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A. IDENTITY OF PETITIONER 

N.E.M. asks this Court to grant review of the Court of 

Appeals decision under RAP 13 .3 and RAP 13 .4. 

B. COURT OF APPEALS DECISION 

Mr. M. appealed the trial court's conclusion it had no 

authority to vacate and seal his juvenile records. The Court of 

Appeals affirmed. State v. N.E.M. , No. 86464-5-I, 2025 WL 

1733253 (Wash. Ct. App. June 23, 2025). 

C. ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 

The legislature recognizes a child's inherent ability to 

change and enacted laws that prioritize rehabilitation and 

reintegration. Because it understands a juvenile record presents 

numerous barriers, the legislature established procedures that 

heavily favor sealing such records. To that end, RCW 

13.50.260(3) allows a person to file a motion to vacate and seal 

"in any case." But in this case, the trial court concluded it had 

no authority to consider Mr. M. 's motion to vacate and seal, 

believing it was limited by the mandatory sealing requirements 
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under a different subsection. The Court of Appeals decision 

affirming conflicts with the plain language of the statute and is 

an issue of substantial public interest, requiring this Court's 

guidance. RAP 13.4(b). 

D. STATE:MENT OF THE CASE 

In 1996, when Mr. M. was just 16 years old, he and four 

other youths were heavily intoxicated when they assaulted 

another teen. CP 18, 97. One of the other youths, who was the 

oldest in the group and 18 at the time, raped her. CP 18-19. 

Based on his participation, the juvenile court convicted Mr. M. 

of assault in the third degree, kidnapping in the second degree, 

and rape in the second degree. CP 2, 19. At sentencing, the 

court ordered him to register as a kidnapping offender. CP 19. 

Because Mr. M. was an accomplice rather than the principal 

actor in the rape, the court did not require him to register as a 

sex off ender. CP 19. 

In the decades since that horrible night, Mr. M. grew up 

and turned his life around. He overcame his struggles with 
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drugs and alcohol and has been sober and employed for years. 

CP 20-21, 27. He has spent many years in the community 

crime-free. CP 2. However, his juvenile adjudications continue 

to follow him: he has struggled to get a job, he is unable to get 

his own housing, and he is unable to be involved in his 

children's schooling or activities. CP 21. 

In 2023, the court granted Mr. M.'s motion to relieve him 

of his duty to register as a kidnapping offender after he spent 

years in the community crime-free, far exceeding the 60-month 

statutory requirement, and based on his demonstrated 

rehabilitation. CP 11-12. 

Then, Mr. M. filed a motion to vacate and seal his 

juvenile records under RCW 13.50.260(3). CP 1-87. Based on 

the evidence of his rehabilitation during the 27 years since these 

offenses occurred, and because he met all but one of the six 

requirements for mandatory sealing, and he argued the court 

should grant his motion. CP 2-8. 

3 



The trial court denied the motion, concluding it had no 

authority at all to consider a motion to vacate and seal where 

the requirements for mandatory sealing were not met, despite 

statutory language allowing the court to consider such a motion 

where sealing is not mandatory. CP 103-07. The Court of 

Appeals noted Mr. M. 's plain language argument was 

"reasonable." App. 5. Nevertheless, it affirmed, concluding it 

was bound by this Court's holding in State v. Garza, 200 

Wn.2d 449, 518 P.3d 1029 (2022). App. 5-6. 

E. ARGUMENT 

RCW 13.50.260 authorizes the trial court to consider 

a motion to vacate and seal juvenile records "in any 

case." The Court of Appeals disregarded this plain 

language. 

Consistent with the statute's plain language, related 

statutes, legislative history, and relevant case law, the 

legislature authorized the trial court with discretion to consider 

any motion to vacate and seal juvenile records. This is separate 
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from the subsection requiring the court to grant a motion to seal 

in certain cases. 

Despite all this, the Court of Appeals reluctantly 

concluded it was bound by this Court's holding in a case that 

addressed an entirely separate issue. Because this is an 

important issue of statutory construction with broad import, this 

Court should grant review. 

1. Under the statute's plain language, the t:rial court can 

decide any motion to vacate and seal. This authority is 

separate from the mandatory sealing requirements. 

When interpreting a statute, the court is tasked with 

carrying out the legislature's intent. Dep 't of Ecology v. 

Campbell & Gwinn, L.L.C., 146 Wn.2d 1, 9-10, 43 P.3d 4 

(2002). This analysis begins with the text: "if the statute's 

meaning is plain on its face, then the court must give effect to 

that plain meaning." Id. To determine a statute's plain meaning, 

the court examines the text of the statute, related provisions, 

and the statutory scheme as a whole. Id. at 9-12. 
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"Statutes must be interpreted and construed so that all the 

language used is given effect, with no portion rendered 

meaningless or superfluous." State v. J.P., 149 Wn.2d 444, 450, 

69 P.3d 318 (2003) (citation omitted). The court also "cannot 

add words or clauses to an unambiguous statute when the 

legislature has chosen not to include that language." Id. 

If a statute's meaning is not plain on its face, this Court 

then turns to legislative history. C ampb ell & Gwinn, 146 Wn.2d 

at 12. This Court may also examine relevant case law. Cockle v. 

Dep 'to/Labor & Indus. , 142 Wn.2d 801, 808, 16 P.3d 583 

(2001 ). This Court reviews issues of statutory interpretation de 

novo. Id. at 807. 

RCW 13.50.260 addresses sealing and vacating juvenile 

records. Subsection (3) states: 

If a juvenile court record has not already been 

sealed pursuant to this section, in any case in 

which information has been filed pursuant to RCW 

13 .40 .100 or a complaint has been filed with the 

prosecutor and referred for diversion pursuant to 

RCW 13.40.070, the person who is the subject of 

the information or complaint may file a motion 
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with the court to have the court vacate its order and 
findings, if any; resolve the status of any debts 
owing; and, subject to RCW 13.50.050(13), order 
the sealing of the official juvenile court record, the 
social file, and records of the court and of any 
other agency in the case, with the exception of 
identifying information under RCW 
13.50.050(13). 

The statute's plain text invites a person to file a motion to 

vacate, seal, and resolve debts "in any case" where they were 

charged by information or referred for diversion. This clearly 

vests the court with authority to decide the motion. As this 

Court has stated: "the plain language of the statute grants trial 

courts discretion to vacate and seal both adjudications and 

diversions." Garza, 200 Wn.2d at 451-52. 

This plain meaning makes sense in the context of the 

statute as a whole, 1 which has a strong presumption for sealing 

juvenile records. The first four subsections of the statute 

address different scenarios. Subsections (1) and (2) do not 

require a party to do anything. When certain conditions are met, 

1 The entire text of RCW 13.50.260 is attached. App. 7-11. 
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the court administratively or automatically seals juvenile 

records. RCW 13.50.260(1), (2). No motion to seal is needed. 

