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Gender and Justice Commission 
Friday, September 10, 2021 

9:30 AM – 12:00 PM 
Zoom Webconference 

MEETING NOTES 

Members & Liaisons Present 

Justice Sheryl Gordon McCloud (Co-Chair) 
Judge Marilyn Paja (Co-Chair) 
Dua Abudiab  
Honorable Melissa Beaton 
Laura Edmonston (Embedded Law Librarian)  
Professor Gail Hammer 
Lillian Hawkins  
Elizabeth Hendren  
Commissioner Jonathon Lack  
Erin Moody 
Riddhi Mukhopadhyay 
Dr. Dana Raigrodski 
Jennifer Ritchie  
Barbara Serrano  
Olivia Shangrow (SU) 
Judge Jackie Shea-Brown 
Chief Judge Cindy Smith 
Vicky Vreeland 

Members & Liaisons Absent 

Roberta Blood (UW) 
Judge Anita Crawford-Willis 
Judge Michelle Demmert 
Judge Rebecca Glasgow 
Kelly Harris 
Lauren Jaech (UW) 
Casey Kinross (GU) 
Ivy-Rose Kramer (L&C) 
Sal Mungia (ATJ Board) 
Sloan Nicker (GU) 

Guests 

Nicole Ack 
Chief Justice Steven González 
Representative Roger Goodman 
Justice Barbara Madsen 
Lorrie Thompson 

Staff 

Kelley Amburgey-Richardson 
Cynthia Delostrinos 
Laura Jones 
Moriah Freed 
Sierra Rotakhina 

WELCOME AND INITIAL BUSINESS 

Welcome and Introductions 
The meeting was called to order at 9:33 AM 
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May 21st Meeting Minutes 
The meeting minutes were approved as presented. 

Extending Gratitude and Thanks 
Justice Gordon McCloud emphasized the importance of gratitude in today’s meeting. She 
extended thanks to the following individuals for their help with the Gender Justice Study: 

• Justice Barbara Madsen, former Chair of the Gender and Justice Commission
• Chief Justice Steven González, former member of the Gender and Justice Commission

and former Chair of the Interpreter Commission
• Representative Roger Goodman
• Nicole Ack and Lorrie Thompson, AOC Communications
• All who worked on the Gender Justice Study Report

o Research leads
o Lawyers and judges who conducted research and wrote sections
o People with lived experience who gave input
o Pilot leads

Justice Gordon McCloud presented a special thank you plaque to the following individuals for 
their work and leadership on the Gender Justice Study:  

• Sierra Rotakhina, Gender Justice Study Project Manager
• Dr. Dana Raigrodski, Co-Chair, Gender Justice Study
• Kelley Amburgey-Richardson, Senior Court Program Analyst, Gender and Justice

Commission
• Judge Marilyn Paja, Co-Chair, Gender and Justice Commission
• Justice Barbara Madsen, former Chair of the Gender and Justice Commission

Commission members thanked Justice Gordon McCloud for her leadership on the study. Justice 
Gordon McCloud also recognized Lynda Zeis, her judicial assistant, for her essential ongoing 
administrative support throughout the multi-year project.   

Welcome Representative Roger Goodman 

• Judge Paja welcomed and introduced Representative Roger Goodman, D-45, longtime
friend of the Gender and Justice Commission.

• Representative Goodman thanked the Commission for its work on the past legislative
DV Work Groups and requested guidance on elements of a “trailer bill” that will be
drafted for the 2022 session, before certain provisions E2SHB 1320 go into effect.

GENDER JUSTICE STUDY – PRIORITIES FOR IMPLEMENTATION 
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Legislative Priorities 

• Justice Gordon McCloud share some legislative recommendations from the study with
Representative Goodman ahead of the meeting:

o Caseload Forecast Council data collection recommendations
o Sentencing recommendations

 Current sentencing practices harm women
 Mitigating factors and sentencing relief

o Good time recommendation
 DOC Secretary Strange is supportive of the Commission’s efforts and

partnered with the Gender and Justice Commission through the Advisory
Committee

o Funding Courtroom Navigators
o Studying prosecutorial discretion

• Representative Goodman noted the broad intersectional view of gender issues in the
report and expressed agreement with the following recommendations:

o Data about survivors of gender based violence
o Victim defendants and sentencing relief / mitigating factor

 There was a bill on this last session and it may be back in 2022. It has
received pushback.

