committee) did
pass the legislature this session and is awaiting the Governor’s signature. The Chief Justice will be
starting discussions on how best to approach this committee, including membership and top priorities.

8. CLJ-CMS Project and Rules for e-Filing/Judicial Information System (JIS) Report
Allen Mills, Bluecrane Solutions, Inc. introduced himself and shared that he is present today as a
resource for questions related to the CLJ-CMS project. Judge Walker briefly shared an update on
integration of third party software into CLJ-CMS. Mr. Mills noted that his impression is that the AOC is
attempting to solve the problem of integration into the Tyler suite of products and that the upcoming
report from Dexter Mejia at AOC should provide more detailed information about next steps. Judge
Walker requested that the DMCJA provide funds for two Steering Committee members to attend the
upcoming Tyler conference (Tyler Connect) in Indianapolis, Indiana. A poll was taken to gauge interest
in providing up to $4000 in expense reimbursement for two Steering Committee members to attend
Tyler Connect, which passed by acclamation. This item will be carried over to Action at the next
meeting.
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9. Superior Court Judges’ Association (SCJA)
Judge Jennifer Forbes, SCJA President-Elect, reported that SCJA is overall pleased with the legislative
outcome this year, and that preparations for the Salary Commission discussions are ongoing. Judge
Forbes shared that SCJA’s annual business meeting will occur at the end of April, and a new President-
Elect will join the DMCJA board meetings as the SCJA representative in May.

10. Racial Equity Consortium
Judge Michelle Gehlsen reported that the Consortium is continuing to draft a work plan that will outline
their next steps.

B. Rules Committee Report
Judge Jeffrey D. Goodwin reported that he and Judge Short recently met with the SCJA and the WSBA
regarding a previously discussed issue with GR 9, where the Supreme Court Rules Committee is not
following their own policy to have rules proposals vetted through the associations prior to publishing. Judge
Goodwin will be drafting a letter to be sent on behalf of the DMCJA to outline the concerns.

1. Rules Committee Meeting Minutes
The minutes from the January 25, 2022 Rules Committee meeting are included in the packet.

C. Diversity Committee Report
Judge Karl Williams reported that the tDiversity Committee has hired an intern to work on the EHM project.

D. Legislative Committee Report
Commissioner Paul Wohl requested that Melissa Johnson, DMCJA Lobbyist, provide the Legislative
Committee report today. Melissa Johnson reported that the budget bill passed the legislature late last night,
and the DMCJA was overall very successful in receiving funding for their priorities. Ms. Johnson shared
that the DMCJA will be getting two new staff policy analysts, one of which will be a general analyst, and
one that will focus on Blake-related work. She reported that t$4.9 million was allocated in the budget to
therapeutic courts, that municipal courts will receive funding to implement Blake, and AOC’s data quality
program will receive funding for staff, with eFiling costs funded, and court room AV upgrade funding also
available. Ms. Johnson noted that the one item that was not funded at all is courthouse security, and that
she hopes the branches can come together on the Interbranch Advisory Committee to reach an
understanding on this issue. Ms. Johnson also reported that on the policy side, bills regarding legal
financial obligations (HB 1412), single judge courts (HB 1825), and auditor fee waivers (HB 1961) all
passed the legislature this year. Ms. Johnson thanked everyone who participated in DMCJA’s Legislative
Day and noted that the Committee is working on exciting things for the interim period in preparation for the
2023 session.

E. Therapeutic Courts Committee Report
Judge Laura Van Slyck was not present but provided a report that the next Therapeutic Courts Committee
meeting is scheduled for April 6.  An outreach letter to committee members and new therapeutic court
grantees has been distributed.

F. Public Outreach Committee Report
Judge Michelle K. Gehlsen reported that the committee will be requesting additional funding this year for an
in-person work session and requested that this item be added to the April board meeting agenda for Action.
Judge Gehlsen shared that the committee is also working on a “take your legislator/executives to the court”
event for the fall, and that soon a toolkit will be available on Inside Courts with examples of presentations to
city councils or similar audiences.

G. Education Committee Report
Judge Jeffrey R. Smith reported that a Save-the-Date for the 2022 DMCJA Virtual Spring Program (June 6
through June 10, 2022) has been sent to membership.
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H. Treasurer’s Report
Judge Karl Williams reported that 2022 dues continue to be received.

I. Special Funds Report
Judge Jeffrey R. Smith reported that the Special Funds account has generated $5.98 in interest.

J. Nominating Committee Report
Nominating Committee Chair Judge Michelle Gehlsen directed members to the materials, providing the
2022 candidates for election as follows:

President-Elect  Judge Jeffrey Smith 
Vice-President   Judge Karl Williams  
Secretary/Treasurer   Judge Anita Crawford-Willis 
Board Position #2  FT District  Judge Jeffrey Goodwin & Judge Mindy Walker 
Board Position #3 PT District Judge Chancey Crowell & Judge Carolyn Jewett 
Board Position #4 FT Municipal Judge Jessica Giner & Judge Gloria Ochoa-Bruck 

ACTION 

A. The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/S/P) to update the guidelines for the Justice Mary
Fairhurst Grant to change the requirement from “active on a committee” to “active on a committee on
behalf of DMCJA.”

B. M/S/P to approve the HB 1294 Model Interlocal Probation Agreement as presented.

C. M/S/P to make a donation of $2500 from the general fund for the Minority and Justice Commission
Annual Symposium provided that use of these funds for this purpose would not violate judicial ethics.

D. M/S/P to provide support of up to $2500 from the Special Fund for hiring a public relations firm to help
with messaging in preparation for Salary Commission presentations.

E. M/S/P to adopt the resolution as presented to create the David A. Steiner Leadership Award.

F. M/S/P to adopt the proposed Guidelines for DMCJA Social Media Posting as policy.

DISCUSSION 

A. Resolution for Judge Steiner Award
Commissioner Rick Leo introduced the draft language for the Steiner Award and requested that the
Board vote on this item.
The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/S/P) to move this item to Action today.

B. 2023-205 Biennium Budget Development & Submittal
Judge Short reminded the Board that Chris Stanley, AOC Management Services Division Director, is
providing the opportunity for those throughout the judicial branch to submit concept papers for budget
decision packages. Judge Short provided a brief explanation of each of the ideas submitted to the
DMCJA for consideration and requested that members take a poll to prioritize these items. A link to the
poll was provided in the chat.

C. Public Outreach Social Media Policy Draft
4
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Judge Gehlsen introduced the Guidelines for DMCJA Social Media Posting Policy from the Community 
Engagement Subcommittee and requested that the Board vote to approve the policy. 
The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/S/P) to move this item to Action today. 

D. Rules Committee Proposal to Amend CRLJ 55
Judge Goodwin introduced the proposal to Amend CRLJ 55 and requested that this item on placed on
the April board meeting agenda for action.

E. Special Funds Expenditure – Salary Commission PR Consulting Firm
Commissioner Leo introduced this item and explained this year, the Washington Citizens’ Commission
on Salaries for Elected Officials (“Salary Commission”) will meet to determine updated salaries for
elected officials, including judicial officers. Commissioner Leo noted that the Salary Commission holds
a series of meetings beginning in the fall, and that the first two speakers from the judicial branch at
those meetings will be Judge Forbes from SCJA, and himself. An ad hoc workgroup of judges usually
meets on Salary Commission years to discuss how to approach the meetings, and this year that
workgroup has decided that recommend that SCJA and DMCJA jointly contract with a public relations
firm to help with preparation and messaging. Judge Forbes noted that the workgroup has been
watching videos of past meetings, and it has become clear that they have not always communicated
well with their audience (i.e. the Commissioners). Commissioner Leo shared that a proposal from FM
Public Affairs is available in the meeting materials today and requested that this item be moved to
Action.
The Board moved, seconded, and passed a vote (M/S/P) to move this item to Action today.

INFORMATION 

Judge Short brought the following informational items to the Board’s attention. 

A. Joint Minority Mentorship Program (JMMP)
B. Rules Published for Comment and Preliminary Responses
C. Save the Date – 2022 DMCJA Virtual Spring Program, June 6-10, 2022
D. Webinar – Washington’s New Civil Protection Order Law, April 6, 2022
E. BJA Strategic Initiative Request for Proposals – due April 21, 2022

OTHER BUSINESS 

The next DMCJA Board Meeting is scheduled for Friday, April 8, 2022 from 12:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m., held via 
Zoom video conference. 

The meeting was adjourned at 3:53 p.m. 
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Christina E Huwe 

Pierce County Bookkeeping 

1504 58th Way SE 

Auburn, WA 98092 

Phone (360) 710‐5937 

E‐Mail: piercecountybookkeeping@outlook.com 

SUMMARY OF REPORTS 

WASHINGTON STATE 

 DISTRICT AND MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGES’ 

ASSOCIATION 

For the Period Ending March 31st,  2022 

Please find attached the following reports for you to review: 

• Statement of Financial Position

• Monthly Statement of Activities.

• Bank Reconciliation Reports

• Transaction Detail Report (year‐to‐date)

• Special Fund Bank Statement

• Current Budget Balance

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding the attached.

PLEASE BE SURE TO KEEP FOR YOUR RECORDS 
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Mar 31, 22

ASSETS
Current Assets

Checking/Savings
Bank of America - Checking 30,560
Bank of America - Savings 372,048
Washington Federal (Spec Fund) 38,993

Total Checking/Savings 441,601

Total Current Assets 441,601

Fixed Assets
Accumulated Depreciation (703)
Computer Equipment 579

Total Fixed Assets (124)

TOTAL ASSETS 441,477

LIABILITIES & EQUITY
Liabilities

Current Liabilities
Credit Cards

Credit Cards
Bank of America C. C. (17)

Total Credit Cards (17)

Total Credit Cards (17)

Total Current Liabilities (17)

Total Liabilities (17)

Equity
Unrestricted Earnings 33,156
Unrestricted Net Assets 305,296
Net Income 103,042

Total Equity 441,494

TOTAL LIABILITIES & EQUITY 441,477

Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
Statement of Financial Position

As of March 31, 2022
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Jul 21 Aug 21 Sep 21 Oct 21 Nov 21 Dec 21

Ordinary Income/Expense
Income

Interest Income 8.85 8.86 8.57 8.79 8.46 8.66
Membership Revenue 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 15,000.00

Total Income 8.85 8.86 8.57 8.79 8.46 15,008.66

Gross Profit 8.85 8.86 8.57 8.79 8.46 15,008.66

Expense
President's - Special Fund 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 190.06 0.00
Prior Year Budget Expense 1,645.16 5,031.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Board Meeting Expense 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Bookkeeping Expense 318.00 318.00 318.00 318.00 318.00 318.00
Judicial Assistance Committee 0.00 0.00 1,525.00 750.00 0.00 2,000.00
Judicial College Social Support 2,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Judicial Community Outreach 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,000.00
Legislative Pro-Tem 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 244.90
Lobbyist Contract 6,000.00 6,000.00 6,000.00 6,000.00 6,000.00 6,000.00
President Expense 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00 17.39 260.59
Pro Tempore (Chair Approval) 0.00 0.00 394.63 166.00 0.00 734.70
Professional Services 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 775.00 0.00
Treasurer Expense and Bonds 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00

Total Expense 9,963.16 11,349.34 8,337.63 7,244.00 7,300.45 11,558.19

Net Ordinary Income (9,954.31) (11,340.48) (8,329.06) (7,235.21) (7,291.99) 3,450.47

Net Income (9,954.31) (11,340.48) (8,329.06) (7,235.21) (7,291.99) 3,450.47

Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
Statement of Activities

For the Nine Months Ending March 31st, 2022

Page 1
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Jan 22 Feb 22 Mar 22 TOTAL

Ordinary Income/Expense
Income

Interest Income 8.59 8.43 9.37 78.58
Membership Revenue 112,275.00 47,050.00 7,800.00 182,125.00

Total Income 112,283.59 47,058.43 7,809.37 182,203.58

Gross Profit 112,283.59 47,058.43 7,809.37 182,203.58

Expense
President's - Special Fund 0.00 0.00 100.00 290.06
Prior Year Budget Expense 0.00 0.00 0.00 6,676.50
Board Meeting Expense 150.00 0.00 0.00 150.00
Bookkeeping Expense 318.00 318.00 318.00 2,862.00
Judicial Assistance Committee 0.00 0.00 2,000.00 6,275.00
Judicial College Social Support 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,000.00
Judicial Community Outreach 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,000.00
Legislative Pro-Tem 0.00 0.00 0.00 244.90
Lobbyist Contract 6,000.00 6,000.00 6,000.00 54,000.00
President Expense 524.93 70.07 0.00 972.98
Pro Tempore (Chair Approval) 489.80 489.80 630.00 2,904.93
Professional Services 0.00 0.00 0.00 775.00
Treasurer Expense and Bonds 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00

