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EIGHTIETH DAY 

 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

Senate Chamber, Olympia 

Wednesday, April 2, 2025 

 

The Senate was called to order at 12:30 p.m. by the President 

of the Senate, Lt. Governor Heck presiding. The Secretary called 

the roll and announced to the President that all Senators were 

present.  

The Sergeant at Arms Color Guard consisting of Pages Miss 

Amanat Narwal and Mr. Elton Hoard, presented the Colors.  

Page Mr. Andrew Hwang led the Senate in the Pledge of 

Allegiance. 
Pastor Tito Lyro of Bible Presbyterian Church, Olympia 

offered the prayer. 

 

MOTIONS 

 

On motion of Senator Riccelli the reading of the Journal of the 

previous day was dispensed with and it was approved. 

On motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate advanced to the first 

order of business. 

 

REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES 

 

April 1, 2025 

SB 5786  Prime Sponsor, Senator Stanford: Increasing 

license, permit, and endorsement fees.  Reported by Committee 

on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  That Substitute Senate Bill 

No. 5786 be substituted therefor, and the substitute bill do 

pass.  Signed by Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice 

Chair; Alvarado; Ramos and Stanford. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senators Braun; MacEwen and Schoesler. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senator King, Ranking 

Member. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

EHB 1014  Prime Sponsor, Representative Schmidt: 

Implementing recommendations of the 2023 child support 

schedule work group.  Reported by Committee on Law & Justice 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Dhingra, Chair; Trudeau, Vice Chair; Holy, Ranking 

Member; Fortunato; Lovick; Salomon; Torres; Valdez and 

Wagoner. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

SHB 1023  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Adopting the cosmetology licensure compact.  Reported by 

Committee on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice Chair; 

King, Ranking Member; Alvarado; MacEwen; Ramos and 

Stanford. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senators Braun and Schoesler. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 1141  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Labor & 

Workplace Standards: Concerning collective bargaining for 

agricultural cannabis workers.  Reported by Committee on 

Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice Chair; Alvarado; 

Ramos and Stanford. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senators King, Ranking Member; Braun; MacEwen and 

Schoesler. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

E2SHB 1218  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Concerning persons referred for competency evaluation and 

restoration services.  Reported by Committee on Law & Justice 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Dhingra, Chair; Trudeau, Vice Chair; 

Holy, Ranking Member; Lovick; Salomon and Valdez. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senators Fortunato; Torres and 

Wagoner. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 1293  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Concerning litter.  Reported by Committee on Environment, 

Energy & Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, Vice Chair; 

Dhingra; Liias; Lovelett; Ramos and Wellman. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senator Harris. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senators Boehnke, Ranking 

Member; MacEwen and Short. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 1332  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Labor & 
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Workplace Standards: Concerning transportation network 

companies.  Reported by Committee on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice Chair; Alvarado; 

Ramos and Stanford. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senators King, Ranking Member; Braun; MacEwen and 

Schoesler. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

HB 1347  Prime Sponsor, Representative Reeves: 

Concerning cannabis testing laboratories.  Reported by 

Committee on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice Chair; King, Ranking 

Member; Alvarado; Braun; MacEwen; Ramos and Stanford. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senator Schoesler. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

SHB 1460  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Concerning protection order hope cards.  Reported by 

Committee on Law & Justice 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Dhingra, Chair; Trudeau, Vice Chair; 

Holy, Ranking Member; Fortunato; Lovick; Salomon; 

Torres; Valdez and Wagoner. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 1483  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Technology, 

Economic Development, & Veterans: Supporting the servicing 

and right to repair of certain products with digital electronics in a 

secure and reliable manner to increase access and affordability for 

Washingtonians.  Reported by Committee on Environment, 

Energy & Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, Vice Chair; 

Boehnke, Ranking Member; Dhingra; Harris; Liias; Lovelett; 

MacEwen; Ramos; Short and Wellman. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

2SHB 1503  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Furthering digital equity and opportunity in Washington state.  

Reported by Committee on Environment, Energy & Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, Vice Chair; Dhingra; 

Lovelett; Ramos and Wellman. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senators MacEwen and Short. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senators Boehnke, Ranking 

Member and Harris. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

2SHB 1514  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Encouraging the deployment of low carbon thermal energy 

networks.  Reported by Committee on Environment, Energy & 

Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, Vice Chair; 

Boehnke, Ranking Member; Dhingra; Harris; Liias; Lovelett; 

MacEwen; Ramos; Short and Wellman. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 1522  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Environment & 

Energy: Concerning approval of electric utility wildfire 

mitigation plans.  Reported by Committee on Environment, 

Energy & Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, Vice Chair; Boehnke, 

Ranking Member; Dhingra; Harris; Liias; Lovelett; 

MacEwen; Ramos; Short and Wellman. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 1533  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Labor & 

Workplace Standards: Allowing a specialty electrician to 

continue working under a valid specialty certificate of 

competency while enrolled in a journey level apprenticeship 

program.  Reported by Committee on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice Chair; 

King, Ranking Member; Alvarado; Braun; MacEwen; 

Ramos; Schoesler and Stanford. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 1551  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Consumer 

Protection & Business: Extending the cannabis social equity 

program.  Reported by Committee on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice Chair; Alvarado; 

Ramos and Stanford. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senators King, Ranking Member; Braun; MacEwen and 

Schoesler. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

EHB 1574  Prime Sponsor, Representative Macri: 

Protecting access to life-saving care and substance use services.  

Reported by Committee on Law & Justice 
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MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Dhingra, Chair; Trudeau, Vice Chair; 

Holy, Ranking Member; Lovick; Salomon and Valdez. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senators Fortunato and Torres. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senator Wagoner. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 1622  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Allowing bargaining over matters related to the use of artificial 

intelligence.  Reported by Committee on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice Chair; 

Alvarado; Ramos and Stanford. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senators King, Ranking Member; Braun; MacEwen and 

Schoesler. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

HB 1636  Prime Sponsor, Representative Volz: 

Eliminating the per transaction limit for wine and spirit sales.  

Reported by Committee on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Saldaña, Chair; King, Ranking Member; Alvarado; 

Braun; MacEwen and Schoesler. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senator Stanford. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senators Conway, Vice Chair 

and Ramos. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

HB 1698  Prime Sponsor, Representative Waters: 

Updating liquor permit and licensing provisions.  Reported by 

Committee on Labor & Commerce 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Saldaña, Chair; Conway, Vice Chair; King, Ranking 

Member; Alvarado; Braun; MacEwen; Ramos; Schoesler and 

Stanford. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

2SHB 1715  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Regarding the costs of compliance with the state energy 

performance standard.  Reported by Committee on 

Environment, Energy & Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass.  Signed by 

Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, Vice Chair; Boehnke, 

Ranking Member; Dhingra; Harris; Liias; Lovelett; 

MacEwen; Ramos; Short and Wellman. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

SHB 1857  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Environment & 

Energy: Concerning asbestos-containing building materials.  

Reported by Committee on Environment, Energy & Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, Vice Chair; 

Boehnke, Ranking Member; Dhingra; Harris; Liias; Lovelett; 

MacEwen; Ramos; Short and Wellman. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 

April 1, 2025 

E2SHB 1912  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Concerning the exemption for fuels used for agricultural purposes 

in the climate commitment act.  Reported by Committee on 

Environment, Energy & Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, Vice Chair; 

Boehnke, Ranking Member; Dhingra; Liias; Lovelett; 

Ramos; Short and Wellman. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senators Harris and MacEwen. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

ESHB 2015  Prime Sponsor, Committee on Appropriations: 

Improving public safety funding by providing resources to local 

governments and state and local criminal justice agencies, and 

authorizing a local option tax.  Reported by Committee on Law 

& Justice 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  Do pass as amended.  

Signed by Senators Dhingra, Chair; Holy, Ranking Member; 

Lovick; Salomon and Valdez. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  Do not pass.  Signed by 

Senators Trudeau, Vice Chair; Fortunato and Torres. 

 

MINORITY recommendation:  That it be referred without 

recommendation.  Signed by Senator Wagoner. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 

April 1, 2025 

SGA 9225  BRIAN RYBARIK, appointed on March 3, 

2025, for the term ending January 1, 2031, as Chair of the Utilities 

and Transportation Commission.  Reported by Committee on 

Environment, Energy & Technology 

 

MAJORITY recommendation:  That said appointment be 

confirmed.  Signed by Senators Shewmake, Chair; Slatter, 

Vice Chair; Boehnke, Ranking Member; Dhingra; Harris; 

Liias; Lovelett; MacEwen; Ramos; Short and Wellman. 

 

Referred to Committee on Rules for second reading. 

 



4 JOURNAL OF THE SENATE 

MOTIONS 

 

On motion of Senator Riccelli, all measures listed on the 

Standing Committee report were referred to the committees as 

designated. 

On motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate advanced to the 

fourth order of business. 

 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

 
April 2, 2025 

MR. PRESIDENT: 
The Speaker has signed: 

SUBSTITUTE SENATE BILL NO. 5106, 

SENATE BILL NO. 5141, 

SENATE BILL NO. 5209, 

SUBSTITUTE SENATE BILL NO. 5316, 
and the same are herewith transmitted. 

MELISSA PALMER, Deputy Chief Clerk 
 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate advanced to the fifth 

order of business. 

 

INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING 

 

SB 5806 by Senators Muzzall, and Gildon 

AN ACT Relating to improving tax administration and 

generating additional revenues by waiving penalties and 

interest by creating a voluntary disclosure program within 

the department of revenue; adding a new section to chapter 

82.32 RCW; creating a new section; providing an effective 

date; and declaring an emergency. 

 

Referred to Committee on Ways & Means. 

 
MOTIONS 

 
On motion of Senator Riccelli, all measures listed on the 

Introduction and First Reading report were referred to the 
committees as designated. 

On motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate advanced to the 

eighth order of business. 

Senator Goehner moved adoption of the following resolution:  

 

SENATE RESOLUTION 

8637 

 

By Senator Goehner 

 

WHEREAS, Over 100,000 Americans are currently awaiting 

life-saving organ transplants; and 

WHEREAS, A new individual is added to the transplant 

waiting list every eight minutes; and 

WHEREAS, 13 lives are lost each day due to the lack of 

available organ donations; and 

WHEREAS, One organ, eye, and tissue donor can save eight 

lives and enhance over 75 more; and 

WHEREAS, When a recipient receives an organ, eye, or tissue 

donation, they receive a second chance at life; and 

WHEREAS, Many Washingtonians have given the gift of life 

by donating organs, eyes, and tissues; and 

WHEREAS, These generous donors choose to make this 

profound sacrifice, without ever knowing, nor may their families 

ever know, the recipients of their gifts; and 

WHEREAS, These donors demonstrate great compassion and 

love for their fellow man in giving life to a stranger; and 

WHEREAS, These donors' families demonstrate equal 

compassion and love in permitting the donation of their loved 

one's organs, eyes, and tissues to a stranger; and 

WHEREAS, All people should be made aware of the 

opportunity to donate organs, eyes, and tissues, and be given the 

chance to choose if donation of life seems good to them; and 

WHEREAS, Increased awareness and the gathering together 

toward the common goal of donation of life will bring hope, 

strength, and encouragement to the people already waiting for a 

transplant; and 

WHEREAS, Donate Life America has designated April as 

National Donate Life Month; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the 

Washington State Senate honor April as National Donate Life 

Month, and that on this month awareness be raised for the need 

for organ, eye, and tissue donations; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the memory of donors be 

honored for their generosity, that the recipients be appreciated for 

the new life they have received, and that all people encourage 

each other to contribute to the cause of saving lives through organ, 

eye, and tissue donations. 