Discussion: Which two priorities from the Study should the Commission plan to work on first? 

• Dr. Raigrodski shared her priorities from the commercial sexual exploitation section of
the study:

o Found that adult survivors often suffer from substance abuse and justice system
engagement stems from being a survivors of commercial sexual exploitation.
Drugs as a means of coercion.

o Goal to reframe how we think about these issues.
o Data needs to be disaggregated at a granular level. Use of binaries in data

collection are not giving an accurate picture. Needs to be examined to reform
laws in a meaningful way.

• Commission members expressed that the data issue should be a holistic goal for all state
agencies, and could be an overriding legislative enactment. We are currently missing
shared vocabulary for identification of groups.

• Justice Gordon McCloud added that the data collection piece also affects juveniles a lot.
There is county by county information that is difficult to capture.

• Commission members supported funding for technology that would allow information
sharing about protection orders.

o Judicial reliance on technology in decision making.
o Issue of conflicting orders between Tribal court and state court. State courts

cannot see Tribal court orders. Chief Judge Smith shared the workaround her
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court has created with Kitsap County Superior Court, but added that Judge 
Demmert has not had the same success in her jurisdiction. A lot of the 
workarounds that seem to work can disempower the tribes. They rely on the 
cooperation of the state closing the loop.  

o There is currently no access to tribal, military or federal orders from the state
side. E2SHB 1320 workgroups will be working at precisely this technology issue.

o Not all courts are adopting Odyssey. If all used the same program, information
sharing would be much simpler.

• Riddhi Mukhopadhyay emphasized the recommendation about using technology to
make courts more accessible. Need litigants to be able to have better access. Funding
and court culture issue.

o Waiving fees – LFOs, and work with indigent clients. Criminal system has
exceptions built in, but the civil side does not. Identify ways that our courts can
be funded and not reliant on user fees. Income based fee structure.
 Name change filing fees and inability to waive the auditor’s fee in cases of

indigence. There have been some workarounds by jurisdiction.
• Representative Goodman thanked the Commission, and will discuss study

recommendations with colleagues.

Media Inquiries 

• The 2021 Study will be published next Thursday (9/16/21)
• AOC Communications will be handling the media rollout
• Seeking volunteers to provide commentary on specific study topics to media inquiries.

o Judge Shea-Brown, Vicky Vreeland, Judge Paja, Riddhi Mukhopadhyay, and
Elizabeth Hendren volunteered.

• Vicky suggested developing talking points for those who speak to the media.
• Lorrie discussed the types of media inquiries these reports typically receive.

o The report is a living document. There will be ongoing rollout efforts timed to
specific events, such as legislative session.

o Will develop guidelines on responding to inquiries if individuals are contacted
directly.

Next Steps for the Study – Implementation Committee 

• Convene implementation committee to ensure recommendations move forward.
• Establishing GJC priorities, and working with other groups to determine priorities they

are best equipped to handle.
• Seeking volunteers for implementation:

o Judge Shea-Brown, Elizabeth Hendren, Dr. Dana Raigrodski, Laura Edmonston
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E2SHB 1320 WORKING GROUPS 

Project Updates 

• Laura Jones, Project Coordinator for the E2SHB 1320 working groups, shared a
PowerPoint to provide an overview of the work plan. Judge Jackie Shea-Brown
introduced the workgroups, including staff and workgroup leads.

• The project consists of 3 workgroups with set deliverables:
o Research and Information Sharing
o Technology
o Litigant Rights & Access

Subcommittee Updates 

• Erin Moody provided background on the passage of E2SHB 1320. The legislature
enacted directives to the Gender and Justice Commission to produce two reports, one
to the legislature and one to the courts.

• BOX is beings used to facilitate information gathering and sharing. Examples of
documents shared include drafts of the report, bill language from other states, and data
requests from AOC.

• A number of surveys have been drafted and will be distributed to AOC listservs. These
surveys include:

o State courts and Tribal courts survey on technology
• Litigants Rights & Access survey distributed to advocates via Washington Coalition

Against DV, Washington Coalition of Sexual Assault Program, Washington State
Women’s Commission.

• Groups have begun meeting on a regular schedule. Some have deliverables due in
December. The December deadline is approaching quickly. It is possible that not all
information will be received by that time, and the report might not be encompassing all
the data that the group would like to include.