Subsections (3) and ( 4) require a party to file a motion, 

but they address different situations. Subsection (3) is broad: if 

a juvenile record has not already been sealed, a person can file a 

motion to vacate, resolve debts, and seal "in any case." RCW 

13.50.260(3). Then, subsection ( 4) explains under what 

circumstances the court must grant a motion to seal and lists the 

specific mandatory sealing requirements. RCW 13.50.260( 4). 

Read as a whole, the plain language of subsections (3) 

and ( 4) makes clear that any motion to vacate, seal, and settle 

debts is generally subject to the court's discretion, though the 

court must grant a motion to seal in certain instances. In other 

words, any motion that does not meet the specific requirements 

in subsection ( 4) to require mandatory sealing is subject to the 

court's discretion under subsection (3 ). 

The Court of Appeals has already addressed this exact 

issue in State v. Ogle, No. 50492-8-II, 3 Wn. App. 2d 1016 
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(Wash. Ct. App. Apr. 10, 2018) (unpublished).2 Like in this 

case, Mr. Ogle filed a motion to seal even though he did not 

meet every mandatory sealing requirement of subsection ( 4 ). Id. 

at* 1. The Court of Appeals examined the statute's plain 

language and concluded subsection (4) "discusses only when a 

court is required to grant a motion to seal a juvenile's records. 

The statute does not say that a court is prohibited from sealing 

juvenile court records when the conditions requiring sealing are 

not met." Id. at *2. Accordingly, the plain text authorized the 

trial court with discretion to consider Mr. Ogle's motion. Id. 

The holding in Ogle is correct and comports with the 

statute's plain language. A person can file a motion to vacate 

"in any case," and the trial court has discretion to decide that 

motion. RCW 13.50.260(3). That a different subsection makes 

it mandatory to seal some records does not mean the trial court 

has no discretion outside those circumstances. 

2 Cited pursuant to GR 14.l(a). 
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To conclude the trial court has no authority to decide a 

motion unless the circumstances of subsection ( 4) are met 

would render subsection (3) meaningless. The legislature would 

not invite a party to file a motion to seal "in any case" under (3) 

if sealing was only limited to cases that met the elements in ( 4 ). 

Such a reading would also add limiting language where there is 

none: nothing in the statute says the elements in (4) are the only 

circumstances in which a court can seal. Cf State v. Hawkins, 

200 Wn.2d 477, 491, 519 P.3d 182 (2022) (noting the plain 

language of the adult vacation statute expressly "disqualifies 

people with certain types of convictions from eligibility 

completely" (citing RCW 9.94A.640(2)). In fact, (3) makes no 

reference to (4) at all. And (4) does not say anything about the 

court's authority to decide a motion to vacate or resolve debts. 

Moreover, granting the court authority to seal and vacate 

"in any case" is consistent with related statutes as well as the 

statutory scheme. One of the purposes of the Juvenile Justice 

Act is to prioritize "the rehabilitation and reintegration of 
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juvenile offenders." RCW 13.40.010(2)(f). To that end, the 

statutes heavily favor sealing juvenile records. And the 

legislature automatically removed nearly all juvenile offenses 

from an adult offender score. RCW 9.94A.525(l)(b). 

In the adult context, courts have broad discretion to 

vacate and seal criminal records. RCW 9.94A.640; see 

Hawla·ns, 200 Wn.2d at 480. It does not make sense to conclude 

the legislature intended courts to have less authority to vacate 

and seal juvenile records than adult records. In fact, the 

legislature has "always" favored sealing juvenile records. See 

State v. S.J.C., 183 Wn.2d 408, 417, 352 P.3d 749 (2015) ("The 

legislature has always treated juvenile court records as 

distinctive and as deserving of more confidentiality than other 

types of records."). And courts have discretion to seal in all 

adult and juvenile cases, independent of statutory authority. GR 

15(c); see State v. Noel, 101 Wn. App. 623, 627-28, 5 P.3d 747 

(2000); Ogle, 3 Wn. App. 2d 1016, at *2. 
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In sum, RCW 13.50.260(3) invites a party to file a 

motion to vacate, resolve debts, and seal records "in any case." 

The statute's plain language authorizes the court to decide these 

motions. The court's ability to consider the motion does not 

hinge on whether the mandatory sealing requirements of a 

different subsection are met. This plain meaning is consistent 

with related statutes and the legislature's explicit goals. As 

such, the court has discretion to decide the motion. 

2. The statute 's plain meaning is consistent with 

legislative history. 

RCW l 3.50.260's meaning is plain on its face, and this 

Court does not need to inquire further. See Ogle, 3 Wn. App. 2d 

1016 at *2. But any lingering ambiguity is easily resolved by 

legislative history. 

The legislature enacted RCW 13.50.260 in 2014 and 

dramatically changed how courts handle juvenile records. In 

doing so, the legislature stated its "primary goal" was "the 

rehabilitation and reintegration of former juvenile offenders." 
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Laws of 2014, ch. 175, § 1. It acknowledged juvenile criminal 

records are "substantial barriers to reintegration" and impact 

every important opportunity in a person's life. Id. To serve its 

stated purpose, the legislature enacted procedures that heavily 

favor sealing and created an administrative sealing process. Id. 

The 2014 legislation was in sharp contrast to the prior 

law that required everyone to file a motion and meet numerous 

requirements in order for a court to vacate and seal their 

records. The prior procedure was established in 1977, when 

juvenile court records became open to the public. Laws of 1977, 

1st Ex. Sess., ch. 291, §§ 10, 68. Under the 1977 law, a person 

could file a motion to vacate and seal, and the court was 

required to grant the motion if certain conditions were met. Id. 

at§ 12(2). 

Then in 1979, the legislature allowed a person to file a 

motion to seal and vacate "[i]n any case" where an information 

was filed or referred for diversion. Laws of 1979, ch. 155, § 

9(10). In a separate subsection, it delineated circumstances that 
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required the court to grant a motion to seal. Id. at (11 ). Since 

then, the legislature has consistently maintained a person's 

ability to file a motion to vacate and seal "in any case," even as 

it modified when the court must grant a motion to seal. See 

Laws of 1997, ch. 338, § 40(10)-(11); Laws of 2001, ch. 49, § 

2(11)-(12); Laws of 2004, ch. 42, § 1(11)-(12); Laws of 2010, 

ch. 150, § 2(11)-(12); Laws of 2011, ch. 338, § 4(11)-(12). 

The most distinctive aspect of the 2014 legislation was to 

create an automatic sealing procedure, meaning that in many 

cases a person will not have to file a motion at all to have their 

juvenile records sealed. Laws of 2014, ch. 175, §4(1 )-(2). It 

also inverted the former standard governing sealing and 

eliminated the presumption against granting a motion to seal. 