 

Senator Goehner spoke in favor of adoption of the resolution. 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of Senate Resolution No. 8637. 

The motion by Senator Goehner carried and the resolution was 

adopted by voice vote. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate reverted to the 

seventh order of business. 

 
THIRD READING 

CONFIRMATION OF GUBERNATORIAL APPOINTMENTS 

 
MOTION 

 

Senator Gildon moved that Therese N. Pasquier, Senate 

Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9008, be confirmed as a member 

of the Pierce College Board of Trustees. 

Senator Gildon spoke in favor of the motion. 

 

APPOINTMENT OF THERESE N. PASQUIER 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

confirmation of Therese N. Pasquier, Senate Gubernatorial 

Appointment No. 9008, as a member of the Pierce College Board 

of Trustees. 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the confirmation of Therese N. 

Pasquier, Senate Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9008, as a 

member of the Pierce College Board of Trustees and the 

appointment was confirmed by the following vote: Yeas, 49; 

Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 
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Therese N. Pasquier, Senate Gubernatorial Appointment No. 

9008, having received the constitutional majority was declared 

confirmed as a member of the Pierce College Board of Trustees. 

 
THIRD READING 

CONFIRMATION OF GUBERNATORIAL APPOINTMENTS 

 
MOTION 

 

Senator Boehnke moved that Kimberly L. Harper, Senate 

Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9009, be confirmed as a member 

of the Columbia Basin College Board of Trustees. 

Senator Boehnke spoke in favor of the motion. 

 

APPOINTMENT OF KIMBERLY L. HARPER 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

confirmation of Kimberly L. Harper, Senate Gubernatorial 

Appointment No. 9009, as a member of the Columbia Basin 

College Board of Trustees. 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the confirmation of Kimberly 

L. Harper, Senate Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9009, as a 

member of the Columbia Basin College Board of Trustees and the 

appointment was confirmed by the following vote: Yeas, 49; 

Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

Kimberly L. Harper, Senate Gubernatorial Appointment No. 

9009, having received the constitutional majority was declared 

confirmed as a member of the Columbia Basin College Board of 

Trustees. 

 
THIRD READING 

CONFIRMATION OF GUBERNATORIAL APPOINTMENTS 

 
MOTION 

 

Senator Pedersen moved that Jenette Ramos, Senate 

Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9013, be confirmed as a member 

of the Washington State University Board of Trustees. 

Senator Pedersen spoke in favor of the motion. 

 

APPOINTMENT OF JENETTE RAMOS 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

confirmation of Jenette Ramos, Senate Gubernatorial 

Appointment No. 9013, as a member of the Washington State 

University Board of Trustees. 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the confirmation of Jenette 

Ramos, Senate Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9013, as a 

member of the Washington State University Board of Trustees 

and the appointment was confirmed by the following vote: Yeas, 

49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

Jenette Ramos, Senate Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9013, 

having received the constitutional majority was declared 

confirmed as a member of the Washington State University Board 

of Trustees. 

 
THIRD READING 

CONFIRMATION OF GUBERNATORIAL APPOINTMENTS 

 
MOTION 

 

Senator Nobles moved that Mariko K. Doerner, Senate 

Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9014, be confirmed as a member 

of the Skagit Valley College Board of Trustees. 

Senators Nobles and Wagoner spoke in favor of passage of the 

motion. 

 

APPOINTMENT OF MARIKO K. DOERNER 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

confirmation of Mariko K. Doerner, Senate Gubernatorial 

Appointment No. 9014, as a member of the Skagit Valley College 

Board of Trustees. 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the confirmation of Mariko K. 

Doerner, Senate Gubernatorial Appointment No. 9014, as a 

member of the Skagit Valley College Board of Trustees and the 

appointment was confirmed by the following vote: Yeas, 49; 

Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

Mariko K. Doerner, Senate Gubernatorial Appointment No. 

9014, having received the constitutional majority was declared 

confirmed as a member of the Skagit Valley College Board of 

Trustees. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate reverted to the sixth 

order of business. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1007, by Representatives Low, Taylor, 

Walen, Eslick, and Goodman  
 
Concerning requisites of notice in small claims actions. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Wagoner, the rules were suspended, 

House Bill No. 1007 was advanced to third reading, the second 

reading considered the third and the bill was placed on final 
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passage. 

Senators Wagoner and Dhingra spoke in favor of passage of 

the bill. 

 

INTRODUCTION OF SPECIAL GUESTS 

 

The President welcomed and introduced members of the 

students from Maplewood Heights Elementary School who were 

seated in the gallery. The students were guests of Senator 

Hasegawa. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1007. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1007 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1007, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1054, by Representatives Leavitt, Ramel, 

Paul, Shavers, Bronoske, Timmons, Nance, and Berg  
 
Concerning county ferry maintenance and repair contracts. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Salomon, the rules were suspended, 

House Bill No. 1054 was advanced to third reading, the second 

reading considered the third and the bill was placed on final 

passage. 

Senators Salomon and Torres spoke in favor of passage of the 

bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1054. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1054 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 48; Nays, 1; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, Lovick, 

MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, Ramos, 

Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, Shewmake, 

Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, Wagoner, 

Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

Voting nay: Senator Hasegawa 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1054, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1075, by Representatives Walen, Leavitt, 

Ramel, Duerr, Shavers, Doglio, Tharinger, Peterson, Wylie, 
Nance, Berg, Ormsby, Lekanoff, Scott, Salahuddin, Reeves, and 
Hill  

 
Expanding housing supply by supporting the ability of public 

housing authorities to finance affordable housing developments. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Bateman, the rules were suspended, 

House Bill No. 1075 was advanced to third reading, the second 

reading considered the third and the bill was placed on final 

passage. 

Senators Bateman and Goehner spoke in favor of passage of 

the bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1075. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1075 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 47; Nays, 2; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Holy, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, Lovick, MacEwen, 

McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, Ramos, Riccelli, 

Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, Shewmake, Short, 

Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, Wagoner, Warnick, 

Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

Voting nay: Senators Hasegawa and Kauffman 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1075, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

Senator Hasegawa announced a meeting of the Democratic 

Caucus. 

Senator Warnick announced a meeting of the Republican 

Caucus. 

 

MOTION 

 

At 1:11 p.m., on motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate was 

declared to be at ease subject to the call of the President. 

 

---- 
 

The Senate was called to order at 1:30 p.m. by President Heck. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1112, by Representatives Farivar, Davis, 
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Berry, Reed, Macri, Bergquist, Scott, Ryu, Fitzgibbon, Taylor, 
Obras, Gregerson, Street, Ormsby, and Hill  

 
Removing the city residency requirement for judges pro 

tempore in municipalities with a population of more than 400,000 
inhabitants. 

 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTIONS 

 

On motion of Senator Dhingra, the rules were suspended, 

House Bill No. 1112 was advanced to third reading, the second 

reading considered the third and the bill was placed on final 

passage. 

At 1:31 p.m., on motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate was 

declared to be at ease subject to the call of the President. 

 

---- 
 

The Senate was called to order at 1:32 p.m. by President Heck. 

 

Senators Dhingra and Holy spoke in favor of passage of the 

bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1112. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1112 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 42; Nays, 7; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, Dozier, 

Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, Holy, 

Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, Lovick, Nobles, 

Orwall, Pedersen, Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, 

Schoesler, Shewmake, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman and Wilson, C. 

Voting nay: Senators Christian, Hasegawa, MacEwen, 

McCune, Muzzall, Short and Wilson, J. 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1112, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1157, by Representative Steele  
 
Authorizing access to certifications of birth and death to 

additional family members. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Cleveland, the rules were suspended, 

House Bill No. 1157 was advanced to third reading, the second 

reading considered the third and the bill was placed on final 

passage. 

Senators Cleveland and Muzzall spoke in favor of passage of 

the bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1157. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1157 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1157, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1556, by Representatives Entenman, 

Davis, Leavitt, Ortiz-Self, Reed, Kloba, Pollet, Hill, and 
Simmons  

 
Expanding tuition waivers for high school completers at 

community and technical colleges. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Hansen, the rules were suspended, House 

Bill No. 1556 was advanced to third reading, the second reading 

considered the third and the bill was placed on final passage. 

Senators Hansen and Warnick spoke in favor of passage of the 

bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1556. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1556 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1556, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1757, by Representatives Walen, 

Fitzgibbon, Parshley, Paul, Ramel, and Reed  
 
Modifying regulations for existing buildings used for 
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residential purposes. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

Senator Bateman moved that the following committee striking 

amendment by the Committee on Housing be adopted:  

   

Strike everything after the enacting clause and insert the 

following: 

"Sec. 1.   RCW 35A.21.440 and 2023 c 285 s 1 are each 

amended to read as follows: 

(1)(a) Code cities must adopt or amend by ordinance, and 

incorporate into their development regulations, zoning 

regulations, and other official controls the requirements of 

subsection (2) of this section for buildings ((that are zoned for 

commercial or mixed use no later than six months after its next 

periodic comprehensive plan update required under RCW 

36.70A.130)) in commercial, mixed-use, or residential zones no 

later than June 30, 2026. 

(b) The requirements of subsection (2) of this section apply and 

take effect in any code city that has not adopted or amended 

ordinances, regulations, or other official controls as required 

under this section by the timeline in (a) of this subsection and 

supersede, preempt, and invalidate any conflicting local 

development regulations. 