• Some of the pending questions in E2SHB 1320 were not able to be adequately
addressed in the bill given the time constraints in getting it passed. The workgroups will
be answering these questions and providing recommendations on legislative follow-up.

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

LFO Convening - October 6 

• The Minority and Justice Commission is hosting an LFO convening in partnership with
Civil Survival on October 6 from 9-12. The Gender and Justice Commission is seeking a
representative to attend. Judge Paja and Elizabeth Hendren volunteered to attend.
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ACTION: Judge Paja and Elizabeth Hendren will attend the LFO Convening on behalf of the 
Gender and Justice Commission.  

BJA Court Recovery Task Force 

• Judge Paja and Judge Shea-Brown have been non-voting members on the BJA court 
recovery task force. The Court Recovery Task Force is looking at a variety of issues, 
including remote court proceedings, and is assessing benefits and shortcomings to 
provide best practices.  

• All BJA reports are available on: https://www.courts.wa.gov/programs_orgs/pos_bja/  

Gender Justice Study Dissemination 

• The Gender and Justice Commission Co-Chairs encouraged members and guests to 
share the Gender Justice Study report widely once it released, and to ask if any groups 
are interested in a presentation.  

• Judge Paja suggested a one hour lunch presentation to WSBA legal lunchbox.  
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting was adjourned at 12:01 PM.  
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HB 1320 

Memo 
To: Gender and Justice Commission 

Date: 11/10/2021 

Re: Draft introduction & summary of recommendations to the legislature for your 

review 

As you are aware, during the 2021 legislative session, the Washington State Legislature passed 

E2SHB 1320 - Modernizing, harmonizing, and improving the efficacy and accessibility of laws 

concerning civil protection orders. Sections 12, 16, and 36 assigned the Administrative Office of 

the Courts, through the Washington State Supreme Court Gender and Justice Commission, with 

convening stakeholders to make recommendations to both the Legislature and to the courts on a 

variety of protection order-related issues. 

Drafting is currently well underway for the report narrative and recommendations due to the 

Legislature on December 1, 2021, which addresses the following issues:  

1. Information sharing between state courts and tribal courts, military tribunals, and courts

from other states;

2. Subject matter jurisdiction for protection order proceedings;

3. Best practices for minor petitioners and respondents; and

4. Coercive control.

Please find enclosed, the DRAFT Introduction and Summary of Recommendations on issues 1, 

2, 4 above.1  

If you have suggested edits or feedback, please let us know by Friday, November 19, 2021. 

We are also happy to provide the drafts of any report sections upon request.  

1 Recommendations re: best practices for minors are still in development. 
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Gender and Justice Commissioners involved in this project include: 

 Judge Jackie Shea-Brown, DSV Committee Co-Chair, HB 1320 project lead

 Erin Moody, DSV Committee Co-Chair, HB 1320 project lead

 Riddhi Mukhopadhyay, Co-lead of Litigant Rights & Access Group

 Elizabeth Hendren, Co-lead of Technology Group and stakeholder to Litigant Rights

& Access Group

 Judge Cindy Smith, Co-lead of Research & Information Sharing Group

 Judge Michelle Demmert, Co-lead of Research & Information Sharing Group

 Judge Anita Crawford-Willis, stakeholder to Research & Information Sharing Group

 Honorable Melissa Beaton, stakeholder to Technology Group

In addition to the DSV Committee Co-chairs and GJC commissioners named above, DSV 

Committee members involved in this project include:  

 Claire Carden, stakeholder on Litigant Rights & Access Group

 Grace Huang, stakeholder on Litigant Rights & Access Group and facilitator of WSWC

listening sessions

 Sandra Shanahan, stakeholder to Litigant Rights & Access, Research & Information

Sharing, and Technology Groups

 Mary Welch, stakeholder to Litigant Rights & Access and Technology Group
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Introduction 

In 2021, the Washington State Legislature passed E2SHB 1320 - Modernizing, 

harmonizing, and improving the efficacy and accessibility of laws concerning civil protection 

orders. Sections 12, 16, and 36 assign the Administrative Office of the Courts, through the 

Gender and Justice Commission, with convening stakeholders to make recommendations to both 

the Legislature and the courts on a variety of protection order-related issues.2 The directives 

related to this report are to consider and develop recommendations regarding:  

HB 1320, Sec. 36(e): Best practices, including proposed training and necessary forms, in 

partnership with the Washington tribal state court consortium to address how:  

 Washington state court judges of all levels can see the existence of, or parties to,

tribal court, military, and other jurisdiction protection orders, in comity with similar

state court orders;

 Tribal courts can enter their protection orders into the judicial information system

used by courts to check for conflicting orders and history; and

 State Courts can query the national crime information center to check for tribal,

military, and other jurisdictions’ protection orders prior to issuing protection orders.