Total Expense 7,482.73 6,877.87 9,048.00 79,161.37

Net Ordinary Income 104,800.86 40,180.56 (1,238.63) 103,042.21

Net Income 104,800.86 40,180.56 (1,238.63) 103,042.21

Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
Statement of Activities

For the Nine Months Ending March 31st, 2022

Page 2
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Type Date Nu Name Clr Amount Balance

Beginning Balance 81,842.98
Cleared Transactions

Checks and Payments - 9 items
Check 03/04/2022 Pierce County Book... X -318.00 -318.00
Transfer 03/04/2022 X -17.56 -335.56
Transfer 03/06/2022 X -17.56 -353.12
Check 03/15/2022 Bogard & Johnson, ... X -6,000.00 -6,353.12
Check 03/18/2022 Snohomish Co. Distr... X -420.00 -6,773.12
Transfer 03/18/2022 X -99.71 -6,872.83
Check 03/25/2022 Lynwood Municipal ... X -1,000.00 -7,872.83
Check 03/25/2022 Adams County Trea... X -500.00 -8,372.83
Transfer 03/31/2022 X -50,000.00 -58,372.83

Total Checks and Payments -58,372.83 -58,372.83

Deposits and Credits - 1 item
Deposit 03/09/2022 X 5,450.00 5,450.00

Total Deposits and Credits 5,450.00 5,450.00

Total Cleared Transactions -52,922.83 -52,922.83

Cleared Balance -52,922.83 28,920.15

Uncleared Transactions
Checks and Payments - 2 items

Check 03/31/2022 Susanna Neil Kanth... -2,000.00 -2,000.00
Check 03/31/2022 Snohomish Co. Distr... -210.00 -2,210.00

Total Checks and Payments -2,210.00 -2,210.00

Deposits and Credits - 1 item
Deposit 03/31/2022 3,850.00 3,850.00

Total Deposits and Credits 3,850.00 3,850.00

Total Uncleared Transactions 1,640.00 1,640.00

Register Balance as of 03/31/2022 -51,282.83 30,560.15

Ending Balance -51,282.83 30,560.15

2:44 PM Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
04/04/22 Reconciliation Detail

Bank of America - Checking, Period Ending 03/31/2022

Page 1
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Type Date Nu Name Clr Amount Balance

Beginning Balance 322,045.06
Cleared Transactions

Deposits and Credits - 2 items
Deposit 03/31/2022 X 2.75 2.75
Transfer 03/31/2022 X 50,000.00 50,002.75

Total Deposits and Credits 50,002.75 50,002.75

Total Cleared Transactions 50,002.75 50,002.75

Cleared Balance 50,002.75 372,047.81

Register Balance as of 03/31/2022 50,002.75 372,047.81

Ending Balance 50,002.75 372,047.81

2:45 PM Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
04/04/22 Reconciliation Detail

Bank of America - Savings, Period Ending 03/31/2022

Page 1
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Date Name Memo Amount Balance

Bank of America - Checking
07/06/2021 Funds Transfer to credit card (949.70) (949.70)
07/07/2021 Funds Transfer to credit card (490.65) (1,440.35)
07/07/2021 Michelle Gehlsen (422.66) (1,863.01)
07/13/2021 MD Engraving (417.05) (2,280.06)
07/20/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping (318.00) (2,598.06)
07/20/2021 Timothy Jenkins (69.90) (2,667.96)
07/20/2021 King County District Court (244.90) (2,912.86)
07/21/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) (8,912.86)
08/01/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) (14,912.86)
08/10/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping (318.00) (15,230.86)
08/16/2021 AOC (190.29) (15,421.15)
08/23/2021 SCJA (4,841.05) (20,262.20)
09/10/2021 Okanogan County District Court (394.63) (20,656.83)
09/15/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) (26,656.83)
09/15/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping (318.00) (26,974.83)
09/29/2021 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz (1,525.00) (28,499.83)
10/05/2021 Funds Transfer 10,000.00 (18,499.83)
10/07/2021 Funds Transfer to credit card (100.00) (18,599.83)
10/15/2021 Life Management Consulting & Se... (750.00) (19,349.83)
10/15/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) (25,349.83)
10/15/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping (318.00) (25,667.83)
10/27/2021 City of Tacoma (166.00) (25,833.83)
11/04/2021 Funds Transfer 5,000.00 (20,833.83)
11/10/2021 Funds Transfer to credit card (103.40) (20,937.23)
11/10/2021 Dino W Traverso, PLLC (775.00) (21,712.23)
11/15/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) (27,712.23)
11/25/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping October Services (318.00) (28,030.23)
11/29/2021 Funds Transfer to credit card (96.66) (28,126.89)
12/06/2021 Funds Transfer to credit card (34.95) (28,161.84)
12/10/2021 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz (2,000.00) (30,161.84)
12/10/2021 Funds Transfer 7,000.00 (23,161.84)
12/10/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping November Services (318.00) (23,479.84)
12/14/2021 Washington YMCA Youth & Gover... (2,000.00) (25,479.84)
12/15/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) (31,479.84)
12/21/2021 Funds Transfer 10,000.00 (21,479.84)
12/21/2021 Funds Transfer to credit card (260.32) (21,740.16)
12/23/2021 Deposit 4,450.00 (17,290.16)
12/23/2021 Deposit 3,800.00 (13,490.16)
12/23/2021 Deposit 6,750.00 (6,740.16)
12/28/2021 King County District Court (244.90) (6,985.06)
12/28/2021 King County District Court (734.70) (7,719.76)
01/07/2022 Funds Transfer (52.26) (7,772.02)
01/14/2022 Deposit 33,025.00 25,252.98
01/14/2022 Pierce County Bookkeeping (318.00) 24,934.98
01/14/2022 Michelle Gehlsen. (264.13) 24,670.85
01/15/2022 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) 18,670.85
01/25/2022 Chelan Chamber of Commerce (150.00) 18,520.85
01/27/2022 King County District Court (489.80) 18,031.05
01/28/2022 Funds Transfer to credit card (156.70) 17,874.35
01/29/2022 Deposit 16,300.00 34,174.35
01/29/2022 Deposit 10,300.00 44,474.35
01/29/2022 Deposit 7,750.00 52,224.35
01/29/2022 Deposit 27,050.00 79,274.35
01/29/2022 Deposit 7,900.00 87,174.35
01/29/2022 Deposit 8,450.00 95,624.35
01/29/2022 Deposit 1,500.00 97,124.35
02/02/2022 Funds Transfer (90,000.00) 7,124.35
02/04/2022 King County District Court (489.80) 6,634.55
02/10/2022 Deposit 13,300.00 19,934.55
02/10/2022 Deposit 3,000.00 22,934.55
02/15/2022 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) 16,934.55
02/15/2022 Pierce County Bookkeeping January Services (318.00) 16,616.55
02/17/2022 Funds Transfer to credit card (87.06) 16,529.49
02/18/2022 Deposit 14,850.00 31,379.49
02/18/2022 Deposit 9,650.00 41,029.49
02/18/2022 Deposit 4,000.00 45,029.49
02/21/2022 Deposit 2,250.00 47,279.49
03/04/2022 Funds Transfer (17.56) 47,261.93
03/04/2022 Pierce County Bookkeeping (318.00) 46,943.93
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03/06/2022 Funds Transfer to credit card (17.56) 46,926.37
03/09/2022 Deposit 5,450.00 52,376.37
03/15/2022 Bogard & Johnson, LLC (6,000.00) 46,376.37
03/18/2022 Snohomish Co. District Court (420.00) 45,956.37
03/18/2022 Funds Transfer to credit card (99.71) 45,856.66
03/25/2022 Lynwood Municipal Court (1,000.00) 44,856.66
03/25/2022 Adams County Treasurer (500.00) 44,356.66
03/31/2022 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz (2,000.00) 42,356.66
03/31/2022 Snohomish Co. District Court (210.00) 42,146.66
03/31/2022 Deposit 3,850.00 45,996.66
03/31/2022 Funds Transfer (50,000.00) (4,003.34)

Total Bank of America - Checking (4,003.34) (4,003.34)

Bank of America - Savings
07/31/2021 Interest 2.24 2.24
08/31/2021 Interest 2.24 4.48
09/30/2021 Interest 2.17 6.65
10/05/2021 Funds Transfer (10,000.00) (9,993.35)
10/29/2021 Interest 2.17 (9,991.18)
11/04/2021 Funds Transfer (5,000.00) (14,991.18)
11/29/2021 Interest 2.05 (14,989.13)
12/10/2021 Funds Transfer (7,000.00) (21,989.13)
12/21/2021 Funds Transfer (10,000.00) (31,989.13)
12/29/2021 Interest 2.04 (31,987.09)
01/29/2022 Interest 1.97 (31,985.12)
02/02/2022 Funds Transfer 90,000.00 58,014.88
02/28/2022 Interest 2.45 58,017.33
03/31/2022 Funds Transfer 50,000.00 108,017.33
03/31/2022 Interest 2.75 108,020.08

Total Bank of America - Savings 108,020.08 108,020.08

Washington Federal (Spec Fund)
07/31/2021 Interest 6.61 6.61
08/31/2021 Interest 6.62 13.23
09/30/2021 Interest 6.40 19.63
10/31/2021 Interest 6.62 26.25
11/30/2021 Interest 6.41 32.66
12/31/2021 Interest 6.62 39.28
01/31/2022 Interest 6.62 45.90
02/28/2022 Interest 5.98 51.88
03/31/2022 Interest 6.62 58.50

Total Washington Federal (Spec Fund) 58.50 58.50

Prepaid Expenses
07/01/2021  DMCJA  Support for Judicial C... (2,000.00) (2,000.00)

Total Prepaid Expenses (2,000.00) (2,000.00)

Credit Cards
Bank of America C. C.
07/06/2021 Funds Transfer 949.70 949.70
07/07/2021 Homewetbar Gifts President Expense - Prior Year ... (490.65) 459.05
07/07/2021 Funds Transfer 490.65 949.70
09/06/2021 Harbor Blooms  DMCJA sent flowers to Tracy at... (100.00) 849.70
10/07/2021 Funds Transfer 100.00 949.70
10/21/2021 Secretary of State Corp renewal (10.00) 939.70
11/04/2021 De Laurenti Florist Condolences for Judge Steiner (93.40) 846.30
11/10/2021 Funds Transfer 103.40 949.70
11/22/2021 TLF Flowers Judge Lucas Memorial (96.66) 853.04
11/29/2021 Funds Transfer 96.66 949.70
11/29/2021 Amazon New Judge Books (17.39) 932.31
12/01/2021 Amazon New Judge Books (17.56) 914.75
12/06/2021 Funds Transfer 34.95 949.70
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.32) 932.38
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.23) 915.15
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.35) 897.80
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.37) 880.43
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.58) 862.85
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12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.45) 845.40
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.56) 827.84
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.29) 810.55
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.32) 793.23
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.31) 775.92
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.31) 758.61
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.34) 741.27
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.31) 723.96
12/16/2021 Amazon New Judge Book (17.29) 706.67
12/21/2021 Funds Transfer 260.32 966.99
01/05/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.29) 949.70
01/05/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.62) 932.08
01/05/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.35) 914.73
01/06/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.56) 897.17
01/06/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.56) 879.61
01/06/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.29) 862.32
01/07/2022 Funds Transfer 52.26 914.58
01/07/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.29) 897.29
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.56) 879.73
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.56) 862.17
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.23) 844.94
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.29) 827.65
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.39) 810.26
01/13/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.26) 793.00
01/27/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.29) 775.71
01/28/2022 Funds Transfer 156.70 932.41
01/31/2022 Amazon New Judge Book (17.26) 915.15
02/02/2022 Amazon (17.56) 897.59
02/02/2022 Amazon (17.56) 880.03
02/08/2022 Amazon (17.39) 862.64
02/17/2022 Funds Transfer 87.06 949.70
02/24/2022 Amazon (17.56) 932.14
03/04/2022 Marni's Petal Pushers Floral and ... (100.00) 832.14
03/04/2022 Funds Transfer 17.56 849.70
03/06/2022 Funds Transfer 17.56 867.26
03/18/2022 Funds Transfer 99.71 966.97

Total Bank of America C. C. 966.97 966.97

Total Credit Cards 966.97 966.97

Interest Income
07/31/2021 Interest (2.24) (2.24)
07/31/2021 Interest (6.61) (8.85)
08/31/2021 Interest (2.24) (11.09)
08/31/2021 Interest (6.62) (17.71)
09/30/2021 Interest (2.17) (19.88)
09/30/2021 Interest (6.40) (26.28)
10/29/2021 Interest (2.17) (28.45)
10/31/2021 Interest (6.62) (35.07)
11/29/2021 Interest (2.05) (37.12)
11/30/2021 Interest (6.41) (43.53)
12/29/2021 Interest (2.04) (45.57)
12/31/2021 Interest (6.62) (52.19)
01/29/2022 Interest (1.97) (54.16)
01/31/2022 Interest (6.62) (60.78)
02/28/2022 Interest (2.45) (63.23)
02/28/2022 Interest (5.98) (69.21)
03/31/2022 Interest (2.75) (71.96)
03/31/2022 Interest (6.62) (78.58)