Compare Laws of 2012, ch. 177, § 2(12) (the court "shall not 

grant" a motion to seal unless conditions are met), with Laws of 

2014, ch. 174, § 4(4) (the court "shall grant" a motion to seal if 

conditions are met). But one important provision stayed the 

same: the legislature maintained a person's longstanding ability 
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to file a motion to vacate and seal juvenile records "in any 

case." RCW 13.50.260(3). 

Moreover, in enacting the 2014 amendment, the 

legislature recognized that a person's juvenile record is a 

significant barrier to reintegration well into adulthood, resulting 

in people being "denied housing, employment, and education 

opportunities" for something they did as a child. Laws of 2014, 

ch. 175, § 1(1). These real and enduring consequences also 

perpetuate racial disparity. S.J.C ., 183 Wn.2d at 433-34. 

This history demonstrates the legislature's clear intent to 

expand the number of juvenile records that will be sealed, 

whether administratively or by motion, thereby providing 

greater opportunities for successful reintegration. It also 

supports the conclusion that the court's authority to consider a 

motion to vacate and seal remains separate from the particular 

circumstances that require the court to grant a motion to seal. 

This is also consistent with case law interpreting RCW 

13.50.260. As discussed, the Court of Appeals has already 
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examined the statute's plain language and concluded the trial 

court has discretion to consider a motion, regardless of the 

mandatory sealing requirements. Ogle, 3 Wn. App. 2d 1016, at 

*2. Though unpublished, this Court's holding in Ogle addresses 

the exact issue presented in this case and is factually identical. 

3. In Garza, this Court acknowledged the trial court's 
discretion to vacate and seal juvenile records but did 
not address the issue presented in this case. 

Contrary to the Court of Appeals' s reluctant holding, this 

Court's decision in Garza does not require a different 

conclusion. The issue in Garza was whether RCW 13.50.260 

allowed a person to file motion to vacate and seal adjudications 

as well as diversions. 200 Wn.2d at 451. This Court concluded 

it applied to both. 

In so holding, this Court acknowledged the trial court's 

discretion to consider motions under subsection (3): "the plain 

language of the statute grants trial courts discretion to vacate 

and seal both adjudications and diversions." Id. at 451-52. It 

noted the trial court's authority under subsections (3) and ( 4) 
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are separate: "it would be inappropriate to instruct courts to 

simply apply the sealing guidelines in RCW 13 .50.260( 4) to 

motions to vacate and seal under subsection (3)." Id. at 460. It 

also noted "the sealing criteria in RCW 13.50.260( 4) provide a 

good starting point in helping trial courts determine if they 

should exercise their discretion to grant a motion to vacate and 

seal" under subsection (3). Id. This is consistent with the 

statute's plain language. 

However, even though the issue was not before it, this 

Court stated a motion to vacate and seal under (3) "must still 

meet the sealing requirements enumerated in RCW 

13.50.260(4)(a), (b), and (c)." Id. at 458. Not only does this 

conflict with the statute's plain language and other portions of 

the opinion, this was dicta. The question in Garza was not 

whether the court had discretion under (3) when subsection ( 4) 

is not met. And Mr. Garza met the requirements for mandatory 

sealing, so the court's authority outside those circumstances 

was not relevant in that case. Id. at 461. "An appellate court 
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opinion that does not discuss a legal theory does not control a 

future case in which counsel properly raises that legal theory." 

State v. Granath, 200 Wn. App. 26, 35, 401 P.3d 405 (2017), 

aff'd, 190 Wn.2d 548, 415 P.3d 1179 (2018). 

In short, while Garza addressed a different issue, it also 

acknowledged the trial court's discretion to consider a motion 

to vacate and seal under RCW 13.50.260(3). Still, the Court of 

Appeals concluded it was bound by this single sentence in 

Garza and affirmed. But, as discussed, concluding the trial 

court has no discretion to consider a motion where the 

mandatory sealing requirements are not met would conflict with 

the plain language of the statute, render portions of it 

meaningless, and add language where the legislature did not. 

See supra, Section E.1. It would also be contrary to the 

statutory scheme, legislative history, and the legislature's intent 

to balance "the dual purpose of holding juveniles accountable 

and fostering rehabilitation for reintegration into society." 

S.J.C . ,  183 Wn.2d at 421 � see supra, Section E.1-2. 
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The plain language ofRCW 13.50.260(3) vests the trial 

court with authority to consider a motion to vacate and seal "in 

any case," even when the mandatory sealing requirements are 

not met. And to the extent there is any question, the legislature 

intended to resolve "ambiguities in favor of the person seeking 

to have his or her juvenile record sealed." State v. J.C., 192 Wn. 

App. 122, 132, 366 P.3d 455 (2016). This Court's holding in 

Garza does not resolve the issue presented in this case. 

4. This Court should grant review of this important issue 

of statutory construction to ensure courts adhere to 

the legislature's intent to seal juvenile records. 

Numerous people have worked hard to turn their lives 

around after making poor decisions as children. The legislature 

intended for them to move on with their lives, without the 

barriers of a juvenile record. 

Mr. M. is one of those people. He has spent the majority 

of his life atoning for his actions as a child, and he has been 

crime-free, drug-free, and alcohol-free for many years. CP 20-

21, 27. He has a job, a large and supportive family, and children 
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of his own. CP 27. He works hard to be "a good influence" on 

his children, nieces, and nephews. CP 27. RCW 13.50.260(3) 

entitles Mr. M. to ask the trial court to vacate and seal his 

juvenile records and enable him to continue on this positive, 

healthy path. 

In addition, it is undisputed Mr. M. meets five out of six 

requirements for mandatory sealing. CP 2� RP 8� see Garza, 

200 Wn.2d at 460 (noting courts can look to the mandatory 

sealing criteria of subsection ( 4) in exercising discretion under 

subsection (3)). The only thing preventing mandatory sealing in 

Mr. M.'s case is the adjudication for second-degree rape. See 

RCW 13.50.260( 4)(a)(v). But Mr. M. was found guilty as an 

accomplice, not the principal actor, and he was never required 

to register as a sex offender. CP 19. These facts demonstrate his 

mitigated culpability and, in addition to his demonstrated 

rehabilitation, support granting the motion. See e.g. J.C., 192 

Wn. App. at 131 (requiring the court to "consider the specific 
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facts of the person's prior adjudication" to determine if they are 

entitled to mandatory sealing). 

The opportunity to vacate and seal juvenile records 

would effectuate a new reality for hardworking, rehabilitated 

individuals such as Mr. M., which is what the legislature 

intended when it sought to eliminate the "unjustified" "stigma" 

and "negative consequences" of such a record. S.J.C ., 183 

Wn.2d at 433. The trial court erred when it concluded it had no 

authority to consider Mr. M. 's motion to vacate and seal, and 

the Court of Appeals was wrong to ignore the statute's plain 

language and affirm. This Court should grant review to resolve 

this issue of statutory construction with broad implications. 