(2) Through ordinances, development regulations, zoning 

regulations, or other official controls as required under subsection 

(1) of this section, code cities may not: 

(a) Impose a restriction on housing unit density that prevents 

the addition of housing units at a density up to 50 percent more 

than what is allowed in the underlying zone if constructed entirely 

within an existing building envelope in a building located within 

a zone that permits multifamily housing, provided that generally 

applicable health and safety standards, including but not limited 

to building code standards and fire and life safety standards, can 

be met within the building; 

(b) Impose parking requirements on the addition of dwelling 

units or living units added within an existing building, however, 

cities may require the retention of existing parking that is required 

to satisfy existing residential parking requirements under local 

laws and for nonresidential uses that remain after the new units 

are added; 

(c) With the exception of emergency housing and transitional 

housing uses, impose permitting requirements on the use of an 

existing building for residential purposes beyond those 

requirements generally applicable to all residential development 

within the building's zone, including requiring a change of use 

permit; 

(d) Impose design standard requirements, including setbacks, 

lot coverage, and floor area ratio requirements, on the use of an 

existing building for residential purposes beyond those 

requirements generally applicable to all residential development 

within the building's zone; 

(e) Impose exterior design or architectural requirements on the 

residential use of an existing building beyond those necessary for 

health and safety of the use of the interior of the building or to 

preserve character-defining streetscapes, unless the building is a 

designated landmark or is within a historic district established 

through a local preservation ordinance; 

(f) Prohibit the addition of housing units in any specific part of 

a building except ground floor commercial or retail that is along 

a major pedestrian corridor as defined by the code city, unless the 

addition of the units would violate applicable building codes or 

health and safety standards; 

(g) Require unchanged portions of an existing building that 

have been used for residential or previously permit-approved 

conditioned space purposes to meet the current energy code solely 

because of the addition of new dwelling units within the 

building((, however, if any portion of an)). When any other 

existing building is converted to new dwelling units, changed 

portions of each of those new units must meet the requirements 

of the current energy code((;)), except if: 

(i) The square footage of new dwelling units does not exceed 

2,500 square feet or 50 percent of the total building square 

footage, whichever is greater; 

(ii) The building owner submits documentation, in a form 

acceptable to the code city, showing the building's residential 

units' projected energy use intensity is less than or equal to the 

energy use intensity target in accordance with the clean buildings 

performance standard in RCW 19.27A.210; or 

(iii) In all areas zoned for residential housing, an additional 

housing unit is created within an existing home; 

(h) Deny a building permit application for the addition of 

housing units within an existing building due to nonconformity 

regarding parking, height, setbacks, elevator size for gurney 

transport, or modulation, unless the code city official with 

decision-making authority makes written findings that the 

nonconformity is causing a significant detriment to the 

surrounding area; or 

(i) Require a transportation concurrency study under RCW 

36.70A.070 or an environmental study under chapter 43.21C 

RCW based on the addition of residential units within an existing 

building. 

(3) Nothing in this section requires a code city to approve a 

building permit application for the addition of housing units 

constructed entirely within an existing building envelope in a 

building located within a zone that permits multifamily housing 

in cases in which the building cannot satisfy life safety standards. 

(4) For the purpose of this section, "existing building" means a 

building that received a certificate of occupancy at least three 

years prior to the permit application to add housing units. 

Sec. 2.  RCW 35.21.990 and 2023 c 285 s 2 are each amended 

to read as follows: 

(1)(a) Cities must adopt or amend by ordinance, and 

incorporate into their development regulations, zoning 

regulations, and other official controls the requirements of 

subsection (2) of this section for buildings ((that are zoned for 

commercial or mixed use no later than six months after its next 

periodic comprehensive plan update required under RCW 

36.70A.130)) in commercial, mixed-use, or residential zones no 

later than June 30, 2026. 

(b) The requirements of subsection (2) of this section apply and 

take effect in any city that has not adopted or amended 

ordinances, regulations, or other official controls as required 

under this section by the timeline in (a) of this subsection and 

supersede, preempt, and invalidate any conflicting local 

development regulations. 

(2) Through ordinances, development regulations, zoning 

regulations, or other official controls as required under subsection 

(1) of this section, cities may not: 

(a) Impose a restriction on housing unit density that prevents 

the addition of housing units at a density up to 50 percent more 

than what is allowed in the underlying zone if constructed entirely 

within an existing building envelope in a building located within 

a zone that permits multifamily housing, provided that generally 

applicable health and safety standards, including but not limited 

to building code standards and fire and life safety standards, can 

be met within the building; 

(b) Impose parking requirements on the addition of dwelling 

units or living units added within an existing building, however, 
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cities may require the retention of existing parking that is required 

to satisfy existing residential parking requirements under local 

laws and for nonresidential uses that remain after the new units 

are added; 

(c) With the exception of emergency housing and transitional 

housing uses, impose permitting requirements on the use of an 

existing building for residential purposes beyond those 

requirements generally applicable to all residential development 

within the building's zone, including requiring a change of use 

permit; 

(d) Impose design standard requirements, including setbacks, 

lot coverage, and floor area ratio requirements, on the use of an 

existing building for residential purposes beyond those 

requirements generally applicable to all residential development 

within the building's zone; 

(e) Impose exterior design or architectural requirements on the 

residential use of an existing building beyond those necessary for 

health and safety of the use of the interior of the building or to 

preserve character-defining streetscapes, unless the building is a 

designated landmark or is within a historic district established 

through a local preservation ordinance; 

(f) Prohibit the addition of housing units in any specific part of 

a building except ground floor commercial or retail that is along 

a major pedestrian corridor as defined by each city, unless the 

addition of the units would violate applicable building codes or 

health and safety standards; 

(g) Require unchanged portions of an existing building that 

have been used for residential or previously permit-approved 

conditioned space purposes to meet the current energy code solely 

because of the addition of new dwelling units within the 

building((, however, if any portion of an)). When any other 

existing building is converted to new dwelling units, changed 

portions of each of those new units must meet the requirements 

of the current energy code((;)), except if: 

(i) The square footage of new dwelling units does not exceed 

2,500 square feet or 50 percent of the total building square 

footage, whichever is greater; 

(ii) The building owner submits documentation, in a form 

acceptable to the city, showing the building's residential units' 

projected energy use intensity is less than or equal to the energy 

use intensity target in accordance with the clean buildings 

performance standard in RCW 19.27A.210; or 

(iii) In all areas zoned for residential housing, an additional 

housing unit is created within an existing home; 

(h) Deny a building permit application for the addition of 

housing units within an existing building due to nonconformity 

regarding parking, height, setbacks, elevator size for gurney 

transport, or modulation, unless the city official with decision-

making authority makes written findings that the nonconformity 

is causing a significant detriment to the surrounding area; or 

(i) Require a transportation concurrency study under RCW 

36.70A.070 or an environmental study under chapter 43.21C 

RCW based on the addition of residential units within an existing 

building. 

(3) Nothing in this section requires a city to approve a building 

permit application for the addition of housing units constructed 

entirely within an existing building envelope in a building located 

within a zone that permits multifamily housing in cases in which 

the building cannot satisfy life safety standards. 

(4) For the purpose of this section, "existing building" means a 

building that received a certificate of occupancy at least three 

years prior to the permit application to add housing units." 

On page 1, line 2 of the title, after "purposes;" strike the 

remainder of the title and insert "and amending RCW 35A.21.440 

and 35.21.990." 

 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 

Senator Goehner:  “If I say that I want to reserve my remarks, 

what will you say?” 

 

REPLY BY THE PRESIDENT 

 

President Habib:  “I will say ‘All is lost.’” 

 

Senator Goehner spoke in favor of passage of the committee 

striking amendment. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of the committee striking amendment by the Committee 

on Housing to House Bill No. 1757.  

The motion by Senator Bateman carried and the committee 

striking amendment was adopted by voice vote. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Bateman, the rules were suspended, 

House Bill No. 1757 as amended by the Senate was advanced to 

third reading, the second reading considered the third and the bill 

was placed on final passage. 

Senators Bateman and Goehner spoke in favor of passage of 

the bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1757 as amended by the Senate. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1757 as amended by the Senate and the bill passed the Senate 

by the following vote: Yeas, 48; Nays, 1; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, Ramos, 

Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, Shewmake, 

Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, Wagoner, 

Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

Voting nay: Senator McCune 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1757 as amended by the Senate, having 

received the constitutional majority, was declared passed. There 

being no objection, the title of the bill was ordered to stand as the 

title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1304, by Representatives Donaghy, and 

Duerr  
 
Concerning the effective date of the filing of a notice of 

intention with a boundary review board. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Salomon, the rules were suspended, 

House Bill No. 1304 was advanced to third reading, the second 

reading considered the third and the bill was placed on final 
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passage. 

Senators Salomon and Torres spoke in favor of passage of the 

bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1304. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1304 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1304, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1361, by Representatives Hill, Taylor, 

Fosse, and Ormsby  
 
Updating process service requirements. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Torres, the rules were suspended, House 

Bill No. 1361 was advanced to third reading, the second reading 

considered the third and the bill was placed on final passage. 

Senators Torres and Dhingra spoke in favor of passage of the 

bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1361. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1361 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1361, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1457, by Representatives Griffey, Couture, 

Burnett, Graham, Leavitt, Davis, Caldier, Jacobsen, Klicker, 
Eslick, and Simmons  

 
Requiring electronic monitoring of sexually violent predators 

granted conditional release. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Holy, the rules were suspended, House 

Bill No. 1457 was advanced to third reading, the second reading 

considered the third and the bill was placed on final passage. 

Senators Holy and Dhingra spoke in favor of passage of the 

bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1457. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1457 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1457, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
SUBSTITUTE HOUSE BILL NO. 1539, by House Committee 

on Agriculture & Natural Resources (originally sponsored by 
Reeves, Dent, Springer, Walen, Ryu, Ramel, Bernbaum, and 
Salahuddin)  

 
Addressing wildfire protection and mitigation. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

Senator Short moved that the following committee striking 

amendment by the Committee on Agriculture & Natural 

Resources be adopted:  

   

Strike everything after the enacting clause and insert the 

following: 

"NEW SECTION.  Sec. 1.  (1) A work group to study and 

make recommendations on wildfire mitigation and resiliency 

standards is hereby created. The work group membership shall be 

composed of: 

(a) The insurance commissioner or his or her designee, who 

shall serve as the cochair of the work group; 

(b) The commissioner of public lands for the department of 

natural resources or his or her designee, who shall serve as the 

cochair of the work group; 

(c) Four representatives from the property and casualty 
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insurance industry, to be selected by the insurance commissioner 

and commissioner of public lands for the department of natural 

resources, or their designees through an application process, 

which must be completed by August 1, 2025; 

(d) One representative from the insurance institute for business 

and home safety; 

(e) One representative from local emergency management as 

nominated by the Washington state emergency management 

council; 

(f) One representative from the Washington fire chiefs 

association; 

(g) The following ex officio members: 

(i) One member from each of the two largest caucuses of the 

house of representatives, appointed by the speaker of the house of 

representatives; and 

(ii) One member from each of the two largest caucuses of the 

senate, appointed by the president of the senate; 

(h) Other state agency representatives or stakeholder group 

representatives, at the discretion of the work group, for the 

purpose of participating in specific topic discussions or 

subcommittees; 

(i) One representative of small forest landowners; 

(j) One representative of rural landowners; 

(k) One representative of the real estate industry; 

(l) One representative of consumer-owned electric utilities; and 

(m) One representative of investor-owned electric utilities. 

(2) Staff support for the work group must be provided by the 

office of the insurance commissioner. 

(3) The work group shall study and develop recommendations 

for the following: 

(a)(i) Coordinating the department of natural resources' 

existing wildfire property mitigation standards, or development 

of standards, with nationally recognized, science-based, wildfire 

mitigation standards, and (ii) aligning state wildfire property 

mitigation standards with nationally recognized, science-based, 

wildfire mitigation standards; 

(b) Enhancing wildfire mitigation at the community level; 

(c) Sharing of relevant data between appropriate state agencies 

and the insurance industry with respect to successful 

implementation of existing wildfire mitigation efforts, including 

the identification of gaps in existing wildfire mitigation that may 

be addressed through (a)(i) of this subsection (3) and wildfire risk 

assessment tools, which must include coordination with the 

department of health regarding its environmental health 

disparities map; 

(d) Improving transparency for consumers regarding wildfire 

hazard and risk, including through disclosures to policyholders 

for insurance policy nonrenewals primarily related to wildfire 

risk, with the intent of increasing the availability of insurance, 

decreasing nonrenewals, and enhancing market stability that is 

informed by industry and consumer data; and 

(e) Establishing a grant program to provide grants to 

Washington homeowners for purposes including, but not limited 

to, retrofitting residential property to resist loss due to wildfire 

and evaluating whether residential property meets nationally 

recognized, science-based, wildfire mitigation standards. The 

work group must include recommendations for: 

(i) A grant program framework that will promote a decrease in 

the number of nonrenewals of consumer general casualty 

insurance or property insurance policies; and 

(ii) Whether and how local fire protection districts may 

collaborate with the grant program administrator. 