Total Interest Income (78.58) (78.58)
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Membership Revenue
12/23/2021 George Steele Mason County (1,000.00) (1,000.00)
12/23/2021 Dale A. McBeth Chehalis Municipal Court (500.00) (1,500.00)
12/23/2021 Thomas L. Meyer Yelm Municipal (250.00) (1,750.00)
12/23/2021 Deanna Crull Airway Heights (200.00) (1,950.00)
12/23/2021 Megan Valentine Grays Harbor County (1,000.00) (2,950.00)
12/23/2021 Brian D. Barlow Grant County (1,000.00) (3,950.00)
12/23/2021 Nicholas Wallace Grant County (1,000.00) (4,950.00)
12/23/2021 Brian Gwinn Grant County (1,000.00) (5,950.00)
12/23/2021 Melissa K. Chalarson Grant County (Commissioner) (800.00) (6,750.00)
12/23/2021 Therese Murphy City of Zillah (250.00) (7,000.00)
12/23/2021 Scott Ahlf Olympia (1,000.00) (8,000.00)
12/23/2021 Ronald Reynier Skamania County (500.00) (8,500.00)
12/23/2021 Claire Bradley Kitsap County District Court (1,000.00) (9,500.00)
12/23/2021 Kevin P Kelly Kitsap County District Court (1,000.00) (10,500.00)
12/23/2021 Jeffrey J. Jahns Kitsap County District Court (1,000.00) (11,500.00)
12/23/2021 Marilyn Paja Kitsap County District Court (1,000.00) (12,500.00)
12/23/2021 Kristian E. Hedine Walla Walla County (1,000.00) (13,500.00)
12/23/2021 Angelle M. Geri Airway Heights (500.00) (14,000.00)
12/23/2021 Kyle Imler Grays Harbor County (1,000.00) (15,000.00)
01/14/2022 Bruce Hanify Clallam County (500.00) (15,500.00)
01/14/2022 Jennifer M. Azure Benton County District Court (1,000.00) (16,500.00)
01/14/2022 James F. Bell Benton County District Court (1,000.00) (17,500.00)
01/14/2022 Daniel Kathren Benton County District Court (1,000.00) (18,500.00)
01/14/2022 Terry Tanner Benton County District Court (1,000.00) (19,500.00)
01/14/2022 John S Ziobro Benton County District Court (1,000.00) (20,500.00)
01/14/2022 G. Scott Marinella Columbia District Court (Associ... (25.00) (20,525.00)
01/14/2022 N. Scott Stewart Issaquah Municipal Court (500.00) (21,025.00)
01/14/2022 Susan L. Solan Aberdeen Municipal Court (500.00) (21,525.00)
01/14/2022 Eric C. Bigger Douglas County District Court (1,000.00) (22,525.00)
01/14/2022 Andrea K. Russell Adams Co. District Court Ritzville (500.00) (23,025.00)
01/14/2022 Virginia M. Amato King County District Court (1,000.00) (24,025.00)
01/14/2022 Susan Mahoney King County District Court (1,000.00) (25,025.00)
01/14/2022 Fa'amomoi Masaniai King County District Court (1,000.00) (26,025.00)
01/14/2022 Marcus W. Naylor King County District Court (1,000.00) (27,025.00)
01/14/2022 Lisa O'Toole King County District Court (1,000.00) (28,025.00)
01/14/2022 Lisa Paglisotti King County District Court (1,000.00) (29,025.00)
01/14/2022 Kevin Peck King County District Court (1,000.00) (30,025.00)
01/14/2022 E. Rania Rampersad King County District Court (1,000.00) (31,025.00)
01/14/2022 Kristin Shotwell King County District Court (1,000.00) (32,025.00)
01/14/2022 Elizabeth D. Stephenson King County District Court (1,000.00) (33,025.00)
01/14/2022 Leah Taguba King County District Court (1,000.00) (34,025.00)
01/14/2022 Brian Todd King County District Court (1,000.00) (35,025.00)
01/14/2022 Matthew York King County District Court (1,000.00) (36,025.00)
01/14/2022 Rebecca Robertson King County District Court (1,000.00) (37,025.00)
01/14/2022 Marcine Anderson King County District Court (1,000.00) (38,025.00)
01/14/2022 Joe Campagna King County District Court (1,000.00) (39,025.00)
01/14/2022 Kuljinder Dhillon King County District Court (1,000.00) (40,025.00)
01/14/2022 Michael Finkle King County District Court (1,000.00) (41,025.00)
01/14/2022 Michelle Gehlsen King County District Court (1,000.00) (42,025.00)
01/14/2022 Laurel Gibson King County District Court (1,000.00) (43,025.00)
01/14/2022 Nathaniel Green King County District Court (1,000.00) (44,025.00)
01/14/2022 Corinna Harn King County District Court (1,000.00) (45,025.00)
01/14/2022 Gregg Hirakawa King County District Court (1,000.00) (46,025.00)
01/14/2022 Jill Klinge King County District Court (1,000.00) (47,025.00)
01/14/2022 Rhonda Laumann King County District Court (1,000.00) (48,025.00)
01/29/2022 Debra Lev Bellingham Municipal Court (1,000.00) (49,025.00)
01/29/2022 Nicholas Henery Bellingham Municipal Court (800.00) (49,825.00)
01/29/2022 Thomas Brown Ferry County District (500.00) (50,325.00)
01/29/2022 Brian Sanderson Yakima County District (1,000.00) (51,325.00)
01/29/2022 Kevin Eilmes Yakima County District (800.00) (52,125.00)
01/29/2022 Alfred G. Schweepe Yakima County District (1,000.00) (53,125.00)
01/29/2022 Donald W. Engel Yakima County District (1,000.00) (54,125.00)
01/29/2022 Charles Short Okanogan County District (1,000.00) (55,125.00)
01/29/2022 Chancey C. Crowell Okanogan County District (1,000.00) (56,125.00)
01/29/2022 David A Larson Federal Way Municipal Court (1,000.00) (57,125.00)
01/29/2022 Wade Samuelson Lewis County District Court (1,000.00) (58,125.00)
01/29/2022 RW Buzzard Lewis County District Court (1,000.00) (59,125.00)
01/29/2022 Wendy S. Tripp Lewis County District Court (200.00) (59,325.00)
01/29/2022 Elizabeth Penoyar North Pacific District Court (500.00) (59,825.00)
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01/29/2022 Nancy R. McAllister South Pacific District Court (500.00) (60,325.00)
01/29/2022 Craig Stilwill Pasco Municipal Court (1,000.00) (61,325.00)
01/29/2022 M. Jamie Imboden Cowlitz District (1,000.00) (62,325.00)
01/29/2022 John A Hays Cowlitz District (1,000.00) (63,325.00)
01/29/2022 Debra L Burchett Cowlitz District (1,000.00) (64,325.00)
01/29/2022 Thomas W. Cox Garfield County District (500.00) (64,825.00)
01/29/2022 Valerie Bouffiou Lynwood Municipal Court (1,000.00) (65,825.00)
01/29/2022 Enrico Leo Snohomish District Court (800.00) (66,625.00)
01/29/2022 Jenn Rancourt Snohomish District Court (1,000.00) (67,625.00)
01/29/2022 Beth Fraser Snohomish District Court (1,000.00) (68,625.00)
01/29/2022 Jeffery Goodwin Snohomish District Court (1,000.00) (69,625.00)
01/29/2022 Douglas Fair Snohomish District Court (1,000.00) (70,625.00)
01/29/2022 Patricia L. Lyon Snohomish District Court (1,000.00) (71,625.00)
01/29/2022 Steven Clough Snohomish District Court (1,000.00) (72,625.00)
01/29/2022 Tam Bui Snohomish District Court (1,000.00) (73,625.00)
01/29/2022 Anthony  Howard Snohomish District Court (1,000.00) (74,625.00)
01/29/2022 Robert Hamilton Enumclaw Municipal Court (250.00) (74,875.00)
01/29/2022 Jeanette Lineberry Pierce County District  Court (1,000.00) (75,875.00)
01/29/2022 Karla Buttorff Pierce County District  Court (1,000.00) (76,875.00)
01/29/2022 Kevin McCann Pierce County District  Court (1,000.00) (77,875.00)
01/29/2022 Lloyd Oaks Pierce County District  Court (1,000.00) (78,875.00)
01/29/2022 Lizanne Padula Pierce County District  Court (1,000.00) (79,875.00)
01/29/2022 Claire Sussman Pierce County District  Court (1,000.00) (80,875.00)
01/29/2022 Karl Williams Pierce County District  Court (1,000.00) (81,875.00)
01/29/2022 Jeff Gregory Mercer Island Municipal Court (500.00) (82,375.00)
01/29/2022 Drew Henke Tacoma Municipal Court (1,000.00) (83,375.00)
01/29/2022 Dennis H. Ball Tacoma Municipal Court (1,000.00) (84,375.00)
01/29/2022 David B Ladenburg Tacoma Municipal Court (1,000.00) (85,375.00)
01/29/2022 Randall L. Hansen Tacoma Municipal Court (800.00) (86,175.00)
01/29/2022 Sandra L. Allen Gig Harbor and Milton Municipal... (500.00) (86,675.00)
01/29/2022 James M.B. Buzzard Centralia Municipal Court (500.00) (87,175.00)
01/29/2022 Jennifer Johnson Grant City of Lake Forest Park (500.00) (87,675.00)
01/29/2022 Anthony Parise Whatcom County District (800.00) (88,475.00)
01/29/2022 Matthew Elich Whatcom County District (1,000.00) (89,475.00)
01/29/2022 Angela Anderson Whatcom County District (no for... (1,000.00) (90,475.00)
01/29/2022 Geoff Arnold Cosmopolis Municipal Court (250.00) (90,725.00)
01/29/2022 Howard F Delaney Spokane Municipla Court (800.00) (91,525.00)
01/29/2022 Gloria Ochoa-Bruck Spokane Municipla Court (1,000.00) (92,525.00)
01/29/2022 Gerald A. Caniglia Spokane Municipla Court (800.00) (93,325.00)
01/29/2022 Michael Valerien Spokane Municipla Court (800.00) (94,125.00)
01/29/2022 Kristin O'Sullivan Spokane Municipla Court (1,000.00) (95,125.00)
01/29/2022 Molly A. Nave Spokane Municipla Court (800.00) (95,925.00)
01/29/2022 Mary C. Logan Spokane Municipla Court (1,000.00) (96,925.00)
01/29/2022 Carolyn J. Benzel Adams - Othello County District ... (500.00) (97,425.00)
01/29/2022 Tina Kernan Asotin District Court (1,000.00) (98,425.00)
01/29/2022 Seth Niesen Seattle Municipal Court (800.00) (99,225.00)
01/29/2022 Mary Lynch Seattle Municipal Court (800.00) (100,025.00)
01/29/2022 Park D. Eng Seattle Municipal Court (800.00) (100,825.00)
01/29/2022 Robert Chung Seattle Municipal Court (800.00) (101,625.00)
01/29/2022 Jerome Roache Seattle Municipal Court (800.00) (102,425.00)
01/29/2022 Faye R. Chess Seattle Municipal Court (1,000.00) (103,425.00)
01/29/2022 Catherine McDowall Seattle Municipal Court (1,000.00) (104,425.00)
01/29/2022 Anita M. Crawford-Willis Seattle Municipal Court (1,000.00) (105,425.00)
01/29/2022 Adam C. Eisenberg Seattle Municipal Court (1,000.00) (106,425.00)
01/29/2022 Willie Gregory Seattle Municipal Court (1,000.00) (107,425.00)
01/29/2022 Andrea Chin Seattle Municipal Court (1,000.00) (108,425.00)
01/29/2022 Damon G. Shadid Seattle Municipal Court (1,000.00) (109,425.00)
01/29/2022 Rick L. Hansen Klickitat County (West)  (no form) (500.00) (109,925.00)
01/29/2022 Andrea Beall Puyallup Municipla Court (1,000.00) (110,925.00)
01/29/2022 Timothy A. Dury Port Orchard Municipal Court (500.00) (111,425.00)
01/29/2022 John A. Miller Fircrest Ruston Municipal Court (250.00) (111,675.00)
01/29/2022 Kelley Olwell Yakima Municipal Court (1,000.00) (112,675.00)
01/29/2022 Susan Woodard Yakima Municipal Court (1,000.00) (113,675.00)
01/29/2022 Tamara A. Hanlon Yakima Municipal Court (400.00) (114,075.00)
01/29/2022 John Olson Kirkland (no form) (1,000.00) (115,075.00)
01/29/2022 Dave Neupert District Court 1 Clallam County (1,000.00) (116,075.00)
01/29/2022 Clarke W. Tibbits East Wenatchee Municipal Court (500.00) (116,575.00)
01/29/2022 William Penoyar South Bend Municipal Court (250.00) (116,825.00)
01/29/2022 Jean A Cotton Hoquiam Municipal Court (500.00) (117,325.00)
01/29/2022 Anneke Berry Buckley Municipal Court (250.00) (117,575.00)
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01/29/2022 Arthur Blauvelt III Elma & Oakville Municipal Courts (250.00) (117,825.00)
01/29/2022 Kara Murphy Richards Renton Municipal Court (1,000.00) (118,825.00)
01/29/2022 Jessica A Giner Renton Municipal Court (1,000.00) (119,825.00)
01/29/2022 Lisa Mansfield Lakewood Municipal Court (1,000.00) (120,825.00)
01/29/2022 Stephen D Greer Shelton Municipal Court (500.00) (121,325.00)
01/29/2022 Robin R. McCroskey Pend Oreille County District Court (1,000.00) (122,325.00)
01/29/2022 Lorrie Towers Marysville Muncipal Court (1,000.00) (123,325.00)
01/29/2022 Fred L. Gillings Marysville Municipal Court (1,000.00) (124,325.00)
01/29/2022 Douglas B. Robinson Colfax Municipal Court (200.00) (124,525.00)
01/29/2022 David Ebenger Winthrop, Twisp and Omak Mun... (250.00) (124,775.00)
01/29/2022 Whitney Rivera City of Edmonds (no form) (1,000.00) (125,775.00)
01/29/2022 Andrew W. Wheeler Battle Ground Municipal Court (500.00) (126,275.00)
01/29/2022 Mara J. Rozzano Bothell Municipal Court (1,000.00) (127,275.00)
02/10/2022 Patricia Connolly Walker Spokane County District Court (1,000.00) (128,275.00)
02/10/2022 Jennifer L. Fassbender Spokane County District Court (1,000.00) (129,275.00)
02/10/2022 Debra Hayes Spokane County District Court (1,000.00) (130,275.00)
02/10/2022 Patrick T Johnson Spokane County District Court (1,000.00) (131,275.00)
02/10/2022 Richard M. Leland Spokane County District Court (1,000.00) (132,275.00)
02/10/2022 Aimee N. Maurer Spokane County District Court (1,000.00) (133,275.00)
02/10/2022 Jeffrey R. Smith Spokane County District Court (1,000.00) (134,275.00)
02/10/2022 Donna Wilson Spokane County District Court (1,000.00) (135,275.00)
02/10/2022 Eric Dooyema Spokane County District Court (800.00) (136,075.00)
02/10/2022 Heidi Heywood Wahkiakum District Court (500.00) (136,575.00)
02/10/2022 Kevin Ringus Fife Municipal Court (1,000.00) (137,575.00)
02/10/2022 Kyle Mott Chelan County District (1,000.00) (138,575.00)
02/10/2022 Roy Fore Chelan County District (1,000.00) (139,575.00)
02/10/2022 Allen C Unzleman Napavine Municipal County (250.00) (139,825.00)
02/10/2022 Christopher C Bates Montesano Municipal Court (250.00) (140,075.00)
02/10/2022 Robert R. Northcott Granger Municipal Court (250.00) (140,325.00)
02/10/2022 Darrel R. Ellis Roslyn Municipal Court (250.00) (140,575.00)
02/10/2022 Darrel R. Ellis Cle Elum Municipal Courty (250.00) (140,825.00)
02/10/2022 Amy Kaestner Everett Municipal Court (1,000.00) (141,825.00)
02/10/2022 Laura Vanslyck Everett Municipal Court (1,000.00) (142,825.00)
02/10/2022 Thomas M. Ellington City of Roy (250.00) (143,075.00)
02/10/2022 Kimberly R Boggs Columbia County District Court /... (500.00) (143,575.00)
02/18/2022 William H. Hawkins Island County Dist. Municipal C... (1,000.00) (144,575.00)
02/18/2022 Ronald Andrew M Costeck Island County Dist. Municipal C... (800.00) (145,375.00)
02/18/2022 Erin Priest Clark County (no form) (800.00) (146,175.00)
02/18/2022 Todd George Clark County (no form) (800.00) (146,975.00)
02/18/2022 Abigail Bartlett Clark County (no form) (1,000.00) (147,975.00)
02/18/2022 Kelli E. Osler Clark County (no form) (1,000.00) (148,975.00)
02/18/2022 Sonya L. Langsdorf Clark County (no form) (1,000.00) (149,975.00)
02/18/2022 James B Smith Clark County (no form) (1,000.00) (150,975.00)
02/18/2022 Chad E. Sleight Clark County (no form) (1,000.00) (151,975.00)
02/18/2022 Kristen L. Parcher Clark County (no form) (1,000.00) (152,975.00)
02/18/2022 Carolyn Jewett San Juan County District Court (1,000.00) (153,975.00)
02/18/2022 Tracy Flood Bremerton Municipal Court (1,000.00) (154,975.00)
02/18/2022 Shane Seaman Bremerton Municipal Court (200.00) (155,175.00)
02/18/2022 Jessica K. Ness Monroe Municipal (500.00) (155,675.00)
02/18/2022 Anthony Gipe Kent Municipal Court (1,000.00) (156,675.00)
02/18/2022 Michael R Frans Kent Municipal Court (1,000.00) (157,675.00)
02/18/2022 Dan B Johnson Lincoln County District (500.00) (158,175.00)
02/18/2022 Kris Kaino Long Beach / Ilwaco Municipal ... (250.00) (158,425.00)
02/18/2022 Gerald F. Roach Franklin County (no form) (1,000.00) (159,425.00)
02/18/2022 Terrance G. Lewis Lynden Municipal Court (250.00) (159,675.00)
02/18/2022 Lisa Leone City of Des Moines (no form) (500.00) (160,175.00)
02/18/2022 Carolyn J. Benzel Adams County District Court-Ot... (1,000.00) (161,175.00)
02/18/2022 Darrel R. Ellis Upper Kittitas County District Co... (500.00) (161,675.00)
02/18/2022 Jenifer Howson Skagit County District Court (1,000.00) (162,675.00)
02/18/2022 Warren Gilbert Skagit County District Court (1,000.00) (163,675.00)
02/18/2022 Diane Goddard Skagit County District Court (1,000.00) (164,675.00)
02/18/2022 Pat Eason Skagit County District Court (800.00) (165,475.00)
02/18/2022 Paul Nielsen Skagit County District Court (800.00) (166,275.00)
02/18/2022 Paul Wohl Thurston County District (800.00) (167,075.00)
02/18/2022 Kalo Wilcox Thurston County District (1,000.00) (168,075.00)
02/18/2022 Samuel G. Meyer Thurston District (1,000.00) (169,075.00)
02/18/2022 Brett Buckley Thurston District (1,000.00) (170,075.00)
02/18/2022 Pauline Freund Seatac Municipal (500.00) (170,575.00)
02/18/2022 Kimberly Walden Tukwila Municipal Court (500.00) (171,075.00)
02/18/2022 Jeffery Baker Klickitat County (West) (no form) (500.00) (171,575.00)

Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
Transaction Detail by Account

July 2021 through March 2022
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Date Name Memo Amount Balance

02/18/2022 Brock D. Stiles Sedro-Woolley Municipal (500.00) (172,075.00)
02/21/2022 David Hatch Westport Municipal Court (250.00) (172,325.00)
02/21/2022 Dan LeBeau Colton Municipal Court (250.00) (172,575.00)
02/21/2022 Jeffrey L. Tolman Poulsbo Municipal Court (500.00) (173,075.00)
02/21/2022 Mark Kaiman Ferndale Municipal Court (250.00) (173,325.00)
02/21/2022 Sara L. McCulloch Bainbridge Island Municipal Court (500.00) (173,825.00)
02/21/2022 Troy Lee City of Sunnyside (no form) (500.00) (174,325.00)
03/09/2022 Dwayne L Christopher Pierce County District Court (1,000.00) (175,325.00)
03/09/2022 Scott C. Sage Ocean Shores Municipal Court (250.00) (175,575.00)
03/09/2022 Valerie Bouffiou Lynnwood Municipal Court (1,000.00) (176,575.00)
03/09/2022 Joanna J Daniels Bonney Lake, South Prairie & E... (1,000.00) (177,575.00)
03/09/2022 Mindy Walker Jefferson County District Court (1,000.00) (178,575.00)
03/09/2022 John E Hart Whitman County District Court (1,000.00) (179,575.00)
03/09/2022 Bronson Faul Selah Municipal Court (200.00) (179,775.00)
03/25/2022 Lynwood Municipal Court refund of Judge Judge Bouffiou'... 1,000.00 (178,775.00)
03/25/2022 Adams County Treasurer refund of overpaid dues for Ada... 500.00 (178,275.00)
03/31/2022 Michael Bobbink Blaine Everson Sumas Municip... (500.00) (178,775.00)
03/31/2022 Peter Peaguin King County District Court (800.00) (179,575.00)
03/31/2022 Michael Morgan King County District Court (800.00) (180,375.00)
03/31/2022 Gina Tveit Stevens County District Court (1,000.00) (181,375.00)
03/31/2022 Krista White Swain Sumner and Black Diamond Mu... (500.00) (181,875.00)
03/31/2022 Alex Thomason Brewster Municipal Court (250.00) (182,125.00)

Total Membership Revenue (182,125.00) (182,125.00)

President's - Special Fund
11/04/2021 De Laurenti Florist Condolences for Judge Steiner 93.40 93.40
11/22/2021 TLF Flowers Judge Lucas Memorial 96.66 190.06
03/04/2022 Marni's Petal Pushers Floral and ... Judge Short sent to Judge Chris... 100.00 290.06

Total President's - Special Fund 290.06 290.06

Prior Year Budget Expense
07/07/2021 Homewetbar Gifts President Expense - Prior Year ... 490.65 490.65
07/07/2021 Michelle Gehlsen President Line Item - Gift for Lo... 319.70 810.35
07/07/2021 Michelle Gehlsen President Line Item - Flowers se... 102.96 913.31
07/13/2021 MD Engraving President Line Item - hanger aw... 417.05 1,330.36
07/20/2021 Timothy Jenkins Jasp line item 69.90 1,400.26
07/20/2021 King County District Court Pro Tempore 6/28/21 244.90 1,645.16
08/16/2021 AOC President Line Item 190.29 1,835.45
08/23/2021 SCJA 1/2 of leftover JASP amount fro... 4,841.05 6,676.50

Total Prior Year Budget Expense 6,676.50 6,676.50

Board Meeting Expense
01/25/2022 Chelan Chamber of Commerce DMCJA  5/14/22 Caldwell rental 150.00 150.00

Total Board Meeting Expense 150.00 150.00

Bookkeeping Expense
07/20/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping June Services 318.00 318.00
08/10/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping July Services 318.00 636.00
09/15/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping August Services 318.00 954.00
10/15/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping September Services 318.00 1,272.00
11/25/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping October Services 318.00 1,590.00
12/10/2021 Pierce County Bookkeeping November Services 318.00 1,908.00
01/14/2022 Pierce County Bookkeeping December Services 318.00 2,226.00
02/15/2022 Pierce County Bookkeeping January Services 318.00 2,544.00
03/04/2022 Pierce County Bookkeeping February Services 318.00 2,862.00

Total Bookkeeping Expense 2,862.00 2,862.00

Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
Transaction Detail by Account

July 2021 through March 2022
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Date Name Memo Amount Balance

Judicial Assistance Committee
09/29/2021 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz Quarter 3 1,200.00 1,200.00
09/29/2021 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz FJLC Meeting Webinar 325.00 1,525.00
10/15/2021 Life Management Consulting & Se... Presentation on Anger Training ... 750.00 2,275.00
12/10/2021 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz 4th quarter payment 1,200.00 3,475.00
12/10/2021 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz peer training 800.00 4,275.00
03/31/2022 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz Quarter 1, 2022 1,200.00 5,475.00
03/31/2022 Susanna Neil Kanther-Raz 4 sessions 800.00 6,275.00

Total Judicial Assistance Committee 6,275.00 6,275.00

Judicial College Social Support
07/01/2021  DMCJA  Support for Judicial C... 2,000.00 2,000.00

Total Judicial College Social Support 2,000.00 2,000.00

Judicial Community Outreach
12/14/2021 Washington YMCA Youth & Gover... 2,000.00 2,000.00

Total Judicial Community Outreach 2,000.00 2,000.00

Legislative Pro-Tem
12/28/2021 King County District Court Judge Gehlsen 11-18-21 244.90 244.90

Total Legislative Pro-Tem 244.90 244.90

Lobbyist Contract
07/21/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 6,000.00
08/01/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 12,000.00
09/15/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 18,000.00
10/15/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 24,000.00
11/15/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 30,000.00
12/15/2021 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 36,000.00
01/15/2022 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 42,000.00
02/15/2022 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 48,000.00
03/15/2022 Bogard & Johnson, LLC 6,000.00 54,000.00