RAP 13.4(b). 
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F. CONCLUSION 

Based on the preceding, Mr. M. respectfully requests this 

Court grant review pursuant to RAP 13.4(b ). 

This brief is in 14-point Times New Roman, contains 
3,594 words, and complies with RAP 18.17. 

Respectfully submitted this 9th day of July 2025. 

BE YERL Y K. TSAI (WSBA 56426) 
Washington Appellate Project (91052) 
Attorneys for the Petitioner 
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F I LED 
6/23/2025 

Court of Appeals 
D iv ision I 

State of Wash ington 

I N  THE COU RT OF APPEALS OF TH E STATE OF WASH I NGTON 

STATE OF WAS H I NGTO N ,  

Respondent ,  

V .  

N . E . M . ,  

Appe l lant .  

No. 86464-5- 1 

D IVIS ION ONE  

U N P U BL ISHED OP IN ION 

COBURN , J .  - N . E . M .  appeals the tria l  cou rt's order denying h is mot ion to vacate 

and seal h is j uven i le convictions .  N . E . M .  contends that the tria l  cou rt erred when it 

determ ined that it d id not have d iscret ion to vacate and seal h is j uven i le records 

pu rsuant to RCW 1 3 .50 .260(4) (a) . As instructed by the Wash i ngton Supreme Court's 

decis ion in State v .  Garza , 200 Wn .2d 449 ,  5 1 8 P . 3d 1 029 (2022) , we affi rm . 

FACTS 

I n  1 996 N . E . M .  was convicted in j uven i le cou rt for assau lt in the th i rd deg ree , 

kid napp ing i n  the second deg ree , and rape in  the second deg ree . After havi ng 

successfu l ly petit ioned the court to re l ieve him of h is duty to reg ister as a kid napp ing 

offender the previous year ,  i n  2024 N . E . M .  moved to vacate and sea l  h is j uven i le 

convict ions under RCW 1 3 . 50 . 260(3) . N . E . M .  made h is request even though h is 

convict ion of rape in  the second deg ree prevented h im from meet ing the req u i rements 

for mandatory sea l i ng  pu rsuant to RCW 1 3 .50 .260(4)(a)(v) . The tria l  cou rt den ied the 

App.  001 



86464-5- 1/2 

motion . The court ru led that because N . E . M .  d id not qua l ify for sea l ing under RCW 

1 3 . 50 . 260(4)(a)(v) , the court d id not have d iscret ion to vacate and seal h is j uven i le 

records .  N . E . M .  appeals . 

D I SCUSS ION 

Th is  appeal i nvolves the re lationsh ip  between two provis ions of  RCW 1 3 . 50 . 260 ,  

the statute govern ing the vacatu r and sea l i ng of  j uven i le offender's cou rt records .  

Subsect ion (3)  states : 

If a j uven i le cou rt record has not a l ready been sealed pu rsuant to th is 
section ,  i n  any case i n  which i nformation has been fi led pu rsuant to RCW 
1 3 .40 . 1 00 or a comp la int has been fi led with the prosecutor and referred 
for d ivers ion pu rsuant to RCW 1 3 .40 . 070 ,  the person who is the subject of 
the i nformat ion or compla int may fi le a mot ion with the court to have the 
court vacate its order and fi nd ings ,  if any; reso lve the status of any debts 
owing ; and , subject to RCW 1 3 .50 .050( 1 3) , order the sea l i ng of the offic ia l  
j uven i le cou rt record , the socia l  fi le ,  and records of the court and of any 
other agency i n  the case , with the exception of identifying i nformation 
under RCW 1 3 . 50 . 050( 1 3) . 

The re levant port ion of subsect ion (4) states: 

The court shal l  g rant any motion to seal records for c lass A offenses made 
pursuant to subsect ion (3) of th is sect ion if: 

(i) S ince the last date of re lease from confi nement, i nc lud ing fu l l 
t ime res ident ia l  treatment ,  if any, or  entry of d isposit ion , the person has 
spent five consecutive years i n  the commun ity without comm itt ing any 
offense or crime that subseq uently resu lts i n  an adj ud ication or conviction ;  

( i i )  No proceed ing i s  pend ing aga inst the moving party seeking the 
convict ion of a j uven i le offense or a crim ina l  offense ;  

( i i i ) No proceed ing is pend ing seeking the  formation of a d ivers ion 
ag reement with that person ;  

( iv) The person i s  n o  longer req u i red to reg ister as a sex offender 
under RCW 9A.44 . 1 30 or has been re l ieved of the d uty to reg ister under 
RCW 9A.44 . 1 43 if the person was convicted of a sex offense ; 

(v) The person has not been convicted of rape i n  the fi rst deg ree , 
rape i n  the second deg ree , or  indecent l i berties that was actua l ly 
comm itted with forc ib le compu ls ion ; and 

(vi) The person has paid the fu l l  amount of restitut ion owing to the 
i nd ivid ua l  v ict im named i n  the restitut ion order , excl ud i ng restitution owed 
to any pub l ic  or private entity provid ing i nsurance coverage or hea lth care 
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coverage .  

RCW 1 3 .50 .260(4) (a) (emphasis added) .  

N . E . M .  avers that meeti ng the cond itions l isted i n  RCW 1 3 .50 .260(4) (a) 

mandates sea l i ng  but does not otherwise l im it a cou rt's d iscret ion to consider and g rant 

a j uven i le offender's motion to vacate and seal h is j uven i le records where the sea l i ng  

cond itions are not met. Because we are bound by express authority from the state 

supreme court ,  we are compel led to d isag ree . 

We review q uest ions of statutory i nterpretat ion de nova . State v .  Haggard , 1 95 

Wn .2d 544 , 547 ,  46 1 P . 3d 1 1 59 (2020) . The court must i nterpret statutes to "best fu lfi l l [] 

the leg is lative pu rpose and intent . "  kl at 547-48 .  Where the statute's mean ing is p la in  

on its face , the court must g ive effect to the p la in  mean ing "as an express ion of 

leg is lative i ntent. " Dep't of Ecology v. Campbe l l  & Gwinn ,  LLC , 1 46 Wn .2d 1 ,  9- 1 0 ,  43 

P . 3d 4 (2002) . However, when a statute is ambiguous ,  the court may d iscern leg is lative 

i ntent from the statutory construction ,  leg is lative h istory ,  and re levant case law. 

Jametsky v. Olsen ,  1 79 Wn .2d 756 , 762 , 3 1 7 P . 3d 1 003 (20 1 4) .  We are bound by  our  

state Supreme Court's i nterpretat ion of  a statute and  conclus ions of  law. Yuchasz v .  

Dep't of Lab . & I nd us . , 1 83 Wn . App .  879 ,  888 ,  335 P . 3d 998 (20 1 4) ;  State v .  Gore ,  1 0 1 

Wn .2d 48 1 , 487 , 68 1 P .2d 227 ( 1 984) . 