(4) The work group shall submit, in compliance with RCW 

43.01.036, a report of recommendations to the legislature, the 

insurance commissioner, and the department of natural resources, 

by December 1, 2025. 

(5) This section expires December 31, 2025." 

On page 1, line 1 of the title, after "risk;" strike the remainder 

of the title and insert "creating a new section; and providing an 

expiration date." 

 

Senator Short spoke in favor of adoption of the committee 

striking amendment. 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of the committee striking amendment by the Committee 

on Agriculture & Natural Resources to Substitute House Bill No. 

1539.  

The motion by Senator Short carried and the committee 

striking amendment was adopted by voice vote. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Short, the rules were suspended, 

Substitute House Bill No. 1539 was advanced to third reading, the 

second reading considered the third and the bill was placed on 

final passage. 

Senator Short spoke in favor of passage of the bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of Substitute House Bill No. 1539. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of Substitute 

House Bill No. 1539 and the bill passed the Senate by the 

following vote: Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

SUBSTITUTE HOUSE BILL NO. 1539, having received the 

constitutional majority, was declared passed. There being no 

objection, the title of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of 

the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1553, by Representatives Richards, Dent, 

Hackney, Bernbaum, Kloba, and Springer  
 
Extending the dairy inspection program until June 30, 2031. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Krishnadasan, the rules were suspended, 

House Bill No. 1553 was advanced to third reading, the second 

reading considered the third and the bill was placed on final 

passage. 

Senators Krishnadasan, Muzzall and Shewmake spoke in favor 

of passage of the bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1553. 
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ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1553 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1553, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
HOUSE BILL NO. 1172, by Representatives Schmidt, and 

Bronoske  
 
Concerning fire protection district civil service systems. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Torres, the rules were suspended, House 

Bill No. 1172 was advanced to third reading, the second reading 

considered the third and the bill was placed on final passage. 

Senator Torres spoke in favor of passage of the bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of House Bill No. 1172. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of House Bill 

No. 1172 and the bill passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas, 48; Nays, 1; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, Lovick, 

MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, Ramos, 

Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, Shewmake, 

Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, Wagoner, 

Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

Voting nay: Senator Hasegawa 

 

HOUSE BILL NO. 1172, having received the constitutional 

majority, was declared passed. There being no objection, the title 

of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1191, by Representatives 

Connors, Peterson, Ryu, Gregerson, Barkis, Ormsby, and Hill  
 
Concerning removing vehicle titles from manufactured homes. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Goehner, the rules were suspended, 

Engrossed House Bill No. 1191 was advanced to third reading, 

the second reading considered the third and the bill was placed on 

final passage. 

Senators Goehner and Bateman spoke in favor of passage of 

the bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of Engrossed House Bill No. 1191. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of Engrossed 

House Bill No. 1191 and the bill passed the Senate by the 

following vote: Yeas, 49; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Boehnke, Braun, 

Chapman, Christian, Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, 

Dozier, Fortunato, Frame, Gildon, Goehner, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, King, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, 

Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, Saldaña, Salomon, Schoesler, 

Shewmake, Short, Slatter, Stanford, Torres, Trudeau, Valdez, 

Wagoner, Warnick, Wellman, Wilson, C. and Wilson, J. 

 

ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1191, having received the 

constitutional majority, was declared passed. There being no 

objection, the title of the bill was ordered to stand as the title of 

the act. 

 

SECOND READING 

 
ENGROSSED SUBSTITUTE HOUSE BILL NO. 1620, by 

House Committee on Civil Rights & Judiciary (originally 
sponsored by Taylor, Goodman, Reed, and Hill)  

 
Concerning limitations in parenting plans. 
 

The measure was read the second time. 

 

MOTION 

 

Senator Dhingra moved that the following committee striking 

amendment by the Committee on Law & Justice be adopted:  

    

Strike everything after the enacting clause and insert the 

following: 

"Sec. 1.  RCW 26.09.191 and 2021 c 215 s 134 are each 

amended to read as follows: 

(1) ((The permanent parenting plan shall not require mutual 

decision-making or designation of a dispute resolution process 

other than court action)) PURPOSE. Parents are responsible for 

protecting and preserving the health and well-being of their minor 

children. When a parent acts contrary to the health and well-being 

of the parent's child, or engages in conduct that creates an 

unreasonable risk of harm to a child, the court may, and in some 

situations must, impose limitations intended to protect the child 

from harm as described in this section and section 2 of this act. 

(2) GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS. 

(a) In entering a permanent parenting plan, the court shall not 

draw any presumptions from the provisions of the temporary 

parenting plan. 

(b) The weight given to the existence of a protection order 

issued under chapter 7.105 RCW or former chapter 26.50 RCW 

as to domestic violence is within the discretion of the court. 

(c) In determining whether any of the conduct described in this 
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section or section 2 of this act has occurred, the court shall apply 

the rules of evidence and civil procedure except where the parties 

have opted for an informal family law trial pursuant to state or 

local court rules. 

(3) DEFINITIONS. The definitions in this subsection apply 

throughout this section and section 2 of this act unless the context 

clearly requires otherwise. 

(a) "Abusive use of conflict" refers to a party engaging in 

ongoing and deliberate actions to misuse conflict. This includes, 

but is not limited to: (i) Repeated bad faith violations of court 

orders regarding the child or the protection of the child or other 

parent; (ii) credible threats of physical, emotional, or financial 

harm to the other parent or to family, friends, or professionals 

providing support to the child or other parent; (iii) intentional use 

of the child in conflict; or (iv) abusive litigation as defined in 

RCW 26.51.020. Litigation that is aggressive or improper but 

does not meet the definition of abusive litigation shall not 

constitute a basis for finding abusive use of conflict under this 

section. Protective actions as defined in this section shall not 

constitute a basis for a finding of abusive use of conflict. 

(b) "Child" shall also mean "children." 

(c) "Knowingly" means knows or reasonably should know. 

(d) "Parenting functions" has the same meaning as in RCW 

26.09.004. 

(e) "Protective actions" are actions taken by a parent in good 

faith for the purpose of protecting themselves or the parent's child 

from the risk of harm posed by the other parent. "Protective 

actions" can include, but are not limited to: (i) Reports or 

complaints regarding physical, sexual, or mental abuse of a child 

or child neglect to an individual or entity connected to the 

provision of care or safety of the child such as law enforcement, 

medical professionals, therapists, schools, day cares, or child 

protective services; (ii) seeking court orders changing residential 

time; or (iii) petitions for protection or restraining orders. 

(f) "Sex offense against a child" means any of the following 

offenses involving a child victim: (i) Any sex offense as defined 

in RCW 9.94A.030; (ii) any offense with a finding of sexual 

motivation; (iii) any offense in violation of chapter 9A.44 RCW 

other than RCW 9A.44.132; (iv) any offense involving the sexual 

abuse of a minor, including any offense under chapter 9.68A 

RCW; or (v) any federal or out-of-state offense comparable to any 

offense under (f)(i) through (iv) of this subsection. 

(g) "Social worker" means a person with a master's degree or 

further advanced degree from a social work educational program 

accredited and approved as provided in RCW 18.320.010. 

(h) "Willful abandonment" has occurred when the child's 

parent has expressed, either by statement or conduct, an intent to 

forego, for an extended period, parental rights or responsibilities 

despite an ability to exercise such rights and responsibilities. 

"Willful abandonment" does not include a parent who has been 

unable to see the child due to circumstances that include, but are 

not limited to: Incarceration, deportation, inpatient treatment, 

medical emergency, fleeing to an emergency shelter or domestic 

violence shelter, or withholding of the child by the other parent. 

(4) RESIDENTIAL TIME LIMITATIONS. 

(a) PARENTAL CONDUCT REQUIRING LIMITS ON A 

PARENT'S RESIDENTIAL TIME. A parent's residential time 

with the parent's child shall be limited if it is found that a parent 

has engaged in any of the following conduct: 

(((a))) (i) Willful abandonment that continues for an extended 

period of time ((or substantial refusal to perform parenting 

functions; 

(b) physical, sexual,)); 

(ii) Physical abuse or a pattern of emotional abuse of a child; 

((or (c) a)) (iii) A history of acts of domestic violence as 

defined in RCW 7.105.010 ((or)), an assault ((or sexual assault)) 

that causes grievous bodily harm or the fear of such harm ((or that 

results in a pregnancy. 

(2)(a) The)), or any sexual assault; or 

(iv) Sexual abuse of a child. Required limitations and 

considerations for a parent who has been convicted of a sex 

offense against a child or found to have sexually abused a child 

in the current case or a prior case are addressed in section 2 of this 

act. 

(b) PARENT RESIDING WITH A PERSON WHOSE 

CONDUCT REQUIRES RESIDENTIAL TIME 

LIMITATIONS. A parent's residential time with the child shall 

be limited if it is found that the parent knowingly resides with a 

person who has engaged in any of the following conduct: (((i) 

Willful abandonment that continues for an extended period of 

time or substantial refusal to perform parenting functions; (ii) 

physical, sexual,)) 

(i) Physical abuse or a pattern of emotional abuse of a child; 

(((iii) a)) (ii) A history of acts of domestic violence as defined 

in RCW 7.105.010 ((or)), an assault ((or sexual assault)) that 

causes grievous bodily harm or the fear of such harm ((or that 

results in a pregnancy; or (iv) the parent has been convicted as an 

adult of a sex offense under: 

(A) RCW 9A.44.076 if, because of the difference in age 

between the offender and the victim, no rebuttable presumption 

exists under (d) of this subsection; 

(B) RCW 9A.44.079 if, because of the difference in age 

between the offender and the victim, no rebuttable presumption 

exists under (d) of this subsection; 

(C) RCW 9A.44.086 if, because of the difference in age 

between the offender and the victim, no rebuttable presumption 

exists under (d) of this subsection; 

(D) RCW 9A.44.089; 

(E) RCW 9A.44.093; 

(F) RCW 9A.44.096; 

(G) RCW 9A.64.020 (1) or (2) if, because of the difference in 

age between the offender and the victim, no rebuttable 

presumption exists under (d) of this subsection; 

(H) Chapter 9.68A RCW; 

(I) Any predecessor or antecedent statute for the offenses listed 

in (a)(iv)(A) through (H) of this subsection; 

(J) Any statute from any other jurisdiction that describes an 

offense analogous to the offenses listed in (a)(iv)(A) through (H) 

of this subsection. 

This subsection (2)(a) shall not apply when (c) or (d) of this 

subsection applies. 