HB 1320, Sec. 12: Jurisdictional division of authority and responsibility among superior 

courts and courts of limited jurisdiction for protection order proceedings, and the differing 

approaches to jurisdiction among the types of protection orders. The work shall assess whether 

jurisdiction should be harmonized, modified, or consolidated to further the stated intent of this 

act. The work shall consider the underlying rationale for the existing jurisdictional division, 

assess whether the jurisdictional division creates barriers to access, gather data on usage and 

2 Chapter 215, Laws of 2021 

9 of 47



4 

financial costs or savings, and weigh other relevant benefits and ramifications of modifying or 

consolidating jurisdiction.  

HB 1320, Sec. 36(f): Best practices for minor respondents and petitions in civil 

protection order proceedings, including what sanctions should be provided for in law. 

HB 1320, Sec. 36(g): Assess how the civil protection order law can more effectively 

address the type of abuse known as “coercive control” so that survivors can seek earlier 

protection intervention before abuse further escalates.  

The Washington State Supreme Court Gender and Justice Commission 

The Gender and Justice Commission (hereafter “the Commission”) was established 

following the publication of “Gender and Justice in the Courts” in 1989, and its mission is to: 

 Identify concerns and make recommendations regarding the equal treatment of all parties,

attorneys, and court employees in the State courts, and

 Promote gender equality through researching, recommending, and supporting the

implementation of best practices; providing educational programs that enhance equal

treatment of all parties; and serving as a liaison between the courts and other

organizations in working toward communities free of bias.

The Commission recently published 2021: How Gender and Race Affect Justice Now,3 a

groundbreaking new study on how gender and race impact justice, and the intersection of gender 

and other identities and experiences (e.g., LGBTQ+, poverty). 

The Commission was honored to be selected as the convener of stakeholders. The co-

chairs of the Commission’s Domestic and Sexual Violence Committee, Judge Jackie Shea-

Brown and Erin Moody led the project. Several Commissioners also participated in this work as 

3 https://www.courts.wa.gov/?fa=home.sub&org=gjc&page=exploreStudy&layout=2&parent=study 
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topical leads or stakeholders. Recommendations made in this report are those of the stakeholder 

groups and do not reflect the official position of the Gender and Justice Commission or its chairs 

and members, except insofar as individual members may also have participated in the Work 

Group.  

Washington Tribal State Court Consortium (TSCC) 

Founded in 2013, the Tribal State Court Consortium is a joint effort between state and 

tribal court judicial officers and other judicial branch members to expand communication and 

collaboration. The TSCC is focused on domestic and sexual violence issues, dependency cases 

involving Indian children, and the disproportionate numebr of Indian youth in the juvenile justice 

system. Enforcement of Tribal Court protection orders is a key concern of the TSCC. 

Washington State Women’s Commission (WSWC) 

The Washington State Women's Commission was established in 2018 to gather data and 

make policy recommendations regarding issues pertaining to women in Washington, including 

matters of economic security and opportunity, safety, health, and intersectional equity. Its 

mission is to improve the life of every woman by ensuring equitable opportunities and removing 

systemic barriers through engagement, advocacy, and public policy, while being inclusive of our 

diverse populations. 

For this project, WSWC hosted and facilitated eight listening sessions to hear directly 

from victim advocates, survivors, and other interested stakeholders from around the State of 

Washington.  

Project Structure 

Judge Jackie Shea-Brown and Erin Moody led the overall project on behalf of the 

Commission, with the deliverables divided among three topical working groups: 
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1. Research & Information Sharing Group (Topical Leads: Chief Judge Michelle

Demmert, Chief Judge Cindy Smith, Judge Tanya Thorp)

 In partnership with the Washington Tribal State Court Consortium, develop best

practices re: how state courts can see protection orders entered by Tribal courts,

military courts, and other jurisdictions, which are enforceable in state court

Due to Legislature: December 1, 2021

 Develop best practices in data collection and sharing to promote research and

transparency, in consultation with research entities

Due to the Courts: June 30, 2022

2. Litigant Rights & Access Group (Topical Leads Riddhi Mukhopadhyay, Judge Averil

Rothrock)