The J uven i le Just ice Act , chapter 1 3 .40 RCW, has "the d ua l  pu rpose of hold ing 

j uven i les accountable and fosteri ng rehab i l itat ion for re i nteg rat ion i nto society . "  State v .  

S . J . C . ,  1 83 Wn .2d 408, 42 1 , 352 P . 3d 749 (20 1 5) ;  RCW 1 3 .40 . 0 1 0(2) . The weig h i ng of 

these competi ng i nterests led to the leg is latu re's separate treatment of j uven i le cou rt 

records and concl us ion that they deserve more confident ia l ity than other types of cou rt 
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records .  S . J . C . , 1 83 Wn .2d at 42 1 . "The leg is latu re designed [a] mechan ism for sea l i ng  

j uven i le cou rt records specifica l ly so that j uven i le offenders can overcome prej ud ice and 

re i nteg rate i nto society . "  State v .  Cofie ld , 1 Wn . App .  2d 49 ,  53 ,  403 P . 3d 943 (20 1 7) 

(citi ng LAWS OF 1 977 ,  1 st Ex. Sess . ,  ch . 29 1 , § 1 2) .  Further contributi ng to th is pu rpose 

is RCW 1 3 .50 .260(3) 's authorizat ion for a j uven i le cou rt's orders and fi nd ings to be 

vacated . Garza , 200 Wn .2d at 460 . 

I n  Garza, the Wash ington Supreme Court i nterpreted RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(3) as part 

of its determ inat ion that j uven i le adjud ication judgments may be vacated and sealed 

under the p la in  language of the provis ion . 1 kl at 45 1 -52 , 454-60 .  As part of its ana lys is ,  

the court cons idered the State's c la im that RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(3) "[cou ld] not i nc lude 

j uven i le adj ud ications because it wou ld create the absurd resu lt of making it eas ier for 

j uven i les to vacate an adjud ication than to seal one . "  kl at 457 . The court observed that 

the state's argument ignored the statutory language.  kl The court held that RCW 

1 3 . 50 .260(3) app l ies to motions to vacate and sea l ,  not motions to on ly vacate j uven i le 

cou rt records .  kl at 457-58 .  Put d ifferently, "the lang uage of RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(3) 

demonstrates that the leg is latu re i ntended movants to fi le a motion to vacate and sea l ,  

not just a mot ion to  vacate or a motion to seal . "  kl at 460 (some emphasis added) .  

The  Garza court i nstructed that "before a tria l  cou rt g rants a motion to vacate and 

seal  under RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(3) , it must confi rm that the movant meets the criteria to 

sea l . "  kl (emphasis added) . 2 Thus ,  to preva i l  on a motion to vacate and seal under 

1 RCW 1 3 . 50 . 260 was amended after Garza, but  the re levant language of  the statute 
has not been changed . Compare former RCW 1 3 . 50 . 260(3)-(4) (2020) with current RCW 
1 3 . 50 . 260(3)-(4) (2023) . 

2 The court c larified that though a j uven i le  offender is requ i red to satisfy the sea l i ng 
requ i rements i n  RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(4) to be e l ig ib le for the ir  records to be sealed and vacated , a 
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RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(3) , a j uven i le offender "must sti l l  meet the sea l i ng  req u i rements 

enumerated in RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(4) (a) , (b) , and (c) . "  kl at 458 . 3 Therefore ,  u nder Garza , 

the tria l  cou rt i n  the instant case d id not err by determ in i ng it d id not have d iscret ion to 

cons ider N . E . M . 's motion to vacate and seal h is j uven i le records because N . E . M .  has a 

convict ion for rape i n  the second deg ree, contrary to the req u i rement l isted i n  RCW 

1 3 . 50 . 260(4)(a)(v) . 

We note that N . E . M . 's p la in  lang uage i nterpretat ion of RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(4) is 

reasonab le .  That is ,  though the provis ion expressly identifies when a court must g rant a 

motion to sea l ,  the provis ion and the statute as a whole are otherwise s i lent regard ing 

restrict ing the court's authority .  Under N . E . M . 's i nterpretation ,  other than when RCW 

1 3 . 50 . 260(4) is met or when records are sealed adm in istrative ly under RCW 

1 3 . 50 . 260(1 )-(2) , the court can cons ider each i nd ivid ua l 's  c i rcumstance and exercise its 

d iscret ion as to whether sea l i ng  and/or vacatur is warranted . Neverthe less , we are 

bound to fo l low Supreme Cou rt precedent .  1 000 Vi rg i n ia Ltd . Partnersh ip v .  Vertecs 

tria l  court may nonetheless exercise d iscret ion to determ ine whether the extraord inary re l ief of 
vacatur shou ld be g ranted . Garza, 200 Wn .2d at 460-6 1 . 

3 Because the Garza court i nterpreted RCW 1 3 . 50 .260(3) and . 260(4) to address the 
state's argument that . 260(3) only appl ies to mot ions to vacate , 200 Wn .2d at 457-58, we 
d isagree with N . E . M .  that th is language is d icta . Johnson v. Wash .  State Liquor & Cannabis Bd . ,  
1 97 Wn .2d 605, 6 1 8 ,  486 P . 3d 1 25 (202 1 )  (" 'Statements i n  a case that do not re late to an issue 
before the court and are unnecessary to decide the case constitute obiter d ictum ,  and need not 
be fo l lowed . "' ( i nterna l  quotat ion marks om itted) (quot ing I n  re Pers .  Restra int of Dom ingo,  1 55 
Wn .2d 356 , 366 , 1 1 9 P .3d 8 1 6 (2005))) .  
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Corp . , 1 58 Wn .2d 566 , 578 ,  1 46 P . 3d 423 (2006) ; Gore ,  1 0 1 Wn .2d at 487 . 4 

We affi rm .  

WE CONCU R : 

4 For th is reason ,  we also decl ine N . E . M . 's i nvitat ion to fo l low our  s ister d iv is ion 's ho ld ing 
i n  State v .  Ogle that pre-dates Garza.  See No .  50492-8- 1 1 ,  s l i p  op .  at  3-4 (Wash .  Ct .  App .  Apr. 
1 0 , 201 8) (unpub l ished) , https : //www.courts .wa .gov/op in ions/pdf/D2%2050492-8-
1 1 %20Unpubl ished%200pin ion . pdf; see also GR 1 4 . 1  (a) ("Unpub l ished op in ions of the Court of 
Appeals have no precedentia l value and are not b ind ing on any court . ") . 
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RCW 13 . 50 . 2 60 Sealing hearings-Sealing of records . ( 1 )  ( a )  The 
court sha l l  hold regular  s e a l ing hearings . During the s e  regular  
s e a l ing hearings , the court sha l l  admini s t rative l y  s e a l  an  
individua l ' s  j uven i l e  record  pursuant t o  the requirement s o f  thi s 
sub s e ct i on . Although the j uven i l e  record sha l l  be s e a l e d ,  the s o c i a l  
f i l e  may be ava i l able  t o  a n y  j uven i l e  j us t i ce or  c a r e  agency when a n  
inve s t i ga t i on or  c a s e  invo lving t h e  j uven i l e  subj ect  o f  t h e  records i s  
b e i n g  pro s e cuted by t h e  j uven i l e  j us t i ce or  c a r e  agency or  when the 
j uven i l e  j us t i ce or  care agency is a s s i gned the re spons ibi l i t y  of 
supervi s ing the j uveni l e . The j uven i l e  re spondent ' s  pre s ence is not 
required  at any admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing . 