Total Lobbyist Contract 54,000.00 54,000.00

President Expense
09/06/2021 Harbor Blooms  DMCJA sent flowers to Tracy at... 100.00 100.00
11/29/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.39 117.39
12/01/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.56 134.95
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.32 152.27
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.23 169.50
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.35 186.85
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.37 204.22
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.58 221.80
12/12/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.45 239.25
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.56 256.81
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.29 274.10
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.32 291.42
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.31 308.73
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.31 326.04
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.34 343.38
12/13/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.31 360.69
12/16/2021 Amazon New Judge Book 17.29 377.98
01/05/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.29 395.27
01/05/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.62 412.89
01/05/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.35 430.24
01/06/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.56 447.80
01/06/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.56 465.36
01/06/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.29 482.65
01/07/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.29 499.94
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.56 517.50
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.56 535.06
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.23 552.29
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.29 569.58
01/10/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.39 586.97
01/13/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.26 604.23
01/14/2022 Michelle Gehlsen. President's Gavel 264.13 868.36

Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
Transaction Detail by Account

July 2021 through March 2022
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Date Name Memo Amount Balance

01/27/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.29 885.65
01/31/2022 Amazon New Judge Book 17.26 902.91
02/02/2022 Amazon 17.56 920.47
02/02/2022 Amazon 17.56 938.03
02/08/2022 Amazon 17.39 955.42
02/24/2022 Amazon 17.56 972.98

Total President Expense 972.98 972.98

Pro Tempore (Chair Approval)
09/10/2021 Okanogan County District Court 8/20/21 394.63 394.63
10/27/2021 City of Tacoma 10/8/21 166.00 560.63
12/28/2021 King County District Court Judge Gehlsen 12/10/21 244.90 805.53
12/28/2021 King County District Court Judge Gehlsen 10-25-21 244.90 1,050.43
12/28/2021 King County District Court Judge Gehlsen 11-05-21 244.90 1,295.33
01/27/2022 King County District Court Judge Gehlsen 10/8/2021 244.90 1,540.23
01/27/2022 King County District Court Judge Gehlsen 11/12/21 244.90 1,785.13
02/04/2022 King County District Court 1/14/22 244.90 2,030.03
02/04/2022 King County District Court 1/24/22 244.90 2,274.93
03/18/2022 Snohomish Co. District Court 2-2-22 420.00 2,694.93
03/31/2022 Snohomish Co. District Court 3-29-22 210.00 2,904.93

Total Pro Tempore (Chair Approval) 2,904.93 2,904.93

Professional Services
11/10/2021 Dino W Traverso, PLLC Corp tax return 775.00 775.00

Total Professional Services 775.00 775.00

Treasurer Expense and Bonds
10/21/2021 Secretary of State Corp renewal 10.00 10.00

Total Treasurer Expense and Bonds 10.00 10.00

TOTAL 0.00 0.00

Washington State District And Municipal Court Judges Assoc.
Transaction Detail by Account

July 2021 through March 2022
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ALLOCATED SPENT REMAINING

Access to Justice Liaison 100.00$   100.00

Audit  (every 3 years)

Bar Association Liaison 100.00$   100.00

Board Meeting Expense 15,000.00$   150.00 14,850.00

Bookkeeping Expense 3,500.00$   2,862.00 638.00

Bylaws Committee 250.00$   250.00

Conference Calls 200.00$   200.00

Conference Planning Committee 4,000.00$   4,000.00Conference Incidental Fees For Members 

(reconsider in Spring based on finances) -$     

Contract Grant Writer 50,000.00$   50,000.00

Contract Policy Analyst 50,000.00$   50,000.00

Council on Independent Courts (CIC) 500.00$   500.00

Diversity Committee 500.00$   500.00DMCJA/SCJA Sentencing Alternatives aka

"Trial Court Sentencing and Supervision -$     

DMCMA Liaison 100.00$   100.00

DMCMA Mandatory Education 20,000.00$   20,000.00

DOL Liaison Committee 100.00$   100.00

Education Committee 5,000.00$   5,000.00

Education - Security 2,500.00$   2,500.00

Educational Grants 5,000.00$   5,000.00

Judicial Assistance Service Program (JASP) 

Committee* 16,000.00$   

6,275.00 9,725.00

Insurance (every 3 years)

Judicial College Social Support 2,000.00$   2,000.00 0.00

Judicial Community Outreach 2,000.00$   2,000.00 0.00

Legislative Committee 1,500.00$   1,500.00

Legislative Pro-Tem 2,500.00$   245.00 2,255.00

Lobbyist Contract 105,000.00$   54,000.00 51,000.00

Long-Range Planning Committee 750.00$   750.00

MPA Liaison 250.00$   250.00Municipal/District Court Swearing In - Every 4

yrs (next 12/2021) 500.00$   500.00

Mary Fairhurst National Leadership Grants 5,000.00$   5,000.00

Nominating Committee 100.00$   100.00

President Expense 1,500.00$   973.00 527.00

Special Fund (from President line item) 500.00$   290.00 210.00

Pro Tempore (committee chair approval) 10,000.00$   2,905.00 7,095.00

Professional Services (Dino Traverso, CPA) 1,500.00$   775.00 725.00

Public Outreach (ad hoc workgroup) 150.00$   150.00

Rules Committee 500.00$   500.00

SCJA Board Liaison 250.00$   250.00

Therapeutic Courts 2,500.00$   2,500.00

DMCJA 2021-2022 Adopted Budget
Item/Committee
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Treasurer Expense and Bonds 100.00$   10.00 90.00

Trial Court Advocacy Board - DORMANT -$     

Uniform Infraction Citation Committee 1,000.00$   1,000.00

Totals $310,450.00 $72,485.00 $237,965.00

updated 03/31/2022

Special Fund

*Includes $8,000 from the SCJA
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GR 9 COVER SHEET 

Suggested Amendment to 
WASHINGTON STATE COURT RULES: 

CIVIL RULES FOR COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 

CRLJ 55 
DEFAULT 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

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

B. Spokesperson: Judge Michael J. Finkle, Member, DMCJA Rules Committee 

C. Purpose: CLRJ 55(f) sets out the procedures for a motion for default judgment 
when the defendant has not appeared and more than one year has elapsed from the date of 
service of the summons and complaint.  The current court rule only references service of the 
summons.  The current version of the rule does not expressly state that a motion for default 
judgment under that subsection must be noted for hearing.  CRLJ 55(f)(2)(iv), applicable if the 
plaintiff initially served process by publication, clearly requires the plaintiff to note the motion 
for a hearing.  This could have been an oversight on the original drafters part or intentional as 
service by publication under CRLJ 55 (b)(3) requires an examination upon oath.   Nevertheless, 
the absence of such a clear requirement in CRLJ 55(f)(2)(i)-(iii) can cause confusion. 

There are two reasons for the request.  First, the way the rule is currently drafted can 
cause counsel and/or judges to avoid setting motions for default for a hearing when more than 
one year has passed since personal service.  King County District Court recently received 
approximately 8 motions (all from the same law firm) seeking default judgments without a 
hearing.  This spurred several hours of research by the judge handling the matter.  That could 
have been avoided with a simple rule change.  Second, King County Superior Court has seen fit 
to adopt a local rule (LCR 55(a)(1) that expressly requires a nearing.  If CR 55 (similar to CRLJ 
55) was clear, the local rule would be unnecessary.

The proposed amendment to CRLJ 55(f)(1) would not change the existing rule; it would 
only make it clear.  King County’s local rule can only be considered valid if it clarifies the state 
rule.  If it changes it, then it is invalid.  While passage of a Superior Court local rule is not 
binding authority, it is a good indicator that the proposed clarification would be consistent with 
the current rule. 

The only two cases that the DMCJA is aware of that remotely discuss this issue mention 
that the plaintiffs noted hearings, but do not say whether a hearing was required.   Those cases 
are:  Brooks v. University City, Inc., 154 Wn.App. 474 (2010); and Dubois v. Kapuni, 71 
Wn.App. 621 (1993).  The two cases certainly support the notion that a hearing is necessary, but 
they are not directly on point. 
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For the foregoing reasons, the DMCJA is requesting that the Supreme Court amends 
CRLJ 55(f)(1) to clarify the process for seeking a default judgment when service occurred more 
than one year before. 

D. Hearing:  A hearing is not recommended.

E. Expedited Consideration:  Expedited consideration is not requested.
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CRLJ 55 DEFAULT 

(a) Entry of Default.

(1) Motion. When a party against whom a judgment for affirmative relief is sought has
failed to appear, plead, or otherwise defend as provided by these rules and that fact is made to 
appear by motion and affidavit, a motion for default may be made. 

(2) Pleading After Default. Any party may respond to any pleading or otherwise defend
at any time before a motion for default and supporting affidavit is filed, whether the party 
previously has appeared or not. If the party has appeared before the motion is filed, he may 
respond to the pleading or otherwise defend at any time before the hearing on the motion. If the 
party has not appeared before the motion is filed he may not respond to the pleading nor 
otherwise defend without leave of court. Any appearances for any purpose in the action shall be 
for all purposes under this rule 55. 

(3) Notice. Any party who has appeared in the action for any purpose, shall be served
with a written notice of motion for default and the supporting affidavit at least 5 days before the 
hearing on the motion. Any party who has not appeared before the motion for default and 
supporting affidavit are filed is not entitled to a notice of the motion, except as provided in 
subsection (f)(2)(i). 

(4) Venue. A motion for default shall include a statement of the basis for venue in the
action. A default shall not be entered if it clearly appears to the court from the papers on file that 
the action was brought in an improper district. 

(b) Entry of Default Judgment. As limited in rule 54(c), judgment after default may be
entered as follows, if proof of service is on file as required by subsection (b)(4): 

(1) When Amount Certain. When the claim against a party, whose default has been
entered under section (a), is for a sum certain or for a sum which can by computation be made 
certain, the court upon motion and affidavit of the amount due shall enter judgment for that 
amount and costs against the party in default, if he is not an infant or incompetent person. No 
judgment by default shall be entered against an infant or incompetent person unless represented 
by a general guardian or guardian ad litem. Findings of fact and conclusions of law are not 
necessary under this subsection even though reasonable attorney fees are requested and allowed. 

(2) When Amount Uncertain. If, in order to enable the court to enter judgment or to carry
it into effect, it is necessary to take an account or to determine the amount of damages or to 
establish the truth of any averment by evidence or to make an investigation of any other matter, 
the court may conduct such hearings as are deemed necessary or, when required by statute, shall 
have such matters resolved by a jury. Findings of fact and conclusions of law are required under 
this subsection. 
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(3) When Service by Publication or Mail. In an action where the service of the summons
was by publication, or by mail under rule 4(d)(4), the plaintiff, upon the expiration of the time 
for answering, may, upon proof of service, apply for judgment. The court must thereupon require 
proof of the demand mentioned in the complaint, and must require the plaintiff or his agent to be 
examined on oath respecting any payments that have been made to the plaintiff, or to anyone for 
his use on account of such demand, and may render judgment for the amount which he is entitled 
to recover, or for such other relief as he may be entitled to. 

(4) Costs and Proof of Service. Costs shall not be awarded and default judgment shall not
be rendered unless proof of service is on file with the court. 

(c) Setting Aside Default.

(1) Generally. For good cause shown and upon such terms as the court deems just, the
court may set aside an entry of default and, if a judgment by default has been entered, may 
likewise set it aside in accordance with rule 60(b). 

(2) When Venue Is Improper. A default judgment entered in a district of improper venue
is valid but will on motion be vacated for irregularity pursuant to rule 60(b)(1). A party who 
procures the entry of the judgment shall, in the vacation proceedings, be required to pay to the 
party seeking vacation the costs and reasonable attorney fees incurred by the party in seeking 
vacation if the party procuring the judgment could have determined the district of proper venue 
with reasonable diligence. This subsection does not apply if either (i) the parties stipulate in 
writing to venue after commencement of the action, or (ii) the defendant has appeared, has been 
given written notice of the motion for an order of default, and does not object to venue before the 
entry of the default order. 

(d) Plaintiffs, Counterclaimants, Cross Claimants. The provisions of this rule apply
whether the party entitled to the judgment by default is a plaintiff, a third party plaintiff, or a 
party who has pleaded a cross claim or counterclaim. In all cases a judgment by default is subject 
to the limitations of rule 54(c). 

(e) Judgment Against State. [Reserved.]

(f) How Made After Elapse of Year.

(1) Notice. When more than 1 year has elapsed after service of summons with no
appearance being made, the court shall not sign an order of default or enter a judgment until a 
notice of the time and place of the hearing on the application for the order or judgment is served 
on the party in default, not less than 10 days prior to the entry. Proof by affidavit of the service of 
the notice shall be filed before entry of the judgment. 