 Whether jurisdiction over civil protection orders should be harmonized, modified,

consolidated

 Best practices for minor litigants in civil protection order cases, including what

sanctions should be available

 How the civil protection order law can more effectively address coercive control

Due to Legislature: December 1, 2021

 Standards for filing evidence in protection order proceedings to protect victims

safety and privacy

 Recommendations to improve access for unrepresented litigants

 Best practices where civil and criminal proceedings concern same alleged conduct

Due to the courts: June 30, 2022

3. Technology Group (Topical Leads: Tim Fitzgerald, Elizabeth Hendren)
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 Develop standards for the courts regarding requirements to private vendors who 

provide services related to filing systems for protection orders and what data 

should be collected 

 Develop standards for the courts regarding uses of technology to reduce 

administrative burdens in protection order proceedings 

Due to courts: June 30, 2022 

Stakeholders 

We are extremely grateful for our stakeholders--who included superior, district and 

municipal court judicial officers; court clerks; court administrators; victim advocates; attorneys; 

and academics from across the State--for contributing their time and expertise to this project. 

Please refer to Appendix A for a complete list of all stakeholders to each group.  

Summary of Recommendations 

Access to justice was of paramount concern for the legislature when it passed E2SHB 

1320 in 2021. It acknowledged that Washington has been “a national leader in adopting legal 

protections to prevent and respond to abuse, violence, harassment, stalking, neglect, or other 

threatening behavior through its civil protection orders.”4 However, in order for litigants to 

access these “essential tools,” the law needed to be simplified and streamlined for both 

petitioners and respondents.5  

Two sections of E2SHB 1320 directed the Administrative Office of the Courts, through 

the Gender and Justice Commission, to convene stakeholders to make recommendations to the 

                                                           
4 Chapter 215, Laws of 2021 at p. 2 
5 Id. at p. 3 
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Legislature.6 In carrying out this directive, we viewed the relevant issues through an accessibility 

lens. Accordingly, this stakeholder group recommends:  

Research & Information Sharing 
Best practices re: how state courts can see protection orders entered by tribal courts, 

military courts, and other jurisdictions 

  
 Two solutions are proposed to this issue, both of which require additional time to 

investigate the feasibility and cost of each option. Those options are that: 

o The Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) develop a new application/user 

interface to allow tribal courts to enter tribal protection orders directly into the 

Washington State judicial database (Judicial Information Systems – JIS), or 

o The Washington State Courts obtain access to the National Crime Information 

Center databases (NCIC) to allow state judicial officers or court staff to search for 

existing protection orders. 

 In the interim, the legislature could adopt the following recommendations to improve 

information sharing:  

o Update the protection order petition form to expressly ask petitioners to disclose 

any tribal court cases, military court cases, out of state cases, or out of country 

cases involving the parties or their minor children.  

o Akin to communications courts undertake pursuant to the UCCJEA, require state 

courts to communicate with tribal courts and military courts regarding protection 

orders that address child custody provided that the Administrative Office of the 

Courts (AOC) provides all relevant information to the state courts, i.e. contact 

                                                           
6 Id. at pp. 21-22, 33, pp.57-58 
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information for tribal and military courts prior to implementation of this 

requirement.  

 The courts might also consider the following:

o Adopt a best practice that the judicial officer ask the parties on the record about

tribal affiliation any other court involvement and include a question on the form

petitions developed by AOC to elicit this information.

o CR 82.5 applies to superior courts and tribal courts only. A similar rule could be

created for state court judges to openly communicate with military courts or non-

Washington courts, and also be expanded to courts of limited jurisdiction

provided that AOC provides all relevant information, i.e. contact information for

tribal and military courts prior to implementation of this requirement.

Subject Matter Jurisdiction 

 Regarding access for survivors, the current jurisdictional structure remains supportable and

justified by the considerations that shaped the original division. These include creating broad

access to physical locations for filing and promoting efficient allocation of judicial resources

including use of superior court resources for complex cases and certain subject areas already

connected to the superior courts, while utilizing district courts to relieve superior court

congestion. No major revisions appear obviously necessary or desirable from a

survivor/access perspective. Geographical differences—rather than differences between the

levels of courts—appear to produce more disparities regarding access and the user

experience.