( b )  At the dispo s i t ion hearing o f  a j uven i l e  o f fende r ,  the court 
sha l l  s chedule  an admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing t o  t a ke place  during 
the f i r s t  regul arly  s cheduled  s e a l ing hearing after the l a t e s t  o f  the 
f o l l owing event s that apply : 

( i )  The re spondent ' s  e i ghteenth bi rthda y ;  
( i i )  Ant i c ipated end dat e  o f  a re spondent ' s  probat ion , i f  

ordered ; 
( i i i ) Ant i c ipated r e l e a s e  from confinement at the j uven i l e  

rehab i l i t a t i on admini s t ra t i on , or  t h e  comp l e t i on o f  paro l e , i f  the 
re spondent is t rans ferred t o  the j uven i l e  rehab i l i t a t i on 
admin i s t ra t i on . 

( c )  The court sha l l  not s chedule  an admini s t rat ive s e a l ing 
hearing at the dispo s i t ion and no admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing sha l l  
occur i f  one o f  t h e  o f fen s e s  f o r  whi ch t h e  court h a s  ent e red a 
dispo s i t ion i s  at the t ime o f  commi s s ion o f  the o f fens e : 

( i )  A mo s t  s e r i ous  o f fens e ,  a s  de fined in  RCW 9 . 9 4A . 0 3 0 ; 
( i i )  A sex  o f fense  unde r chapt e r  9A . 4 4 RCW ; or  
( i i i ) A drug o f fens e ,  a s  de fined in  RCW 9 . 9 4A . 0 3 0 . 
( d )  At the t ime o f  the s cheduled  admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing , 

the court sha l l  ent e r  a written  order s e a l ing the re spondent ' s  
j uven i l e  court record pursuant t o  thi s sub s e ct i on i f  the court finds 
by a preponde rance o f  the evidence that the re spondent is no l onger on 
supervi s i on for  the c a s e  being con s i dered for  s e a l ing and has paid the 
ful l  amount o f  r e s t itut ion owing t o  the individua l vict im named in  the 
r e s t itut ion orde r ,  excluding r e s t itut ion owed t o  any pub l i c  or  private 
ent ity  providing insurance cove rage or  health care cove rage . In 
det e rmining whether the re spondent is on supervi s i on or  owe s 
r e s t itut ion , the court sha l l  t a ke j udi c i a l  not ice  o f  court records , 
including records o f  the count y c l e r k ,  and , i f  nece s s a r y ,  sworn 
t e s t imony from a repre s entat ive of the j uven i l e  department . 

( e )  At the t ime o f  the admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing , i f  the 
court finds the re spondent remains  on supervi s i on for  the case being 
con s i dered for  s e a l ing , then the court sha l l  cont inue the 
admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing t o  a dat e  within thirty days f o l l owing 
the ant i c ipated end dat e  o f  the re spondent ' s  supervi s i on . At the next 
admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing , the court sha l l  again det e rmine the 
re spondent ' s  e l igibi l i t y  for  s e a l ing his or  her  j uven i l e  court record 
pursuant t o  ( d )  o f  thi s sub s e ct i on , and , if nece s s a r y ,  cont inue the 
hearing again a s  provided in  thi s sub s e ct i on . 

( f )  ( i )  During the admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing , i f  the court 
finds the re spondent is no l onger on supervi s i on for  the c a s e  being 
con s i dered for  s e a l ing , but  the re spondent has  not paid  the ful l  
amount o f  r e s t itut ion owing t o  the individua l vict im named in  the 
r e s t itut ion orde r ,  excluding any pub l i c  or  private ent ity  providing 
insurance cove rage or  health care cove rage , the court sha l l  deny 
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s e a l ing the j uven i l e  court record in  a written  order that : ( A )  
Spe c i f i e s  t h e  amount o f  r e s t itut ion that remains  unpaid  t o  the 
ori ginal  vict im ,  excluding any pub l i c  or  private ent ity  providing 
insurance cove rage or  health care cove rage ; and ( B )  provide s direct i on 
t o  the re spondent on how t o  pursue the s e a l ing o f  records a s s ociated  
with thi s cau s e  o f  act i on . 

( i i )  Within five bus ine s s  days o f  the ent ry o f  the written  order 
denying the reque s t  t o  seal a j uven i l e  court record , the j uven i l e  
court department s t a f f  sha l l  not i fy t h e  re spondent o f  t h e  denial  b y  
providing a copy o f  t h e  order o f  denial  t o  t h e  re spondent in  person or  
in  writ ing ma i l e d  t o  the re spondent ' s  l a s t  known addre s s  in  the  
department o f  l i cens ing databa s e  or  the re spondent ' s  addre s s  provided 
t o  the court , whi cheve r is more re cent . 

( i i i ) At any t ime f o l l owing ent ry o f  the written  order denying 
the reque s t  t o  s e a l  a j uven i l e  court record , the re spondent may 
cont act the j uven i l e  court department , provide proof  o f  payment o f  the 
remaining unpaid  r e s t itut ion t o  the ori ginal  vict im ,  excluding any 
pub l i c  or  private ent ity  providing insurance cove rage or  health  care 
cove rage , and reque s t  an admini s t rat ive s e a l ing hearing . Upon 
ve r i f i ca t i on of the s at i s fact ion of the r e s t itut ion payment , the 
j uven i l e  court department s t a f f  sha l l  ci rculate  for s i gnature an order 
s e a l ing the f i l e , and f i l e  the s i gned order with the c l e r k ' s  o f f i ce , 
who sha l l  s e a l  the record . 

( iv )  The admini s t rat ive o f f i ce o f  the court s mus t  ensure that 
s e a l e d  j uven i l e  records rema in private in  case o f  an appeal  and are  
e ither not posted or  redacted from any c l e r ks papers  that are  posted  
online  with the  appe l l ate  record , a s  we l l  a s  t a king any  other  prudent 
s t ep s  nece s s ary to avo id  expo s ing s e a l e d  j uven i l e  records to the 
publ i c . 