(2) Service. Service of notice of the time and place on the application for the order of
default or default judgment shall be made as follows: 

(i) by service upon the attorney of record;

27



5 

(ii) if there is no attorney of record, then by service upon the defendant by certified mail
with return receipt of said service to be attached to the affidavit in support of the application; or 

(iii) by a personal service upon the defendant in the same manner provided for service of
process. 

(iv) If service of notice cannot be made under sections (i) and (iii), the notice may be
given by publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the county in which the action is 
pending for one publication, and by mailing a copy to the last known address of each defendant. 
Both the publication and mailing shall be done 10 days prior to the hearing. 
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Access to Superior Court Records

5 / 12

13.85% 9

60.00% 39

26.15% 17

Q3 Does your local County Clerk's Office require you to pay to
access/view/print Superior Court documents?

Answered: 65 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 65

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Currently don't have access but when we do we won't be charged to view but will charge to
print

3/30/2022 4:11 PM

2 we can't access or view Superior Court documents 3/30/2022 1:24 PM

3 Unknown as we do not typically ask for Superior Court documents 3/30/2022 1:19 PM

4 Currently don't have access but when we do we won't be charged to view but will charge to
print

3/30/2022 12:59 PM

5 My belief is I may be able to view some but not all and have to pay to print 3/30/2022 9:38 AM

6 I don't know 3/30/2022 9:03 AM

7 For copies, yes. To view actual file in the lobby, no. 3/30/2022 8:37 AM

8 I believe so because I have been told so, but I have not confirmed that independently. 3/26/2022 3:11 PM

9 I have not asked Superior Court for copies or to view a file. 3/23/2022 4:38 PM

10 It does not require the Court to access/view/print Superior Court Documents 3/23/2022 3:48 PM

11 Don't access 3/23/2022 9:20 AM

12 We have no technological access to Superior Court records, period. 3/22/2022 2:02 PM

13 rarely need access, depends on the clerk that responds 3/22/2022 1:55 PM

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Yes

No

Other (please
specify)

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

Other (please specify)
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14 I have to verify that I work for the court each year to be able to view LINX without charge. 3/22/2022 12:18 PM

15 No access to records 3/22/2022 12:17 PM

16 I don't know. I have access provided by the Court already as I'm a part time Superior Court
Commissioner too

3/22/2022 12:17 PM

17 We have needed any documents 3/22/2022 12:12 PM
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Access to Superior Court Records

7 / 12

15.38% 10

23.08% 15

61.54% 40

Q4 Does your local County Clerk's Office require others in the courts (such
as prosecutors or defense attorneys) to pay for access to Superior Court

records?
Answered: 65 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 65

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Yes

No

I don't know

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

I don't know
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Access to Superior Court Records

8 / 12

6.15% 4

75.38% 49

18.46% 12

Q5 Do you regularly access or request Superior Court documents from
other counties besides your own (e.g. a neighboring county)?

Answered: 65 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 65

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Occasionally 3/30/2022 2:04 PM

2 I try to but can’t 3/30/2022 2:02 PM

3 I regularly review court records in Superior Court cases but do not attempt to access or review
documents as it would be too cumbersome to attempt in the middle of a hearing

3/30/2022 9:38 AM

4 I do not because of the cost (at least perceived cost), but might access records if there was
no cost and if it was easy.

3/26/2022 3:11 PM

5 Sometimes, I would access or request documents more regularly if access was less
complicated.

3/22/2022 3:39 PM

6 However, if we had access through JABS, for instance, I would be checking out of county
Superior Court records on a regular basis.

3/22/2022 2:02 PM

7 Occassionally 3/22/2022 12:56 PM

8 Occasionally 3/22/2022 12:45 PM

9 Not regularly, but I would if it was available. I know that I cannot access documents, so I don't
try.

3/22/2022 12:31 PM

10 Our prosecutor will request and provide documents from other counties. 3/22/2022 12:18 PM

11 I'm not able to as I would have to pay for access for each county - a horrible waste and denial
of access to important info

3/22/2022 12:17 PM

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Yes

No

Other (please
specify)

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

Other (please specify)
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12 As needed we do. 3/22/2022 12:11 PM
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Access to Superior Court Records

10 / 12

35.38% 23

20.00% 13

7.69% 5

43.08% 28

15.38% 10

Q6 How do you regularly access electronic Superior Court documents from
a County Clerk's Office?

Answered: 65 Skipped: 0

Total Respondents: 65

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Linx 3/30/2022 1:38 PM

2 I occasionally make a request of the prosecutor to view documents to advise me of contents -
most often conditions of release or terms of a protection order

3/30/2022 9:38 AM

3 I contact Superior Court directly 3/30/2022 9:03 AM

4 We have to ask County Clerk's Office for any documents, no electronic access to documents. 3/30/2022 8:52 AM

5 When we do, paper copies. 3/30/2022 8:26 AM

6 I don't access but it would be helpful to be able to access them when defendant is on court
monitored probation

3/22/2022 2:36 PM

7 I have one of our clerks call the Clerk of Superior Court. 3/22/2022 2:02 PM

8 We rarely access documents. Typically only with appeal issues. 3/22/2022 1:55 PM

9 Our Superior Court Clerk has to access them via ClerkShare for King County...if they give 3/22/2022 1:18 PM

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Electronically
through Odys...

They are sent
to me via em...

Printed copies

I don't access
Superior Cou...

Other (please
specify)

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Electronically through Odyssey Portal or other Case Management System 

They are sent to me via email 

Printed copies

I don't access Superior Court documents

Other (please specify)
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them to her. Sometimes they have to be specially ordered by email, or phone if email isn't
answered timely.

10 Due to the requirement to pay, we have done all that we can to avoid accessing the documents
from County Clerk's Office.

3/22/2022 12:28 PM
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Q7 Comments:
Answered: 14 Skipped: 51

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Courts, prosecutor's and public defenders should not be charged for court documents. Courts,
prosecutor, and pd are paid out of general fund dollars and should be funded by the legislature
or local legislative branch.

3/30/2022 4:11 PM

2 Our clerk’s office does not charge the prosecutor’s office but does charge defense counsel
including public defenders and private defense--think all or none should be charged. Do not
think court’s should be getting charged to print documents.

3/30/2022 12:59 PM

3 being able to electronically view from JABS (at least in crminal cases) would be an awesome
feature

3/30/2022 9:38 AM

4 Skamania County Clerk's Office electronic imaging program is OnBase, and we have to go
through their office for all documents.

3/30/2022 8:52 AM

5 This may be novel, but imagine if we could pull up documents on line via JABS or its
successor, so the court could view PC statements of new Superior Court charges? That might
produce information that is relevant to setting pre-trial release or imposing sentences. Just a
thought.

3/30/2022 8:26 AM

6 I would normally have the court administrator answer these questions, but she is on vacation
and will not return before the March 31st deadline.

3/26/2022 3:11 PM

7 We don't have a Superior Court portal. If we need something, we call a clerk and ask for a
copy.

3/24/2022 8:12 AM

8 A training on how to access superior court documents and jail registrars would be wonderful! I
find myself struggling to find this information at times (and that is most likely my error)!

3/23/2022 7:30 AM

9 It would be very helpful to have access to Superior Court records especially when monitoring a
case when a defendant is on court monitored probation and we need to do records checks.

3/22/2022 2:36 PM

10 We would greatly appreciate having access to Superior Court files, to know if charges have
been filed, resolved, what pretrial release/sentence conditions were imposed, NCOs entered,
etc.

3/22/2022 2:02 PM

11 As a practical matter accessing superior court documents is not possible without great in
person effort, we are not part of the county government.

3/22/2022 1:55 PM

12 I would like to have access to all counties’ Superior Court records without having to make a
separate request (i.e. to King, Pierce, and I think Benton whose documents *look* like they are
on Odyssey but because they are stored in LibertyNet are not possible for me to access). I
know the little rural courts can't make the largest counties come on board, but it would save
me SO MUCH time if everything were accessible via Odyssey so I could see it myself without
having to request that a clerk request it from another clerk to send back to my clerk to either
send to or print for me!

3/22/2022 1:18 PM

13 I would very much like for our district court judges to all have Odyssey access at least for our
own superior court

3/22/2022 12:49 PM

14 I have requested either a clerk or probation officer provide me with necessary reports from
jurisdictions outside of Franklin County and they must request copies. Access through
Odyssey would be much easier.

3/22/2022 12:31 PM
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS 

PROTOCOLS FOR PARTICIPATION IN OFF-SITE, FACE-TO-FACE, WORK-RELATED ACTIVITIES 
AOC Leadership intends to protect the health of all employees in our workplace. Requirements stated herein may be 
stricter than those you see elsewhere. Your understanding and cooperation are appreciated.  

In an effort to clarify expectations for staff and stakeholders, this document describes how AOC may authorize employees 
to engage in off-site, face-to-face, work-related activities.  For the purpose of this guidance document, off-site refers to all 
non-AOC, Supreme Court or Court of Appeals facilities.  

1. The decision whether an AOC employee may participate in off-site, face-to-face, work related activities will be
made by the employee’s division director after the employee submits the AOC COVID Travel Exception Form.

2. AOC is operating under its Pandemic Plan, Phase II, Limited Building Access Operations, which provides:

AOC employees [including managers and supervisors] who CAN telework MUST telework. This is 
MANDATORY and not optional. This helps to minimize exposure or decrease risk for those who 
can telework as well as those AOC employees who are unable to telework because their work is 
tied to the building and open for operations. 

Until AOC Leadership determines it is appropriate to move to the next step in the AOC Reentry Plan, it is presumed 
that employees will not be authorized to participate in off-site, face-to-face, work-related activities. 

3. The division director may consider exceptions if the AOC employee has been “fully vaccinated” for COVID-19 as
indicated by Supreme Court Order No. 25700-B-669 and AOC Policy 3.31, COVID-19 Vaccination Requirement for
AOC Workers. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) considers people fully vaccinated when they
have received their primary series of COVID-19 vaccines. The Director will consider factors and conditions such
as:
a. Event attendees attest either that they are fully vaccinated or have had a negative COVID-19 test within 72

hours of the event.  Note: AOC employees are not responsible for verifying this information.
b. All invitees (e.g., members, guests, faculty) will be informed in advance that they may not attend the event if

they have experienced COVID-19 symptoms in the last 10 days or been in contact with someone who recently
tested positive.

c. A participating AOC employee must wear an effective, well-fitting mask in public indoor settings, just as they
would if working in any AOC facility.

d. Each day before entering any venue, AOC employees will be expected to self-screen for COVID-19 symptoms
using the same criteria that are in effect at that time for entry into AOC facilities. See AOC Building Entry
Information: At-A-Glance.

e. AOC employees who experience COVID symptoms at any time during an event or while in transit to the event
must immediately end their participation.  For this reason, the employee must have a plan for return
transportation that will not expose other AOC employees.

f. Event participants are also expected to self-screen daily for COVID-19 symptoms according to the most recent
guidance from the state Department of Health.

g. Event participants are instructed that they must properly wear effective, well-fitting masks in public indoor
settings during the event.  AOC employees are not responsible for monitoring or enforcing compliance, but are
instructed to notify their supervisor and end their participation in the event if attendees are not complying with
this requirement.

h. AOC employees responsible for organizing or staffing an event may obtain and make available KN95 or higher
grade masks for their own use and that of other participants.

AOC employees and attendees are encouraged to enable Exposure Notifications on their smartphones to alert users if 
they may have been exposed to COVID-19. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
1206 QUINCE ST SE ● P.O. Box 41170 ● Olympia, WA 98504-1170 

360-753-3365 ● 360-586-8869 Fax ● www.courts.wa.gov

2/23/2022 
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DMCJA Bylaws Committee Report 
April 2022 

Committee Members: 
Judge Hedine, Chair 
Judge Ebenger 
Judge Green 

AOC Staff: 
Ms. J Benway 

The DMCJA Board requested that the Bylaws Committee propose Bylaws amendments to 
include the Public Outreach Committee as a standing committee, and to add that Committee’s 
functions to the DMCJA Bylaws. To effectuate this purpose, the Bylaws Committee 
recommends the following amendments: 

Proposed amendments to DMCJA Bylaws Article X 
ARTICLE X - Committees 

Section 1. Membership of Committees: 

There shall be thirteen fourteen (1314) standing committees and other 
such committees as may be authorized by the Association and by the 
President. The standing committees shall be the Nominating Committee, 
Bylaws Committee, Conference Committee, Legislative Committee, Court 
Rules Committee, Education Committee, Long Range Planning 
Committee, Diversity Committee, DOL Liaison Committee, Public 
Outreach Committee, Technology Committee, Therapeutic Courts 
Committee, Council on Independent Courts, and Judicial Assistance 
Services Program. Committee Chairs shall submit written annual reports 
to the members at the Association's Annual Meeting. In selecting 
members for the Association's committees, the President should make 
every effort to assign a member to the member's first preferred committee, 
even if such assignment increases the committee's size. 