(b) The parent's residential time with the child shall be limited 

if it is found that the parent resides with a person who has engaged 

in any of the following conduct: (i) Physical, sexual, or a pattern 

of emotional abuse of a child; (ii) a history of acts of domestic 

violence as defined in RCW 7.105.010 or an assault or sexual 

assault that causes grievous bodily harm or the fear of such harm 

or that results in a pregnancy; or (iii) the person has been 

convicted as an adult or as a juvenile has been adjudicated of a 

sex offense under: 

(A) RCW 9A.44.076 if, because of the difference in age 

between the offender and the victim, no rebuttable presumption 

exists under (e) of this subsection; 

(B) RCW 9A.44.079 if, because of the difference in age 

between the offender and the victim, no rebuttable presumption 

exists under (e) of this subsection; 

(C) RCW 9A.44.086 if, because of the difference in age 

between the offender and the victim, no rebuttable presumption 

exists under (e) of this subsection; 

(D) RCW 9A.44.089; 
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(E) RCW 9A.44.093; 

(F) RCW 9A.44.096; 

(G) RCW 9A.64.020 (1) or (2) if, because of the difference in 

age between the offender and the victim, no rebuttable 

presumption exists under (e) of this subsection; 

(H) Chapter 9.68A RCW; 

(I) Any predecessor or antecedent statute for the offenses listed 

in (b)(iii)(A) through (H) of this subsection; 

(J) Any statute from any other jurisdiction that describes an 

offense analogous to the offenses listed in (b)(iii)(A) through (H) 

of this subsection. 

This subsection (2)(b) shall not apply when (c) or (e) of this 

subsection applies. 

(c) If a parent has been found to be a sexual predator under 

chapter 71.09 RCW or under an analogous statute of any other 

jurisdiction, the court shall restrain the parent from contact with a 

child that would otherwise be allowed under this chapter. If a 

parent resides with an adult or a juvenile who has been found to 

be a sexual predator under chapter 71.09 RCW or under an 

analogous statute of any other jurisdiction, the court shall restrain 

the parent from contact with the parent's child except contact that 

occurs outside that person's presence. 

(d) There is a rebuttable presumption that a parent who has 

been convicted as an adult of a sex offense listed in (d)(i) through 

(ix) of this subsection poses a present danger to a child. Unless 

the parent rebuts this presumption, the court shall restrain the 

parent from contact with a child that would otherwise be allowed 

under this chapter: 

(i) RCW 9A.64.020 (1) or (2), provided that the person 

convicted was at least five years older than the other person; 

(ii) RCW 9A.44.073; 

(iii) RCW 9A.44.076, provided that the person convicted was 

at least eight years older than the victim; 

(iv) RCW 9A.44.079, provided that the person convicted was 

at least eight years older than the victim; 

(v) RCW 9A.44.083; 

(vi) RCW 9A.44.086, provided that the person convicted was 

at least eight years older than the victim; 

(vii) RCW 9A.44.100; 

(viii) Any predecessor or antecedent statute for the offenses 

listed in (d)(i) through (vii) of this subsection; 

(ix) Any statute from any other jurisdiction that describes an 

offense analogous to the offenses listed in (d)(i) through (vii) of 

this subsection. 

(e) There is a rebuttable presumption that a parent who resides 

with a person who, as an adult, has been convicted, or as a 

juvenile has been adjudicated, of the sex offenses listed in (e)(i) 

through (ix) of this subsection places a child at risk of abuse or 

harm when that parent exercises residential time in the presence 

of the convicted or adjudicated person. Unless the parent rebuts 

the presumption, the court shall restrain the parent from contact 

with the parent's child except for contact that occurs outside of 

the convicted or adjudicated person's presence: 

(i) RCW 9A.64.020 (1) or (2), provided that the person 

convicted was at least five years older than the other person; 

(ii) RCW 9A.44.073; 

(iii) RCW 9A.44.076, provided that the person convicted was 

at least eight years older than the victim; 

(iv) RCW 9A.44.079, provided that the person convicted was 

at least eight years older than the victim; 

(v) RCW 9A.44.083; 

(vi) RCW 9A.44.086, provided that the person convicted was 

at least eight years older than the victim; 

(vii) RCW 9A.44.100; 

(viii) Any predecessor or antecedent statute for the offenses 

listed in (e)(i) through (vii) of this subsection; 

(ix) Any statute from any other jurisdiction that describes an 

offense analogous to the offenses listed in (e)(i) through (vii) of 

this subsection. 

(f) The presumption established in (d) of this subsection may 

be rebutted only after a written finding that the child was not 

conceived and subsequently born as a result of a sexual assault 

committed by the parent requesting residential time and that: 

(i) If the child was not the victim of the sex offense committed 

by the parent requesting residential time, (A) contact between the 

child and the offending parent is appropriate and poses minimal 

risk to the child, and (B) the offending parent has successfully 

engaged in treatment for sex offenders or is engaged in and 

making progress in such treatment, if any was ordered by a court, 

and the treatment provider believes such contact is appropriate 

and poses minimal risk to the child; or 

(ii) If the child was the victim of the sex offense committed by 

the parent requesting residential time, (A) contact between the 

child and the offending parent is appropriate and poses minimal 

risk to the child, (B) if the child is in or has been in therapy for 

victims of sexual abuse, the child's counselor believes such 

contact between the child and the offending parent is in the child's 

best interest, and (C) the offending parent has successfully 

engaged in treatment for sex offenders or is engaged in and 

making progress in such treatment, if any was ordered by a court, 

and the treatment provider believes such contact is appropriate 

and poses minimal risk to the child. 

(g) The presumption established in (e) of this subsection may 

be rebutted only after a written finding that the child was not 

conceived and subsequently born as a result of a sexual assault 

committed by the parent requesting residential time and that: 

(i) If the child was not the victim of the sex offense committed 

by the person who is residing with the parent requesting 

residential time, (A) contact between the child and the parent 

residing with the convicted or adjudicated person is appropriate 

and that parent is able to protect the child in the presence of the 

convicted or adjudicated person, and (B) the convicted or 

adjudicated person has successfully engaged in treatment for sex 

offenders or is engaged in and making progress in such treatment, 

if any was ordered by a court, and the treatment provider believes 

such contact is appropriate and poses minimal risk to the child; or 

(ii) If the child was the victim of the sex offense committed by 

the person who is residing with the parent requesting residential 

time, (A) contact between the child and the parent in the presence 

of the convicted or adjudicated person is appropriate and poses 

minimal risk to the child, (B) if the child is in or has been in 

therapy for victims of sexual abuse, the child's counselor believes 

such contact between the child and the parent residing with the 

convicted or adjudicated person in the presence of the convicted 

or adjudicated person is in the child's best interest, and (C) the 

convicted or adjudicated person has successfully engaged in 

treatment for sex offenders or is engaged in and making progress 

in such treatment, if any was ordered by a court, and the treatment 

provider believes contact between the parent and child in the 

presence of the convicted or adjudicated person is appropriate and 

poses minimal risk to the child. 

(h) If the court finds that the parent has met the burden of 

rebutting the presumption under (f) of this subsection, the court 

may allow a parent who has been convicted as an adult of a sex 

offense listed in (d)(i) through (ix) of this subsection to have 

residential time with the child supervised by a neutral and 

independent adult and pursuant to an adequate plan for 

supervision of such residential time. The court shall not approve 

of a supervisor for contact between the child and the parent unless 

the court finds, based on the evidence, that the supervisor is 

willing and capable of protecting the child from harm. The court 

shall revoke court approval of the supervisor upon finding, based 
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on the evidence, that the supervisor has failed to protect the child 

or is no longer willing or capable of protecting the child. 

(i) If the court finds that the parent has met the burden of 

rebutting the presumption under (g) of this subsection, the court 

may allow a parent residing with a person who has been 

adjudicated as a juvenile of a sex offense listed in (e)(i) through 

(ix) of this subsection to have residential time with the child in 

the presence of the person adjudicated as a juvenile, supervised 

by a neutral and independent adult and pursuant to an adequate 

plan for supervision of such residential time. The court shall not 

approve of a supervisor for contact between the child and the 

parent unless the court finds, based on the evidence, that the 

supervisor is willing and capable of protecting the child from 

harm. The court shall revoke court approval of the supervisor 

upon finding, based on the evidence, that the supervisor has failed 

to protect the child or is no longer willing or capable of protecting 

the child. 

(j) If the court finds that the parent has met the burden of 

rebutting the presumption under (g) of this subsection, the court 

may allow a parent residing with a person who, as an adult, has 

been convicted of a sex offense listed in (e)(i) through (ix) of this 

subsection to have residential time with the child in the presence 

of the convicted person supervised by a neutral and independent 

adult and pursuant to an adequate plan for supervision of such 

residential time. The court shall not approve of a supervisor for 

contact between the child and the parent unless the court finds, 

based on the evidence, that the supervisor is willing and capable 

of protecting the child from harm. The court shall revoke court 

approval of the supervisor upon finding, based on the evidence, 

that the supervisor has failed to protect the child or is no longer 

willing or capable of protecting the child. 

(k) A court shall not order unsupervised contact between the 

offending parent and a child of the offending parent who was 

sexually abused by that parent. A court may order unsupervised 

contact between the offending parent and a child who was not 

sexually abused by the parent after the presumption under (d) of 

this subsection has been rebutted and supervised residential time 

has occurred for at least two years with no further arrests or 

convictions of sex offenses involving children under chapter 

9A.44 RCW, RCW 9A.64.020, or chapter 9.68A RCW and (i) the 

sex offense of the offending parent was not committed against a 

child of the offending parent, and (ii) the court finds that 

unsupervised contact between the child and the offending parent 

is appropriate and poses minimal risk to the child, after 

consideration of the testimony of a state-certified therapist, 

mental health counselor, or social worker with expertise in 

treating child sexual abuse victims who has supervised at least 

one period of residential time between the parent and the child, 

and after consideration of evidence of the offending parent's 

compliance with community supervision requirements, if any. If 

the offending parent was not ordered by a court to participate in 

treatment for sex offenders, then the parent shall obtain a 

psychosexual evaluation conducted by a certified sex offender 

treatment provider or a certified affiliate sex offender treatment 

provider indicating that the offender has the lowest likelihood of 

risk to reoffend before the court grants unsupervised contact 

between the parent and a child. 

(l) A court may order unsupervised contact between the parent 

and a child which may occur in the presence of a juvenile 

adjudicated of a sex offense listed in (e)(i) through (ix) of this 

subsection who resides with the parent after the presumption 

under (e) of this subsection has been rebutted and supervised 

residential time has occurred for at least two years during which 

time the adjudicated juvenile has had no further arrests, 

adjudications, or convictions of sex offenses involving children 

under chapter 9A.44 RCW, RCW 9A.64.020, or chapter 9.68A 

RCW, and (i) the court finds that unsupervised contact between 

the child and the parent that may occur in the presence of the 

adjudicated juvenile is appropriate and poses minimal risk to the 

child, after consideration of the testimony of a state-certified 

therapist, mental health counselor, or social worker with expertise 

in treatment of child sexual abuse victims who has supervised at 

least one period of residential time between the parent and the 

child in the presence of the adjudicated juvenile, and after 

consideration of evidence of the adjudicated juvenile's 

compliance with community supervision or parole requirements, 

if any. If the adjudicated juvenile was not ordered by a court to 

participate in treatment for sex offenders, then the adjudicated 

juvenile shall obtain a psychosexual evaluation conducted by a 

certified sex offender treatment provider or a certified affiliate sex 

offender treatment provider indicating that the adjudicated 

juvenile has the lowest likelihood of risk to reoffend before the 

court grants unsupervised contact between the parent and a child 

which may occur in the presence of the adjudicated juvenile who 

is residing with the parent. 