( 2 )  Except for  di smi s s a l  o f  a de ferred dispo s i t ion unde r RCW 
1 3 . 4 0 . 1 2 7 , the court sha l l  ent e r  a written  order immediat e l y  s e a l ing 
the o f f i c i a l  j uven i l e  court record upon the acquittal  after  a fact 
finding or  upon the di smi s s a l  o f  charge s with prej udi ce , subj ect  to 
the state ' s  right , if  any , t o  appeal  the di smi s s a l . 

( 3 )  I f  a j uven i l e  court record has  not a l ready been s e a l e d  
pursuant t o  thi s s e c t i on , in  a n y  c a s e  in  whi ch informa t i on has  been 
filed pursuant t o  RCW 1 3 . 4 0 . 1 0 0  or  a compla int has  been filed with the 
pro s e cut or  and re ferred for  dive r s ion pursuant t o  RCW 1 3 . 4 0 . 0 7 0 ,  the 
person who is the subj ect  o f  the informa t i on or  compla int may f i l e  a 
mot i on with the court t o  have the court vacate  i t s  order and findings , 
i f  any ; re s o lve the s t atus  o f  any debt s owing ; and , subj ect  t o  RCW 
1 3 . 5 0 . 0 5 0 ( 1 3 ) , order the s e a l ing o f  the o f f i c i a l  j uven i l e  court 
record , the s o c i a l  f i l e , and records of the court and of any other 
agency in  the ca s e , with the except ion o f  ident i fying informa t i on 
unde r RCW 1 3 . 5 0 . 0 5 0 ( 1 3 ) . 

( 4 )  ( a )  The court sha l l  grant any mot i on t o  s e a l  records for  cl a s s  
A o f fen s e s  made pursuant t o  sub s e ct i on ( 3 )  o f  thi s s e c t i on i f : 

( i )  S ince the l a s t  dat e  o f  r e l e a s e  from confinement , including 
ful l - t ime res ident i a l  treatment , if any , or  ent ry of dispo s it i on ,  the 
person has  spent five con s e cut ive years  in  the community  without 
committ ing any o f fense  or  crime that sub s e quent l y  result s in  an 
adj udi cat i on or  convi ct i on ; 

( i i )  No proceeding i s  pending against  the moving party s e e king 
the convi ct i on of a j uven i l e  o f fense  or  a criminal  o f fens e ; 

( i i i ) No proceeding i s  pending s e e king the forma t i on o f  a 
dive r s ion agreement with that person ; 
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( iv )  The person i s  no l onger required  t o  regi s t e r  a s  a sex  
o f fende r unde r RCW 9A . 4 4 . 1 3 0  or  has  been re l i eved o f  the dut y t o  
regi s t e r  unde r RCW 9A . 4 4 . 1 4 3  i f  t h e  person wa s convi cted o f  a sex  
o f fens e ; 

( v )  The person has  not been convi cted o f  rape in  the f i r s t  
degree , rape in  t h e  s e cond degree , or  indecent l ibert i e s  that wa s 
actua l l y  committed  with forcible  compul s i on ;  and 

( vi )  The person has paid  the ful l  amount of r e s t itut ion owing t o  
t h e  individua l vict im named in  t h e  r e s t itut ion orde r ,  excluding 
r e s t itut ion owed t o  any pub l i c  or  private ent ity  providing insurance 
cove rage or  health care cove rage . 

( b )  The court sha l l  grant any mot i on t o  s e a l  records for  cl a s s  B ,  
cl a s s  C ,  gro s s  mi s demeanor , and mi s demeanor o f fen s e s  and dive r s i ons  
made unde r sub s e ct i on ( 3 )  o f  thi s s e c t i on i f : 

( i )  S ince the dat e  o f  l a s t  r e l e a s e  from confinement , including 
ful l - t ime res ident i a l  treatment , if any , ent ry of dispo s it i on ,  or 
comp l e t i on of the dive r s ion agreement , the person has  spent two 
con s e cut ive years  in  the community  without being convi cted of any 
o f fense  or  crime ; 

( i i )  No proceeding i s  pending against  the moving party s e e king 
the convi ct i on of a j uven i l e  o f fense  or  a criminal  o f fens e ; 

( i i i ) No proceeding i s  pending s e e king the forma t i on o f  a 
dive r s ion agreement with that person ; 

( iv )  The person i s  no l onger required  t o  regi s t e r  a s  a sex  
o f fende r unde r RCW 9A . 4 4 . 1 3 0  or  has  been re l i eved o f  the dut y t o  
regi s t e r  unde r RCW 9A . 4 4 . 1 4 3  i f  t h e  person wa s convi cted o f  a sex  
o f fens e ; and 

( v )  The person has paid  the ful l  amount of r e s t itut ion owing t o  
t h e  individua l vict im named in  t h e  r e s t itut ion orde r ,  excluding 
r e s t itut ion owed t o  any insurance provide r authori z ed unde r T i t l e  4 8  
RCW . 

( c )  Notwithst anding the requirement s in  ( a )  or  ( b )  o f  thi s 
sub s e ct i on , the court sha l l  grant any mot i on t o  s e a l  records o f  any 
de ferred dispo s i t ion vacated unde r RCW 1 3 . 4 0 . 1 2 7 ( 9 )  prior  to June 7 ,  
2 0 1 2 , i f  r e s t itut ion has  been paid  and the person i s  e i ghteen years  o f  
a g e  or  olde r  at t h e  t ime o f  t h e  mot ion . 

( 5 )  The person ma king a mot i on pursuant t o  sub s e ct i on ( 3 )  o f  thi s 
s e c t i on sha l l  give reas onable  not ice  o f  the mot i on t o  the pro s e cut ion 
and t o  any person or  agency who s e  records are  s ought t o  be s e a l e d . 

( 6 ) ( a )  I f  the court ent e r s  a written  order s e a l ing the j uven i l e  
court record pursuant t o  thi s s e c t i on , it  shal l ,  subj ect  t o  RCW 
1 3 . 5 0 . 0 5 0 ( 1 3 ) , order s e a l e d  the o f f i c i a l  j uven i l e  court record , the 
s o c i a l  f i l e , and other records relat ing t o  the case a s  are  named in  
the orde r . Thereaft e r , the proceedings in  the case  sha l l  be t reated  as  
if  they neve r occurre d ,  and the subj ect  o f  the records may reply  
accordingly t o  any  inquiry  about the  event s ,  records o f  whi ch are  
s e a l e d . Any agency sha l l  reply  t o  any  inquiry  concerning confident i a l  
or  s e a l e d  records that records are  confident i a l , and no informa t i on 
can be given about the exi s t ence or  nonex i s t ence o f  records concerning 
an individua l .  