Section 2. Committee Functions: 

(a) – (k) [no change] 

(l) Public Outreach Committee:

(1) The Public Outreach Committee will educate justice partners
on the accomplishments and challenges of district and 
municipal courts. 
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Bylaws Committee Report 
April 2022 
Page 2 of 2 

(2) The Public Outreach Committee will provide resources for
association members to assist in communications with 
justice partners.  
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DMCJA Bylaws Committee Report 
April 2022 

Committee Members: 
Judge Hedine, Chair 
Judge Ebenger 
Judge Green 

AOC Staff: 
Ms. J Benway 

The DMCJA Board requested that the Bylaws Committee propose a Bylaws amendment to 
shorten the period of time required to provide notification of Board of Governors meetings. To 
effectuate this purpose, the Bylaws Committee recommends the following amendment: 

Proposed amendments to DMCJA Bylaws Article VII 
ARTICLE VII – Board of Governors 

Section 1. Membership: 

[no change] 

Section 2. Vacancies: 

 [no change] 

Section 3. Meetings: 

(a) The Board of Governors shall meet at the call of the President,
during the Annual Meeting, and at such other times as the
President or a majority of the Board of Governors may deem
necessary provided written notice is given to all members of the
Board at least 10 five (5) OR three (3) days in advance. Any written
notice required by this Article may be given by mail or email. The
Association may reimburse the Board of Governors their necessary
travel expenses to attend any Board meeting, except in connection
with the Annual Meeting.

(b) – (e) [no changes]
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April 1, 2022 

TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC 

FROM: Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President  

RE: Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request 
Email and Text Court Date Reminders  

Problem: Available research consistently shows that pretrial court date reminders (including text messages, 
emails, mail, and phone calls) reduce the risk of failure to appear, but local jurisdictions may not have the funding 
or software to provide these services. The Superior Court Judges’ Association recently obtained legislative 
funding to implement email and text reminders through the Odyssey Case Management System, and although 
implementation was initially delayed due to software constrictions, Tyler Technologies expects to be able to offer 
this service to superior courts by the end of 2022. However, funding has not yet been provided for courts of 
limited jurisdiction to utilize this add-on to Odyssey, and ongoing funding for all court levels is still needed. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts seek legislative funding for ongoing 
costs related to court date reminders sent via email and text through the Courts of Limited Jurisdiction Case 
Management System, in addition to securing ongoing funding for reminders for the Superior Court Case 
Management System. 

According to the Pretrial Reform Task Force Report (2019), jurisdictions that adopt a court reminder system have 
seen significant increases in defendant appearance rates. In New York, text message reminders improved 
appearance rates by 26% for low-level offenses. In Washington, Yakima County implemented an automated text 
and call message reminder as part of the court’s case management system. This practice helped Yakima County 
reach a 75% appearance rate.1  

Since Superior Courts have already worked with AOC to determine that a software solution is both appropriate 
and achievable, and since courts of limited jurisdiction see the majority of cases in Washington State (1,482,008 
cases filed in 2021)2, individuals with cases in CLJs should receive the same court date reminders that will soon 
be available in superior courts in order to have a substantial impact on improving appearance rates across the 
court system. 

Estimated Staff: No new staff required, however existing IT and business analyst staff will need to dedicate time 
to this project. 

Estimated Cost: One-time set-up fee of $44,000 (may not be required if SCJA has already secured this funding). 
Ongoing annual use fee of $200,000 for up to 4,000,000 text messages per year. SCJA has already secured 

1 Pretrial Reform Task Force, Final Recommendations Report, February 2019 
2 Administrative Office of the Courts, Caseloads of the Courts of Washington 

District and Municipal Court 
Judges’ Association 
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funding for 3 years for up to 2,000,000 texts (at a cost of $108,000). Total additional funding required for the 
added texts for the first three years is estimated to be $276,000. 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? Yes 
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April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Commissioner Rick Leo, DMCJA President-Elect 
 
RE:  Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request – FAIR Court Project (“Secret Shopper”) 
 
 
Problem:  Courts often feel unwelcoming and opaque to those who pass through. Research on procedural justice, 
the perceived fairness of justice procedures and interpersonal treatment of litigants, survivors, and defendants in 
court, shows that when people feel respected and that they understand the process, they are more satisfied and 
more likely to accept decisions, even if they find them to be unfavorable.  Minor adjustments in courthouse 
processes and procedures may result in increased compliance with court orders and enhanced perceptions of 
legitimacy.   

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts secure one-time legislative funding 
for the FAIR Court Project. The Center of Court Innovation (CCI) will conduct a series of “secret court shopper” 
visits to 12-15 courts of limited jurisdiction within Washington State, to assess how well procedural justice 
practices are incorporated throughout the courthouse.   

The FAIR Court Project – Fair, Accessible, and Inclusive Responses is a procedural justice/people centered 
practical analysis of court operations that relies on coordination with court administration and judges in order to 
plan and implement site visits that are performed anonymously, with the informed consent of the court. This is 
done in order to obtain as much of an unbiased snapshot of day-to-day court procedures as possible, assess the 
extent to which the Court incorporated aspects of procedural justice into their operations, and in particular, the 
extent to which the Court incorporated aspects of procedural justice as it relates to domestic violence cases. The 
court visits done through "secret court shoppers" capture the experience of a court user, beginning before entering 
the courthouse all the way through the process until leaving the courthouse.  

After the visits, each Court receives recommendations for future procedural justice and implicit bias training with 
particular emphasis on the impact on marginalized populations. An educational component, to be held during 
DMCJA Spring Program, will allow judicial officers to review the statewide results, and to ask questions directly 
of CCI about how best to implement recommended changes. 

In 2017, Thurston County District Court served as an unintended pilot court for this project.  The project was 
deemed successful and resulted in immediate improvements implemented by Thurston County District Court 
judicial officers.1 It is a strategic goal of the AOC and the judiciary to “improve services, assistance and 
information to self-represented litigants…to provide better access to information and/or services of courts.” The 

                                                           
1 CCI’s Thurston County report is an example of the type of feedback and recommendations that Washington courts will receive. It is 
available here: TCDC_Report.pdf (thurston.wa.us) 

District and Municipal Court 
Judges’ Association 
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FAIR Court Project will provide additional statewide research that can be disseminated and incorporated into 
future training to increase procedural justice awareness in Washington Courts.   

Estimated Staff: n/a 

Estimated Cost: $500,000.00 (one-time) 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? No 
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April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President in conjunction with Judge Jeffrey J. Jahns, Kitsap 

County District Court 
 
RE: Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request - Conversion of Statewide Court Forms to 

Fillable/Shareable PDFs  
 
 
Problem:  The majority of the statewide forms available on the Washington Courts website are non-interactive, 
non-fillable forms, which are cumbersome to litigants to obtain, print, complete and return to the court.  This has 
prompted several courts to begin independently creating fillable forms to make available, especially for self-
represented litigants visiting their courts. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts requests legislative funding for 
dedicated staff within the AOC Office of Legal Services to create and maintain fillable/shareable PDF versions of 
all statewide court forms, which would be easy for litigants to download, complete and return electronically to the 
court for filing, eliminating the need to print and scan these documents, saving litigant and court staff time. A 
recent NCSC webinar pointed to the benefit of shareable forms between courts in situations where a litigant has to 
fill out the same form for multiple cases in different courts, such as indigency screening forms.    

Adobe Acrobat Pro has a tool available to convert any file to a fillable/shareable PDF, which allow users to 
simply tab through necessary fields entering data.  The form can then be saved and emailed or printed from home, 
the office, school or elsewhere.  Each conversion takes a significant amount of time and all data fields must be 
carefully programmed and tested.  The public and trial courts would greatly benefit from having dedicated AOC 
staff to monitor the creation and modification of current and legally accurate fillable Washington State court 
forms.  

Providers other than Adobe may offer a more elegant solution. If Tyler, OCourt, or some other company provides 
a superior solution to Adobe than DMCJA would support the better solution. 

It is a strategic goal of the AOC and the judiciary to “improve services, assistance and information to self-
represented litigants…to provide better access to information and/or services of courts.” The conversion of the 
existing forms on the Washington Courts website to fillable/shareable PDF forms will directly meet that goal in a 
manner that will serve a great portion of self-representated litigants in Washington State.  

Estimated Staff: 2 ongoing FTE positions at AOC to create and maintain the fillable/shareable forms unless 
AOC determines existing staff is adequate or an alternative solution requires less staff. 

Estimated Cost: $275,000.00 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? Yes  

District and Municipal Court 
Judges’ Association 
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April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President 
 
RE: Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request – Grant Writing Assistance for Courts 
 
 
Problem:  Although there is substantial federal and national funding available for local courts through agencies 
such as the Department of Justice and the National Center for State Courts, few courts in Washington have the 
resources to apply for the funding due to lack of staff time and knowledge about grant processes. Small and rural 
courts, especially, struggle to dedicate the hours necessary (estimated to be 100+ hours for some federal grants) to 
apply for these funds. National organizations consistently report that small and rural jurisdictions often miss out 
on available grant funding opportunities that are designed for them.1 In the BJA Policy and Planning Committee’s 
Adequate Funding Survey (2022), 64% of responding district courts and 57% of responding municipal courts 
indicated that grant writing was the area where they most needed help in pursuing adequate funding. By a 
significant margin, grant funding accounted for the highest category of need within that BJA survey amongst 
district and municipal courts2. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts establish two staff positions within 
the Management Services Division to assist courts (especially small and rural courts of limited and general 
jurisdiction) with finding and applying for grants. These Senior Court Program Analyst positions would be 
responsible for researching available and upcoming grant opportunities, distributing information about how to 
apply, and providing technical assistance/education to courts that lack the resources to apply for grant funding on 
their own. This small investment would likely ultimately yield much larger returns of federal dollars to fund much 
needed court programs here in Washington. This would help alleviate local and state budget deficiencies. Other 
states, such as Idaho, who have invested in staff to help small and rural courts apply for grant funding have seen 
successful returns on the investment. 

Estimated Staff: 2 ongoing FTE positions at AOC  

Estimated Cost: $262,000.00 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? No   

 

                                                           
1 This lack of adequate staffing and resources to even be able to apply for grants was a common theme with rural stakeholders from 
around the country in meetings related to mental health and substance abuse disorders in 2020 and 2021, facilitated by Betty-Ann 
Bryce, Special Advisor for Rural Affairs at the Office of National Drug Control Policy. 
2 Local Level Funding of Washington State Courts, attached, page 15. 
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April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President  
 
RE: Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request – Judicial Education: Implicit Bias Training 
 
 
Problem:  In an open letter dated June 4, 2020, the Supreme Court called upon members of the judiciary and the 
legal community throughout the state of Washington to join them in their commitment to achieving justice by 
ending racism. On November 25, 2020, the DMCJA Board of Governors published a similar open letter, stating 
that, “To earn and maintain public trust and confidence in a fair justice system, judges must conscientiously 
reason and act justly, and lead others in doing likewise.” The DMCJA Board took an initial step towards this goal 
by subsequently enacting, as their first priority, “Identifying and Eliminating Systemic Racism in our Justice 
System.” Despite these efforts, various entities throughout the judicial branch, including the Supreme Court 
Commissions, have continuously reported that inequities continue to persist and more comprehensive training is 
needed to help judicial officers examine their own implicit biases. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts engage with a consulting company, 
such as Preeminence Consulting, to provide comprehensive, statewide implicit bias training. Although AOC has 
education staff and equity staff, and training sessions are regularly provided for judicial officers, the gravity and 
breadth of this topic requires a much larger program than what can be included in a conference session or 
webinar.  

In the attached proposal from Preeminence Consulting, the objectives of such a training include: increasing 
awareness of cognitive biases, including implicit bias and unconscious biases, and how cognitive biases impact 
court employees’ decision-making and behaviors; increasing cultural awareness of the court’s employees; 
measure and increase the cultural intelligence of the court’s employees; increase awareness regarding how 
disabilities impact a person’s interactions with the court; change behaviors to improve diversity, equity, and 
inclusion within the court, and more. The key to this implicit bias training is that has several components, 
including assessments, workshops, and accountability, and it is conducted over the course of approximately one 
year. 