(m)(i) The limitations imposed by the court under (a) or (b) of 

this subsection shall be reasonably calculated to protect the child 

from the physical, sexual, or emotional abuse or harm that could 

result if the child has contact with the parent requesting residential 

time. The limitations shall also be reasonably calculated to 

provide for the safety of the parent who may be at risk of physical, 

sexual, or emotional abuse or harm that could result if the parent 

has contact with the parent requesting residential time. The 

limitations the court may impose include, but are not limited to: 

Supervised contact between the child and the parent or 

completion of relevant counseling or treatment. If the court 

expressly finds based on the evidence that limitations on the 

residential time with the child will not adequately protect the child 

from the harm or abuse that could result if the child has contact 

with the parent requesting residential time, the court shall restrain 

the parent requesting residential time from all contact with the 

child. 

(ii) The court shall not enter an order under (a) of this 

subsection allowing a parent to have contact with a child if the 

parent has been found by clear and convincing evidence in a civil 

action or by a preponderance of the evidence in a dependency 

action to have sexually abused the child, except upon 

recommendation by an evaluator or therapist for the child that the 

child is ready for contact with the parent and will not be harmed 

by the contact. The court shall not enter an order allowing a parent 

to have contact with the child in the offender's presence if the 

parent resides with a person who has been found by clear and 

convincing evidence in a civil action or by a preponderance of the 

evidence in a dependency action to have sexually abused a child, 

unless the court finds that the parent accepts that the person 

engaged in the harmful conduct and the parent is willing to and 

capable of protecting the child from harm from the person. 

(iii) The court shall not enter an order under (a) of this 

subsection allowing a parent to have contact with a child if the 

parent has been found by clear and convincing evidence pursuant 

to RCW 26.26A.465 to have committed sexual assault, as defined 

in RCW 26.26A.465, against the child's parent, and that the child 

was born within three hundred twenty days of the sexual assault. 

(iv) If the court limits residential time under (a) or (b) of this 

subsection to require supervised contact between the child and the 

parent, the court shall not approve of a supervisor for contact 

between a child and a parent who has engaged in physical, sexual, 

or a pattern of emotional abuse of the child unless the court finds 

based upon the evidence that the supervisor accepts that the 

harmful conduct occurred and is willing to and capable of 
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protecting the child from harm. The court shall revoke court 

approval of the supervisor upon finding, based on the evidence, 

that the supervisor has failed to protect the child or is no longer 

willing to or capable of protecting the child. 

(n) If the court expressly finds based on the evidence that 

contact between the parent and the child will not cause physical, 

sexual, or emotional abuse or harm to the child and that the 

probability that the parent's or other person's harmful or abusive 

conduct will recur is so remote that it would not be in the child's 

best interests to apply the limitations of (a), (b), and (m)(i) and 

(iv) of this subsection, or if the court expressly finds that the 

parent's conduct did not have an impact on the child, then the 

court need not apply the limitations of (a), (b), and (m)(i) and (iv) 

of this subsection. The weight given to the existence of a 

protection order issued under chapter 7.105 RCW or former 

chapter 26.50 RCW as to domestic violence is within the 

discretion of the court. This subsection shall not apply when (c), 

(d), (e), (f), (g), (h), (i), (j), (k), (l), and (m)(ii) of this subsection 

apply. 

(3))), or any sexual assault; or 

(iii) Sexual abuse of a child. Required limitations and 

considerations on a parent who resides with someone convicted 

of a sex offense against a child or found to have sexually abused 

a child in the current case or a prior case are addressed in section 

2 of this act. 

(c) PARENTAL CONDUCT THAT MAY RESULT IN 

LIMITATIONS ON A PARENT'S RESIDENTIAL TIME. A 

parent's involvement or conduct may have an adverse effect on 

the child's best interests, and the court may preclude or limit any 

provisions of the parenting plan, if any of the following factors 

exist: 

(((a))) (i) A parent's neglect or substantial nonperformance of 

parenting functions; 

(((b))) (ii) A long-term emotional or physical impairment 

((which)) that interferes with the parent's performance of 

parenting functions ((as defined in RCW 26.09.004)); 

(((c))) (iii) A long-term impairment resulting from drug, 

alcohol, or other substance abuse that interferes with the 

performance of parenting functions; 

(((d))) (iv) The absence or substantial impairment of emotional 

ties between the parent and the child; 

(((e) The)) (v) A parent has engaged in the abusive use of 

conflict ((by the parent)) which creates the danger of serious 

damage to the child's psychological development((. Abusive use 

of conflict includes, but is not limited to, abusive litigation as 

defined in RCW 26.51.020. If the court finds a parent has engaged 

in abusive litigation, the court may impose any restrictions or 

remedies set forth in chapter 26.51 RCW in addition to including 

a finding in the parenting plan. Litigation that is aggressive or 

improper but that does not meet the definition of abusive litigation 

shall not constitute a basis for a finding under this section. A 

report made in good faith to law enforcement, a medical 

professional, or child protective services of sexual, physical, or 

mental abuse of a child shall not constitute a basis for a finding of 

abusive use of conflict; 

(f))); 

(vi) A parent has withheld from the other parent access to the 

child for a protracted period without good cause. Withholding 

does not include protective actions taken by a parent in good faith 

for the legitimate and lawful purpose of protecting themselves or 

the parent's child from the risk of harm posed by the other parent; 

or 

(((g))) (vii) Such other factors or conduct as the court expressly 

finds adverse to the best interests of the child. 

(((4) In cases involving allegations of limiting factors under 

subsection (2)(a)(ii) and (iii) of this section, both parties shall be 

screened to determine the appropriateness of a comprehensive 

assessment regarding the impact of the limiting factor on the child 

and the parties. 

(5) In entering a permanent parenting plan, the court shall not 

draw any presumptions from the provisions of the temporary 

parenting plan. 

(6) In determining whether any of the conduct described in this 

section has occurred, the court shall apply the civil rules of 

evidence, proof, and procedure. 

(7) For the purposes of this section: 

(a) "A parent's child" means that parent's natural child, adopted 

child, or stepchild; and 

(b) "Social worker" means a person with a master's or further 

advanced degree from a social work educational program 

accredited and approved as provided in RCW 18.320.010.)) 

(d) LIMITATIONS A COURT MAY IMPOSE ON A 

PARENT'S RESIDENTIAL TIME. The limitations that may be 

imposed by the court under this section shall be reasonably 

calculated to protect a child from the physical, sexual, or 

emotional abuse or harm that could result if a child has contact 

with the parent requesting residential time. The limitations shall 

also be reasonably calculated to provide for the safety of the 

parent who may be at risk of physical, sexual, or emotional abuse 

or harm that could result if the parent has contact with the other 

parent. The limitations the court may impose include, but are not 

limited to: 

(i) SUPERVISED VISITATION. A court may, in its 

discretion, order supervised contact between a child and the 

parent. 

(A) If the court requires supervised visitation, there is a 

presumption that the supervision shall be provided by a 

professional supervisor. This presumption is overcome if the 

court finds: (I) There is a lay person who has demonstrated 

through sworn testimony and evidence of past interactions with 

children that they are capable and committed to protecting the 

child from physical or emotional abuse or harm; and (II) the 

parent is unable to access professional supervision due to (1) 

geographic isolation or other factors that would make 

professionally supervised visitation inaccessible or (2) financial 

indigency that has been demonstrated by a general rule 34 waiver 

or other evidence that the parent's current income and necessary 

expenses do not allow for the cost of professional supervision. 

(B) For all supervision, the court shall include clear written 

guidelines and prohibitions to be followed by the supervised 

party. No visits shall take place until the supervised parent and 

supervisor, or designated representative of a professional 

supervision program, have signed an acknowledgment 

confirming that they have read the court orders and the guidelines 

and prohibitions regarding visitation and agree to follow them. 

The court shall only permit supervision by an individual or 

program that is committed to protecting the child from any 

physical or emotional abuse or harm and is willing and capable of 

intervening in behaviors inconsistent with the court orders and 

guidelines. 

(C) A parent may seek an emergency ex parte order temporarily 

suspending residential time until review by the court if: (I) The 

supervised parent repeatedly violates the court order or 

guidelines; (II) the supervised parent threatens the supervisor or 

child with physical harm, commits an act of domestic violence, or 

materially violates any treatment condition associated with any 

restrictions under this section (a missed counseling appointment 

does not constitute a violation); (III) the supervisor is unable or 

unwilling to protect the child and/or the protected parent; or (IV) 

the supervisor is no longer willing to provide service to the 

supervised parent. The court suspending residential time shall set 

a review hearing to take place within 14 days of entering the ex 
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parte order. 

(ii) EVALUATION OR TREATMENT. The court may order 

a parent to undergo evaluations for such issues as domestic 

violence perpetration, substance use disorder, mental health, or 

anger management, with collateral input provided from the other 

parent. Any evaluation report that does not include collateral 

input must provide details as to why and the attempts made to 

obtain collateral input. 

(A) The court may also order that a parent complete treatment 

for any of these issues if the need for treatment is supported by 

the evidence and the evidence supports a finding that the issue 

interferes with parenting functions. 

(B) A parent's residential time and decision-making authority 

may be conditioned on the parent's completion of an evaluation 

or treatment ordered by the court. 

(iii) NO CONTACT. If, based on the evidence, the court 

expressly finds that limitations on the residential time with a child 

will not adequately protect a child from the harm or abuse that 

could result if a child has contact with the parent requesting 

residential time, the court shall restrain the parent requesting 

residential time from all contact with a child. 

(5) LIMITATIONS ON DECISION MAKING AND 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION. Except for circumstances provided in 

subsection (6)(b) of this section, the court shall order sole 

decision making and no dispute resolution other than court action 

if it is found that a parent has engaged in any of the following 

conduct: 

(a) Willful abandonment that continues for an extended period; 

(b) Physical, sexual, or a pattern of emotional abuse of a child; 

(c) A history of acts of domestic violence as defined in RCW 

7.105.010; or 

(d) An assault that causes grievous bodily harm or the fear of 

such harm or any sexual assault. 

(6) DETERMINATION NOT TO IMPOSE LIMITATIONS. 

(a) If the court makes express written findings based on clear 

and convincing evidence that contact between the parent and the 

child will not cause physical, sexual, or emotional abuse or harm 

to the child and that the probability that the parent's or other 

person's harmful or abusive conduct will recur is so remote that it 

would not be in the child's best interests to apply limitations to 

residential time under subsection (4) of this section, then the court 

need not apply the limitations of subsection (4) of this section. 

This subsection shall not apply to findings of sexual abuse which 

are governed by section 2 of this act. 