( b )  I n  the event the subj ect  o f  the j uven i l e  records receive s  a 
ful l  and uncondit i onal  pardon , the proceedings in  the mat t e r  upon 
whi ch the pardon has been grant ed sha l l  be t reated  as if they neve r 
occurre d ,  and the subj ect  o f  the records may reply  accordingly t o  any 
inquiry  about the event s upon whi ch the pardon wa s rece ived . Any 
agency sha l l  reply  t o  any inquiry  concerning the records perta ining t o  
t h e  event s for  whi ch t h e  subj ect  rece ived a pardon that records a r e  
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confident i a l , and no informa t i on can be given about the exi s t ence or  
nonex i s t ence o f  records concerning an individua l .  

( c )  E f fect ive Jul y  1 ,  2 0 1 9 ,  the department o f  l i cens ing may 
r e l e a s e  informa t i on related  t o  records the court has  ordered s e a l e d  
o n l y  t o  t h e  extent nece s s ary t o  comply  w i t h  federal  l aw and 
regulat ion . 

( 7 )  Inspect i on o f  the f i l e s  and records included in  the order t o  
s e a l  may thereafter  be permitted  o n l y  by order o f  t h e  court upon 
mot i on made by the person who is the subj ect  of the informa t i on or 
compla int , except as otherwi s e  provided in  RCW 1 3 . 5 0 . 0 1 0 ( 8 )  and 
1 3 . 5 0 . 0 5 0 ( 1 3 ) . 

( 8 )  ( a )  Any adj udi cat i on o f  a j uven i l e  o f fense  or  a crime 
sub s e quent to s e a l ing has  the e f fect  o f  nul l i fying a s e a l ing orde r ; 
howeve r ,  the court may order the j uven i l e  court record r e s e a l e d  upon 
dispo s i t ion of the sub s e quent mat t e r  if the c a s e  mee t s  the s e a l ing 
criteria  unde r thi s s e c t i on and the court record has  not previou s l y  
been r e s e a l e d . 

( b )  Any charging o f  an adult  felony sub s e quent t o  the s e a l ing has  
the e f fect  o f  nul l i fying the s e a l ing orde r . 

( c )  The admini s t rat ive o f f i ce o f  the court s sha l l  ensure that the 
supe rior  court j udi c i a l  informa t i on system provide s pro s e cut ors  acce s s  
t o  informa t i on o n  the exi s t ence o f  s e a l e d  j uven i l e  records . 

( d )  The Wa shington state  patrol  sha l l  ensure that the Wa shington 
state  ident i fi ca t i on system provide s Wa shington state  criminal  j us t i ce 
agenc i e s  acce s s  t o  s e a l e d  j uven i l e  records informat ion . 

( e )  The Wa shington state  patrol  sha l l  ensure that the Wa shington 
state  ident i fi ca t i on system provide s non-Wa shington criminal  j us t i ce 
agenc i e s  acce s s  t o  s e a l e d  j uven i l e  records only for  the purpo s e s  o f  
proce s s ing and purcha s ing firearms , concealed  p i s t o l  l i cens e s , or  
a l ien  firearms l i cens e s , or  r e l e a s ing o f  firearms from evidence . 

( f )  Non-Wa shington criminal  j us t i ce agenc i e s  that acce s s  s e a l e d  
j uven i l e  records pursuant t o  thi s sub s e ct i on sha l l  n o t  knowingly 
di s s eminate the acce s sed  records or  any informa t i on de rived there from 
t o  any third part y . Di s s emina t i on o f  such records or  such informa t i on 
sha l l  subj ect  the di s s eminating agency t o  the j ur i s di c t i on o f  the 
court s o f  Wa shington and a civi l pena lty  o f  not more than $ 1 , 0 0 0  per 
vi o l a t i on . 

( 9 )  I f  the j uven i l e  court record has  been s e a l e d  pursuant t o  thi s 
s e c t i on , the record o f  an empl oyee i s  not admi s s ible  in  an act i on for  
l i abi l i t y  against  the empl oyer based on the forme r j uven i l e  o f fende r ' s  
conduct t o  show that the empl oyer knew or  should have known o f  the 
j uven i l e  record o f  the empl oyee . The record may be admi s s ible , 
howeve r ,  i f  a bac kground che c k  conducted or  authori z ed by the empl oyer 
cont ained the informa t i on in  the s e a l e d  record . 

( 1 0 )  Count y c l e r ks may interact or  corre spond with the 
re spondent , his or  her  parent s , r e s t itut ion recipient s , and any 
holde r s  of pot ent i a l  a s s e t s  or  wage s of the re spondent for  the 
purpo s e s  o f  c o l l e ct ing an out s t anding legal financi a l  obl i ga t i on after  
j uven i l e  court records have been  s e a l e d  pursuant t o  thi s s e c t i on . 

( 1 1 )  P e r s ons  and agenc i e s  that obt ain  s e a l e d  j uven i l e  records 
informa t i on pursuant t o  thi s s e c t i on may communi cate  about thi s 
informa t i on with the re spondent , but may not di s s eminate or  be 
comp e l l e d  t o  r e l e a s e  the informa t i on t o  any person or  agency not 
spe c i f i c a l l y  grant ed acce s s  t o  s e a l e d  j uven i l e  records in  thi s 
s e c t i on . 

( 1 2 )  Al l criminal  j us t i ce agenc i e s  mus t  not di s c l o s e  confident i a l  
informa t i on or  s e a l e d  records acce s sed  through t h e  Wa shington s t a t e  
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ident i fi ca t i on system or  other means , and no informa t i on can be given 
t o  third part i e s , other than criminal  j us t i ce agenci e s , about the 
exi s t ence or  nonex i s t ence o f  confident i a l  or  s e a l e d  records concerning 
an individua l .  [ 2 0 2 3  c 1 8 0  s 1 ;  2 0 2 0  c 1 8 4  s 1 ;  2 0 1 5  c 2 6 5 s 3 ;  2 0 1 4  
C 1 7 5  S 4 . ]  

Retroactive application-2 020  c 1 8 4 : " Th i s  act app l i e s  t o  a l l  
j uven i l e  record s e a l ing hearings  commenced o n  or  a f t e r  January 1 ,  
2 0 2 1 ,  regardl e s s  o f  when the unde rlying hearing wa s s cheduled  or  the 
unde rlying record wa s created . To  thi s extent , thi s act app l i e s  
retroactive l y ,  but in  a l l  other re spect s it  app l i e s  prospective l y . " 
[ 2 0 2 0  C 1 8 4  S 4 . ]  

Effective date-2 020  c 1 8 4 : " S e ct i ons  1 ,  2 ,  and 4 o f  thi s act 
t a ke e f fect  January 1 ,  2 0 2 1 . "  [ 2 0 2 0  c 1 8 4  s 5 . ] 

Finding-Intent-2 015  c 2 65 : See  note f o l l owing RCW 1 3 . 5 0 . 0 1 0 . 

Findings-Intent-2 0 1 4  c 175 : See  note fol l owing RCW 1 3 . 5 0 . 0 1 0 . 
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