 While current requirements regarding transfer of cases should remain, improvements are

suggested. The transfer process itself could be improved, including the creation of a
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uniform transfer form. Additionally, the court administrator and user experience would 

benefit if courts formulated and posted written procedures addressing transfer. Because of 

the different courts involved and the varying circumstances and considerations of the 

different courts and geographies, circumscribing the procedures through legislative 

enactment is not recommended but best practices could be encouraged.     

 The following are suggested recommendations for the Legislature’s consideration to 

improve the transfer process:  

o Standardize the circumstances that require a petition for a Sexual Assault, Domestic 

Violence, Stalking or Antiharassment Protection Order to be transferred to the 

superior court.  For example, unify the provisions controlling these four protection 

order types by requiring that superior courts handle full hearings when any of the 

following five criteria are met:  

 Any party is under 18 years of age;  

 The action involves title or possession of real property; 

 The action would have the effect of interfering with a minor child’s 

residential schedule or contact with minor children of the parties at issue; 

 The action involves vacating a party from the parties’ shared residence or a 

request for exclusion from a dwelling; or 

 A superior court has exercised or is exercising jurisdiction over a proceeding 

involving the parties.7 

                                                           
7 These five criteria should be listed in the suggested uniform transfer form.  
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o Permit direct filing in the superior court of antiharassment and stalking petitions 

where circumstances are alleged that would require a transfer; this would obviate the 

need for the mandatory transfer process for qualifying petitions.   

 The legislature should appropriate funds for training of judicial officers and court staff to be 

administered by the judiciary, which could include the creation of bench cards on transfer 

requirements and other subject matter jurisdiction issues. This recommendation aligns with 

other recommendations in this report for the provision of funding to develop more robust 

training resources. 

 The legislature should evaluate the existing jurisdiction of municipal courts in light of 

constitutional concerns.  

 The legislature should evaluate the benefit of additional information gathering regarding 

budgets, costs, and resource allocation by the courts to civil protection order proceedings.  

Further evaluation could illuminate whether its prior goals for the jurisdictional approaches 

are being met, including whether the courts have sufficient resources to implement the 

legislative intent. This may be a particularly pressing question as to district courts in light of 

the numerous instances where the legislature placed proceedings at the district court level to 

avoid congestion of superior courts. 

Best Practices for Minors 

[RECS STILL IN DEVELOPMENT] 

Coercive Control 

 Add coercive control as conduct that is included in the civil definition of domestic 

violence listed in RCW 7.105.010(8)(a) and (b). This civil definition will also need to be 

updated where it appears outside of Chapter 7.105 RCW. [List out those sections]  
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 Include a definition for “coercive control” in RCW 7.105.010 to provide guidance to 

judicial officers regarding the types of non-physical harm that constitute domestic 

violence. Suggested elements to include in the definition are:  

o Objective standards:  

 Would a reasonable person, with the same knowledge that the controlling 

partner had at the time, have known that the behavior would have a serious 

effect on the victim? 

 Would the conduct cause a reasonable person to suffer substantial 

emotional distress? 

o Specific examples of tactics and abusive behaviors that are coercive and 

controlling, e.g. those listed on pp. **-** of this report.  

 If the definition is amended, coercive control should be included in RCW 7.105.255 as a 

subject that judicial officers should receive training about. The Legislature should also 

allocate funding to the Administrative Office of the Courts for development of evidence-

based training on this topic, as well as resources for judicial officers.  

 If the definition is amended, an additional section should be added in Chapter 7.105 

RCW to mandate data collection about protection order cases that include allegations of 

coercive control in order to evaluate the efficacy and impact of this change. Funding 

should be allocated to the Administrative Office of the Courts to implement an additional 

data field for protection orders. This will likely also require additional fields on the 

protection order petition.  
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Gender and Justice Commission 

2022 Meeting Dates 

Virtual Meetings held via Zoom Videoconference 
Contact Moriah Freed (Moriah.Freed@courts.wa.gov) for Zoom access information. 

Date Time Location 

January 21st 9:30 AM – 12:00 PM Zoom Videoconference 

March 4th 9:30 AM – 12:00 PM TBD 

May 27th 9:30 AM – 12:00 PM TBD 

September 9th 9:30 AM – 12:00 PM TBD 

November 4th 9:30 AM – 12:00 PM TBD 

Please contact Kelley Amburgey-Richardson with any questions at (360) 704-4031 or 

Kelley.Amburgey-Richardson@courts.wa.gov.  
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