(b) If the court makes express written findings based on clear 

and convincing evidence that it would be contrary to the child's 

best interests to order sole decision making or preclude dispute 

resolution under subsection (5) of this section, the court need not 

apply those limitations. Where there has been a finding of 

domestic violence, there is a rebuttable presumption that there 

will be sole decision making. The court shall not require face-to-

face mediation, arbitration, or interventions, including therapeutic 

interventions, that require the parties to share the same physical 

or virtual space if there has been a finding of domestic violence. 

(c) In determining whether there is clear and convincing 

evidence supporting a determination not to impose limitations, 

the court shall consider and make express written findings on all 

of the following factors: 

(i) Any current risk posed by the parent to the physical or 

psychological well-being of the child or other parent; 

(ii) Whether a parent has demonstrated that they can and will 

prioritize the child's physical and psychological well-being; 

(iii) Whether a parent has adhered to and is likely to adhere to 

court orders; 

(iv) Whether a parent has genuinely acknowledged past harm 

and is committed to avoiding harm in the future; and 

(v) A parent's compliance with any previously court-ordered 

treatment. A parent's compliance with the requirements for 

participation in a treatment program does not, by itself, constitute 

evidence that the parent has made the requisite changes. 

(7) WHEN LIMITATIONS APPLY TO BOTH PARENTS. 

(a) When mandatory limitations in subsection (4)(a) or (b) of 

this section apply to both parents, the court may make an 

exception in applying mandatory limitations. The court shall 

make detailed written findings regarding the comparative risk of 

harm to the child posed by each parent, and shall explain the 

limitations imposed on each parent, including any decision not to 

impose restrictions on a parent or to award decision making to a 

parent who is subject to limitations. 

(b) When mandatory limitations under subsection (4)(a) or (b) 

of this section apply to one parent and discretionary limitations 

under subsection (4)(c) of this section apply to another parent, 

there is a presumption that the mandatory limitations shall have 

priority in setting the limitations of the residential schedule, 

decision making, and dispute resolution. If the court deviates 

from this presumption, the court shall make detailed written 

findings as to the reasons for the deviation. 

(c) When discretionary limitations in subsection (4)(c) of this 

section apply to both parents, the court shall make detailed written 

findings regarding the comparative risk of harm to the child posed 

by each parent, and shall explain the limitations imposed on each 

parent, including any decision not to impose restrictions on a 

parent or to award decision making to a parent who is subject to 

limitations in subsection (4)(c) of this section. 

(d) In making the determinations under (a), (b), or (c) of this 

subsection, the court shall consider the best interests of the child 

and which parenting arrangement best maintains a child's 

emotional growth, health and stability, and physical care. Further, 

the best interests of the child are ordinarily served when the 

existing pattern of interaction between a parent and child is 

altered only to the extent necessitated by the changed relationship 

of the parents or as required to protect the child from physical, 

mental, or emotional harm. 

NEW SECTION.  Sec. 2.  A new section is added to chapter 

26.09 RCW to read as follows: 

This section governs limitations on residential provisions, 

decision-making authority, and dispute resolution when a parent, 

or a person the parent resides with, has been convicted of a sex 

offense against a child or found to have sexually abused a child. 

(1) SEXUALLY VIOLENT PREDATORS. If a parent has 

been found to be a sexually violent predator under chapter 71.09 

RCW or under an analogous statute of any other jurisdiction, the 

court shall restrain the parent from contact with a child that would 

otherwise be allowed under this chapter. If a parent resides with 

an adult or a juvenile who has been found to be a sexually violent 

predator under chapter 71.09 RCW or under an analogous statute 

of any other jurisdiction, the court shall restrain the parent from 

contact with the parent's child except contact that occurs outside 

the predator's presence. 

(2) CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE BY PARENT. 

(a) There is a rebuttable presumption that a parent who has been 

convicted as an adult of a sex offense against any child in this or 

another jurisdiction poses a present danger to a child. Unless the 

parent rebuts this presumption, the court shall restrain the parent 

from all contact with the parent's child that would otherwise be 

allowed under this chapter. 

(b) The court shall not enter an order allowing a parent to have 

contact with the parent's child if the parent has been found by a 

preponderance of the evidence in a dependency or family law 

action, including in the current case, to have sexually abused that 
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child, except upon recommendation by an evaluator or therapist 

for the child that the child is ready for contact with the parent and 

will not be harmed by the contact. 

(3) PARENT RESIDING WITH A PERSON FOUND TO 

HAVE SEXUALLY ABUSED A CHILD. 

(a) There is a rebuttable presumption that a parent who 

knowingly resides with a person who, as an adult, has been 

convicted of a sex offense against a child, or as a juvenile has 

been adjudicated of a sex offense against a child at least eight 

years younger, in this or another jurisdiction, places a child at risk 

of abuse or harm when that parent exercises residential time in the 

presence of the convicted or adjudicated person. Unless the parent 

rebuts the presumption, the court shall restrain the parent from 

contact with the parent's child except for contact that occurs 

outside of the convicted or adjudicated person's presence. 

(b) The court shall not enter an order allowing a parent to have 

contact with the child in the offender's presence if the parent 

resides with a person who has been found by a preponderance of 

the evidence in a dependency or family law action, including in 

the current case, to have sexually abused a child, unless the court 

finds that the parent accepts that the person engaged in the 

harmful conduct and the parent is willing to and capable of 

protecting the child from harm from the person. 

(4) REBUTTING THE PRESUMPTION OF NO CONTACT. 

(a) OFFENDING PARENT. The presumption established in 

subsection (2)(a) of this section may be rebutted only after a 

written finding based on clear and convincing evidence that: 

(i) If the child was not the victim of the sex offense committed 

by the parent requesting residential time, (A) contact between the 

child and the offending parent is appropriate and poses minimal 

risk to the child, and (B) the offending parent has provided 

documentation that they have successfully completed treatment 

for sex offenders or are engaged in and making progress in such 

treatment, if any was ordered by a court; or 

(ii) If the child was the victim of the sex offense committed by 

the parent requesting residential time, (A) contact between the 

child and the offending parent is appropriate and poses minimal 

risk to the child, (B) if the child is in or has been in therapy for 

victims of sexual abuse, the child's counselor believes such 

contact between the child and the offending parent is in the child's 

best interest, and (C) the offending parent has provided 

documentation that they have successfully completed treatment 

for sex offenders or are engaged in and making progress in such 

treatment, if any was ordered by a court. 

(b) PARENT RESIDES WITH OFFENDING PERSON. The 

presumption established in subsection (3)(a) of this section may 

be rebutted only after a written finding based on clear and 

convincing evidence that: 

(i) If the child was not the victim of the sex offense committed 

by the person who is residing with the parent requesting 

residential time, (A) contact between the child and the parent 

residing with the convicted or adjudicated person is appropriate 

and that parent is able to protect the child in the presence of the 

convicted or adjudicated person, and (B) the convicted or 

adjudicated person has provided documentation that they have 

successfully completed treatment for sex offenders or are engaged 

in and making progress in such treatment, if any was ordered by 

a court; or 

(ii) If the child was the victim of the sex offense committed by 

the person who is residing with the parent requesting residential 

time, (A) contact between the child and the parent in the presence 

of the convicted or adjudicated person is appropriate and poses 

minimal risk to the child, (B) if the child is in or has been in 

therapy for victims of sexual abuse, the child's counselor believes 

such contact between the child and the parent residing with the 

convicted or adjudicated person in the presence of the convicted 

or adjudicated person is in the child's best interest, and (C) the 

convicted or adjudicated person has provided documentation that 

they have successfully completed treatment for sex offenders or 

are engaged in and making progress in such treatment, if any was 

ordered by a court. 

(c) CONTACT IF PRESUMPTION REBUTTED. 

(i)(A) If the court finds that the parent has met the burden of 

rebutting the presumption under (a) of this subsection, the court 

may allow a parent who has been convicted as an adult of a sex 

offense against a child to have residential time with the child 

supervised by a neutral and independent adult and pursuant to an 

adequate plan for supervision of such residential time. 

(B) The court shall not approve of a supervisor for contact 

between the child and the parent unless the court finds, based on 

the evidence, that the supervisor is willing and capable of 

protecting the child from harm. The court shall revoke court 

approval of the supervisor upon finding, based on the evidence, 

that the supervisor has failed to protect the child or is no longer 

willing or capable of protecting the child; 

(ii) If the court finds that the parent has met the burden of 

rebutting the presumption under (b) of this subsection, the court 

may allow a parent residing with a person who has been convicted 

of a sex offense against a child or adjudicated of a juvenile sex 

offense with a child at least eight years younger to have residential 

time with the child in the presence of that person, supervised by a 

neutral and independent adult and pursuant to an adequate plan 

for supervision of such residential time. The supervisor may be 

the parent if the court finds, based on the evidence, that the parent 

is willing and capable of protecting the child from harm. The 

court shall revoke court approval of the supervisor, including the 

parent, upon finding, based on the evidence, that the supervisor 

has failed to protect the child or is no longer willing or capable of 

protecting the child; 

(iii) A court shall not order unsupervised contact between the 

offending parent and a child of the offending parent who was 

sexually abused by that parent; 

(iv) A court may order unsupervised contact between the 

offending parent and a child who was not sexually abused by the 

parent after the presumption under subsection (2)(a) of this 

section has been rebutted pursuant to (a) of this subsection and 

supervised residential time has occurred for at least two years 

with no further arrests or convictions of sex offenses involving 

children and (A) the sex offense of the offending parent was not 

committed against a child of the offending parent, and (B) the 

court finds that unsupervised contact between the child and the 

offending parent is appropriate and poses minimal risk to the 

child, after consideration of the testimony of a state-certified 

therapist, mental health counselor, or social worker with expertise 

in treating child sexual abuse victims who has supervised at least 

one period of residential time between the parent and the child, 

and after consideration of evidence of the offending parent's 

compliance with community supervision requirements, if any. If 

the offending parent was not ordered by a court to participate in 

treatment for sex offenders, then the parent shall obtain a 

psychosexual evaluation conducted by a certified sex offender 

treatment provider or a certified affiliate sex offender treatment 

provider indicating that the offender has the lowest likelihood of 

risk to reoffend before the court grants unsupervised contact 

between the parent and a child. 

(5) RESTRICTED DECISION MAKING AND DISPUTE 

RESOLUTION. The parenting plan shall not require mutual 

decision making or designation of a dispute resolution process 

other than court action if it is found that a parent has been 

convicted as an adult of a sex offense against any child in this or 

any other jurisdiction or has been found to be a sexually violent 

predator under chapter 71.09 RCW or under an analogous statute 
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of any other jurisdiction. 

Sec. 3.   RCW 11.130.215 and 2022 c 243 s 8 are each 

amended to read as follows: 

(1) After a hearing under RCW 11.130.195, the court may 

appoint a guardian for a minor, if appointment is proper under 

RCW 11.130.185, dismiss the proceeding, or take other 

appropriate action consistent with this chapter or law of this state 

other than this chapter. 