Estimated Staff: N/A 

Estimated Cost: The attached proposal was prepared by Preeminence Consulting for Pierce County District 
Court and indicates a minimum standard cost of $45,000. This program would need to be scaled up for a 
statewide version of the initiative. 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? This training could be 
conducted partially through the Learning Management System.  
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April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President  
 
RE:  Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request  
  Indigent Funding for Court Ordered Services that Impact Public Safety: SCRAM, EHM & APIP 
 
 
Problem: Courts statewide have inadequate funds to provide relief for indigent litigants who cannot afford 
required court ordered services like Alcohol Monitoring (such as SCRAM), Electronic Home Monitoring (EHM), 
and Abusive Partner Intervention Programs (APIP). These services aimed at improving public safety are common 
in criminal cases and are also ordered in civil protection order cases to help protect victims. There has been 
considerable recent success in lessening the disparate impact of legal financial obligations on indigent litigants. 
However, courts have far less ability to remove the financial burden of these other court ordered services. Funding 
for indigent litigants is not available through insurance or other sources. Indigent litigants face disparate risk of 
unnecessary incarceration because they cannot afford to pay for these court ordered alternatives that reduce safety 
risk to the public. Further, funding for these alternatives is often much less expensive than the costs of 
incarceration. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts seek legislative funding to help 
indigent litigants pay for needed SCRAM, EHM, APIP or other related services in which they simply can’t afford.  

Estimated Staff: No new staff required, however existing staff may need to dedicate time to this project. 

Estimated Cost: SCALABLE. Various approaches could be used. A statewide pooled fund could be utilized by 
courts to pay for a percentage of the statewide need for indigent litigants. Alternatively, funding could be 
requested for pilot courts to receive full funding for the estimated need in those jurisdictions. Results obtained 
from pilot courts could be used to show where cost savings were obtained and guide future funding requests. 
Under either alternative, funding should not supplant existing local funding. The average cost statewide for EHM 
is $14/day.1 The average cost statewide for SCRAM is $12/day. The average cost statewide for Breathalyzer 
monitoring is $6/day. We are presently researching the average cost for APIP statewide and will update you when 
we receive that. To give a local example of costs, Okanogan County uses three online APIP providers. The 
average cost between them is $100 for the initial evaluation and then $25/session on average.  

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? No 

 

                                                           
1 The statewide data is derived from the DRAFT Court Practices Related to EHM & Other Jail Alternatives: Descriptive 
Analysis of Survey Results from the DMCJA Diversity Committee. It is still in DRAFT form but is expected to be released 
later this year. 
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April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President in conjunction with Judge Kimberly Walden, Tukwila 

Municipal Court 
 
RE: Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request – Third Party Software Integration into CLJ-CMS, 

and Statewide OCourt 
 
 
Problem:   

1. Courts desire to be able to integrate locally acquired and widely used court software with the new state case 
management system (CLJ-CMS) to maintain current efficiencies and recent advances in court technology. 
Without the ability to integrate, the justice community may lose some key functions, potentially requiring 
additional staffing and making remote hearings cumbersome. Currently, AOC’s contract with Tyler Technologies 
does not include third party software integration within the scope of work. 

2. OCourt software allows its court clients to operate in a highly efficient manner in less time with fewer staff, 
however local funding is not always available to purchase and maintain this software. Due to no ability to 
integrate with the CLJ-CMS product, courts will have to choose between maintaining their own CMS and keeping 
OCourt, or joining CLJ-CMS and losing access to this software. 

Proposed Solution:  

1. Integration: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts prioritize a legislative request for the 
estimated $3,000,000 in costs to hire any required internal staff and contract with Tyler Technologies to develop 
and implement the ability to integrate third party software into the CLJ-CMS system. The ability for courts to 
integrate locally acquired software to the Tyler product (Enterprise Justice, formerly Odyssey) is not an 
uncommon practice for their clients and it is important to the ultimate success of Washington’s new CLJ-CMS. 
AOC conducted extensive research into the needs of CLJ courts when preparing the RFP for the JIS replacement, 
and identified gaps between those needs and the capability of the Tyler product. While awaiting the years 
necessary to roll out the new CMS, many courts purchased software to use with the JIS applications to improve 
efficiencies and their overall operations. These efforts allowed courts to become “paperless” with electronic files, 
document management, and interactive forms. Some courts implemented electronic filing, remote hearings, and 
found other ways to invest in and use technology, allowing them to seamlessly transition to remote court during 
the pandemic.  As courts begin to transition to the new CLJ-CMS product, they must be able to continue to utilize 
these third party software applications in order to continue providing the level of service that their customers and 
communities have come to expect. 

 

2. OCourt: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts contract with OCourt to provide statewide 
access to this software product. OCourt is currently in use by nearly 30 courts across the state and provides 
significant efficiencies not available through any other product. Some of the benefits of this software include 
simultaneous view and access of electronic documents (such as court forms) to all parties so pleadings can be 
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prepared, viewed, and edits made in advance of court; digital signatures; quick distribution and archive process; 
all pleadings auto-populating person and plea details directly from JIS and other documents; scheduling and 
calendaring; and forms that collapse when printed thus only printing information relevant to the case and 
therefore easier to understand. The suite of OCourt products allows courts to go “paper on demand” which meant 
that they could shift to a virtual court environment with ease during the COVID-19 pandemic, and allowed courts 
to reduce their staffing and costs associated with maintaining paper files. Since OCourt is web-based, access to 
justice has improved, and judges can even preside over cases in other remote courts as a visiting judge. These 
efficiencies should be available to all courts of limited jurisdiction. 

Estimated Staff: Unknown – AOC staff (IT and Business Analysts) will need to work on these projects. 

Estimated Cost:  

1. Integration - $3,000,000 (one-time) 
2. OCourt – 

a. $1,106,000 for implementation and first year of support (one time) 
b. $2,721,000 for 3 year support contract after first year (ongoing) 

 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? Yes, new IT systems, 
policies, and possibly staff will likely be required.    
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April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President  
 
RE:  Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request  
  JABS/EDR & Data Quality 
 
 
Problem: This is an extremely important issue to DMCJA because of the consequences to public safety that arise 
from it. Judicial Officers rely on JABS to provide timely and fully accurate information to make multiple 
decisions that must be made quickly but thoughtfully. These can turn into life and death decisions and incomplete 
(or inaccurate) data can create serious safety consequences. The public deserves an electronic system that is quick, 
reliable and accurate. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts seek adequate legislative funding so 
that the current gaps in our electronic data can be resolved as soon as possible given the gravity of this issue. 

Estimated Staff: Unknown – AOC staff (IT and Business Analysts) will need to work on these projects. Existing 
staff levels may be adequate. DMCJA would defer to AOC analysis. 

Estimated Cost:  Unknown. DMCJA would defer to AOC analysis. Dirk Marler from AOC is submitting a 
concept paper on this topic. 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? Yes 

 

District and Municipal Court 
Judges’ Association 

104



Page 1 of 1 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President  
 
RE:  Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request  
  Law Clerks for Trial Courts in Trial Legal Services at AOC 
 
 
Problem: Smaller courts cannot afford to hire their own law clerks to assist in legal research. Law clerks have 
proven to be very beneficial for larger courts who have the resources to employ them. These additional resources 
lead to more just and timely results for the public. Law clerks housed at AOC could be shared amongst smaller 
courts who do not have the funds for a law clerk on their own. Their work could also be shared amongst courts 
statewide, making their impact much larger than if they were employed at individual courts. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts seek adequate legislative funding so 
that additional law clerks can be used as a shared resource for courts statewide. If AOC determines they are not in 
a position to be able to adequately expand this resource at this time, then this may be an item that needs to be 
delayed until AOC has that capacity. If that proves to be the case, DMCJA wants to make sure that this important 
need is not forgotten down the road.  

Estimated Staff: Unknown – There exists a significant present need at the trial court level. However, DMCJA 
would defer to AOC analysis on AOC’s present ability to expand to meet this need. 

Estimated Cost:  Unknown. DMCJA would defer to AOC analysis.  

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? No 
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April 1, 2022 

TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC 

FROM: Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President  

RE: Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request 
Statewide Electronic Document Viewer 

Problem: Judicial officers need quick and easy electronic access to documents from other courts and clerks from 
around the State. Currently there is no such solution in place. Differing case management systems make the 
problem more difficult to solve. Public safety is put at risk when judges are forced to make decisions on less 
information than would be possible through a statewide document viewer.  

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts seek adequate legislative funding so 
that a Statewide Document Viewer can be implemented as soon as possible. 

Estimated Staff: Unknown – AOC staff (IT and Business Analysts) may need to work on these projects. This 
also may depend on the solution chosen. 

Estimated Cost:  Unknown. It largely depends on how viable or how quickly AOC can implement a potential 
solution with existing resources. 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? Yes 
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April 1, 2022 
 
TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC  
 
FROM:  Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President  
 
RE: Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request – Therapeutic Courts Funding for CLJs 
 
 
Problem: Following the Supreme Court decision in State v. Blake, the legislature reclassified drug possession in 
Washington State from a felony to a misdemeanor, resulting in increased possession cases in courts of limited 
jurisdiction. Although problem solving courts have existed in CLJs for many years and have been shown to 
positively impact the lives of those who participate, there has recently been increasing interest in the 
establishment of therapeutic programs to address the needs of those struggling with mental health issues or drug 
addiction. Most courts are unable to access funds within the Criminal Justice Treatment Account, and many 
courts (especially small or rural courts) have limited staff time available to seek federal grants available to 
treatment courts. In the BJA Adequate Funding Survey (2022), 67% of responding district courts and 66% of 
responding municipal courts indicated that therapeutic and problem solving courts funding was the top funding 
priority in order to better serve court users in their communities. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts request ongoing legislative funding 
for therapeutic programs in courts of limited jurisdiction, which would reduce barriers for new courts establishing 
their programs and existing courts that are struggling to maintain these important therapeutic options.  

Therapeutic courts, as defined under Chapter 2.30 of the Revised Code of Washington, provide individuals the 
opportunity to obtain treatment services under a closely monitored diversion program in lieu of the traditional trial 
track of the criminal justice system. The Washington State Legislature has indicated that therapeutic courts may 
decrease re-offense, improve the safety of the community, and improve the life of the participant. Over 50 
therapeutic courts exist or are in the process of being established in CLJs (including 22 new programs established 
through grant funding provided by the legislature in 2021), and the need for a continuing supportive funding 
stream will increase with time as these courts grow and expand. Ongoing funding availability would allow these 
programs to collaborate in innovative ways and reduce costs overall, by pooling their resources to establish 
resource centers, hiring county-wide service navigators, and contracting directly with service providers.  

This ongoing funding should be easily-accessible with a low barrier to entry in order to encourage the creation of 
new programs in jurisdictions where therapeutic courts do not yet exist. AOC recently established a Behavioral 
Health team where new and existing courts will be able to obtain information and education, allowing more courts 
to find the resources they need to feel confident in starting their programs – the only piece that is missing, for 
many of them, is funding. 

Estimated Staff: 1 FTE in the AOC Behavioral Health unit to administer an ongoing grant program 

Estimated Cost: SCALABLE. A full budget for a therapeutic court includes several specialized staff positions 
(including case managers and peer support specialists), in addition to judge, administrator, and prosecutor time, 
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technology and supplies, and contracts for services such as emergency housing, life skills training, and mental 
health care or addiction treatment.  

For a comprehensive program, the total cost is approximately $483,383 per year. If we assume that half of the 54 
therapeutic courts in CLJs would operate at this level, and the other half are in smaller or more rural areas 
requiring half of the resources, the total need just for existing courts is approximately $19,595,439 per year. 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? No 
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April 1, 2022 

TO: Christopher Stanley, Chief Financial & Management Officer, AOC 

FROM: Judge Charles D. Short, DMCJA President  

RE: Concept for Judicial Branch Budget Request  
Uniform Statewide Electronic Protection Order System to Meet New Statutory Requirements 

Problem: Courts, clerks and law enforcement agencies across the state need access to a uniform system for 
electronic submission of protection orders, electronic service options, electronic access to advocate help, and 
electronic tracking of the progress of cases, including service of process. Such a uniform system will prevent 
confusion for petitioners and other court users when they attempt to access the courts no matter where the 
petitioner or other user is located. This has been a common theme heard during stakeholder meetings related to 
the new protection order bill. Without such a uniform system, a patchwork of haphazard electronic solutions in 
various jurisdictions will create confusion and ultimately not meet the goals of the legislature. Disparate access to 
justice experiences will result. 

Proposed Solution: We propose that the Administrative Office of the Courts seek legislative funding for a 
uniform statewide electronic protection order system that complies with all the requirements of the new protection 
order bill. 

Estimated Staff: Unknown – AOC staff (IT and Business Analysts) may need to work on these projects. This 
also may depend on the solution chosen. 

Estimated Cost:  $1,760,000 per year subscription for all courts and law enforcement agencies statewide, 
including participating tribal courts.1 This is one estimate of potential cost from one particular provider. Other 
similar alternatives may have differing costs. DMCJA does not necessarily take a position on which provider or 
solution is chosen. How soon the solution can be implemented, how elegant the solution is, how simple it is for 
users, and how cost effective are all important considerations. 

Is there any IT component to this request (excluding typical office equipment)? Yes 

1 350+ courts and 250+ law enforcement agencies, including tribal jurisdictions willing to participate, and judicial access to 
protection order documents from other courts. See attached estimate for a solution from LegalAtoms. 
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