(2) In appointing a guardian under subsection (1) of this 

section, the following rules apply: 

(a) The court shall appoint a person nominated as guardian by 

a parent of the minor in a probated will or other record unless the 

court finds the appointment is contrary to the best interest of the 

minor. Any "other record" must be a declaration or other sworn 

document and may include a power of attorney or other sworn 

statement as to the care, custody, or control of the minor child. 

(b) If multiple parents have nominated different persons to 

serve as guardian, the court shall appoint the nominee whose 

appointment is in the best interest of the minor, unless the court 

finds that appointment of none of the nominees is in the best 

interest of the minor. 

(c) If a guardian is not appointed under (a) or (b) of this 

subsection, the court shall appoint the person nominated by the 

minor if the minor is twelve years of age or older unless the court 

finds that appointment is contrary to the best interest of the minor. 

In that case, the court shall appoint as guardian a person whose 

appointment is in the best interest of the minor. 

(3) In the interest of maintaining or encouraging involvement 

by a minor's parent in the minor's life, developing self-reliance of 

the minor, or for other good cause, the court, at the time of 

appointment of a guardian for the minor or later, on its own or on 

motion of the minor or other interested person, may create a 

limited guardianship by limiting the powers otherwise granted by 

this article to the guardian. Following the same procedure, the 

court may grant additional powers or withdraw powers previously 

granted. 

(4) The court, as part of an order appointing a guardian for a 

minor, shall state rights retained by any parent of the minor, which 

shall preserve the parent-child relationship through an order for 

parent-child visitation and other contact, unless the court finds the 

relationship should be limited or restricted under RCW 26.09.191 

or section 2 of this act; and which may include decision making 

regarding the minor's health care, education, or other matter, or 

access to a record regarding the minor. 

(5) An order granting a guardianship for a minor must state that 

each parent of the minor is entitled to notice that: 

(a) The guardian has delegated custody of the minor subject to 

guardianship; 

(b) The court has modified or limited the powers of the 

guardian; or 

(c) The court has removed the guardian. 

(6) An order granting a guardianship for a minor must identify 

any person in addition to a parent of the minor which is entitled 

to notice of the events listed in subsection (5) of this section. 

(7) An order granting guardianship for a minor must direct the 

clerk of the court to issue letters of office to the guardian 

containing an expiration date which should be the minor's 

eighteenth birthday. 

Sec. 4.   RCW 26.09.187 and 2007 c 496 s 603 are each 

amended to read as follows: 

(1) DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCESS. The court shall not 

order a dispute resolution process, except court action, when it 

finds that any limiting factor under RCW 26.09.191 or section 2 

of this act applies, or when it finds that either parent is unable to 

afford the cost of the proposed dispute resolution process. If a 

dispute resolution process is not precluded or limited, then in 

designating such a process the court shall consider all relevant 

factors, including: 

(a) Differences between the parents that would substantially 

inhibit their effective participation in any designated process; 

(b) The parents' wishes or agreements and, if the parents have 

entered into agreements, whether the agreements were made 

knowingly and voluntarily; and 

(c) Differences in the parents' financial circumstances that may 

affect their ability to participate fully in a given dispute resolution 

process. 

(2) ALLOCATION OF DECISION-MAKING AUTHORITY. 

(a) AGREEMENTS BETWEEN THE PARTIES. The court 

shall approve agreements of the parties allocating decision-

making authority, or specifying rules in the areas listed in RCW 

26.09.184(5)(a), when it finds that: 

(i) The agreement is consistent with any limitations on a 

parent's decision-making authority mandated by RCW 26.09.191 

and section 2 of this act; and 

(ii) The agreement is knowing and voluntary. 

(b) SOLE DECISION-MAKING AUTHORITY. The court 

shall order sole decision-making to one parent when it finds that: 

(i) A limitation on the other parent's decision-making authority 

is mandated by RCW 26.09.191 or section 2 of this act; 

(ii) Both parents are opposed to mutual decision making; 

(iii) One parent is opposed to mutual decision making, and such 

opposition is reasonable based on the criteria in (c) of this 

subsection. 

(c) MUTUAL DECISION-MAKING AUTHORITY. Except 

as provided in (a) and (b) of this subsection, the court shall 

consider the following criteria in allocating decision-making 

authority: 

(i) The existence of a limitation under RCW 26.09.191 or 

section 2 of this act; 

(ii) The history of participation of each parent in decision 

making in each of the areas in RCW 26.09.184(5)(a); 

(iii) Whether the parents have a demonstrated ability and desire 

to cooperate with one another in decision making in each of the 

areas in RCW 26.09.184(5)(a); and 

(iv) The parents' geographic proximity to one another, to the 

extent that it affects their ability to make timely mutual decisions. 

(3) RESIDENTIAL PROVISIONS. 

(a) The court shall make residential provisions for each child 

which encourage each parent to maintain a loving, stable, and 

nurturing relationship with the child, consistent with the child's 

developmental level and the family's social and economic 

circumstances. The child's residential schedule shall be consistent 

with RCW 26.09.191 and section 2 of this act. Where the 

limitations of RCW 26.09.191 or section 2 of this act are not 

dispositive of the child's residential schedule, the court shall 

consider the following factors: 

(i) The relative strength, nature, and stability of the child's 

relationship with each parent; 

(ii) The agreements of the parties, provided they were entered 

into knowingly and voluntarily; 

(iii) Each parent's past and potential for future performance of 

parenting functions as defined in RCW 26.09.004(((3))) (2), 

including whether a parent has taken greater responsibility for 

performing parenting functions relating to the daily needs of the 

child; 

(iv) The emotional needs and developmental level of the child; 

(v) The child's relationship with siblings and with other 

significant adults, as well as the child's involvement with his or 

her physical surroundings, school, or other significant activities; 

(vi) The wishes of the parents and the wishes of a child who is 
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sufficiently mature to express reasoned and independent 

preferences as to his or her residential schedule; and 

(vii) Each parent's employment schedule, and shall make 

accommodations consistent with those schedules. 

Factor (i) shall be given the greatest weight. 

(b) Where the limitations of RCW 26.09.191 or section 2 of 

this act are not dispositive, the court may order that a child 

frequently alternate his or her residence between the households 

of the parents for brief and substantially equal intervals of time if 

such provision is in the best interests of the child. In determining 

whether such an arrangement is in the best interests of the child, 

the court may consider the parties geographic proximity to the 

extent necessary to ensure the ability to share performance of the 

parenting functions. 

(c) For any child, residential provisions may contain any 

reasonable terms or conditions that facilitate the orderly and 

meaningful exercise of residential time by a parent, including but 

not limited to requirements of reasonable notice when residential 

time will not occur. 

Sec. 5.   RCW 26.09.194 and 2008 c 6 s 1045 are each 

amended to read as follows: 

(1) A parent seeking a temporary order relating to parenting 

shall file and serve a proposed temporary parenting plan by 

motion. The other parent, if contesting the proposed temporary 

parenting plan, shall file and serve a responsive proposed 

parenting plan. Either parent may move to have a proposed 

temporary parenting plan entered as part of a temporary order. 

The parents may enter an agreed temporary parenting plan at any 

time as part of a temporary order. The proposed temporary 

parenting plan may be supported by relevant evidence and shall 

be accompanied by an affidavit or declaration which shall state at 

a minimum the following: 

(a) The name, address, and length of residence with the person 

or persons with whom the child has lived for the preceding twelve 

months; 

(b) The performance by each parent during the last twelve 

months of the parenting functions relating to the daily needs of 

the child; 

(c) The parents' work and child-care schedules for the 

preceding twelve months; 

(d) The parents' current work and child-care schedules; and 

(e) Any of the circumstances set forth in RCW 26.09.191 or 

section 2 of this act that are likely to pose a serious risk to the 

child and that warrant limitation on the award to a parent of 

temporary residence or time with the child pending entry of a 

permanent parenting plan. 

(2) At the hearing, the court shall enter a temporary parenting 

order incorporating a temporary parenting plan which includes: 

(a) A schedule for the child's time with each parent when 

appropriate; 

(b) Designation of a temporary residence for the child; 

(c) Allocation of decision-making authority, if any. Absent 

allocation of decision-making authority consistent with RCW 

26.09.187(2), neither party shall make any decision for the child 

other than those relating to day-to-day or emergency care of the 

child, which shall be made by the party who is present with the 

child; 

(d) Provisions for temporary support for the child; and 

(e) Restraining orders, if applicable, under RCW 26.09.060. 

(3) A parent may make a motion for an order to show cause and 

the court may enter a temporary order, including a temporary 

parenting plan, upon a showing of necessity. 

(4) A parent may move for amendment of a temporary 

parenting plan, and the court may order amendment to the 

temporary parenting plan, if the amendment conforms to the 

limitations of RCW 26.09.191 and section 2 of this act and is in 

the best interest of the child. 

(5) If a proceeding for dissolution of marriage or dissolution of 

domestic partnership, legal separation, or declaration of invalidity 

is dismissed, any temporary order or temporary parenting plan is 

vacated. 

Sec. 6.  RCW 26.09.260 and 2009 c 502 s 3 are each amended 

to read as follows: 

(1) Except as otherwise provided in subsections (4), (5), (6), 

(8), and (10) of this section, the court shall not modify a prior 

custody decree or a parenting plan unless it finds, upon the basis 

of facts that have arisen since the prior decree or plan or that were 

unknown to the court at the time of the prior decree or plan, that 

a substantial change has occurred in the circumstances of the child 

or the nonmoving party and that the modification is in the best 

interest of the child and is necessary to serve the best interests of 

the child. The effect of a parent's military duties potentially 

impacting parenting functions shall not, by itself, be a substantial 

change of circumstances justifying a permanent modification of a 

prior decree or plan. 

(2) In applying these standards, the court shall retain the 

residential schedule established by the decree or parenting plan 

unless: 

(a) The parents agree to the modification; 

(b) The child has been integrated into the family of the 

petitioner with the consent of the other parent in substantial 

deviation from the parenting plan; 

(c) The child's present environment is detrimental to the child's 

physical, mental, or emotional health and the harm likely to be 

caused by a change of environment is outweighed by the 

advantage of a change to the child; or 

(d) The court has found the nonmoving parent in contempt of 

court at least twice within three years because the parent failed to 

comply with the residential time provisions in the court-ordered 

parenting plan, or the parent has been convicted of custodial 

interference in the first or second degree under RCW 9A.40.060 

or 9A.40.070. 

(3) A conviction of custodial interference in the first or second 

degree under RCW 9A.40.060 or 9A.40.070 shall constitute a 

substantial change of circumstances for the purposes of this 

section. 

(4) The court may reduce or restrict contact between the child 

and the parent with whom the child does not reside a majority of 

the time if it finds that the reduction or restriction would serve 

and protect the best interests of the child using the criteria in RCW 

26.09.191 and section 2 of this act. 

(5) The court may order adjustments to the residential aspects 

of a parenting plan upon a showing of a substantial change in 

circumstances of either parent or of the child, and without 

consideration of the factors set forth in subsection (2) of this 

section, if the proposed modification is only a minor modification 

in the residential schedule that does not change the residence the 

child is scheduled to reside in the majority of the time and: 

(a) Does not exceed twenty-four full days in a calendar year; or 

(b) Is based on a change of residence of the parent with whom 

the child does not reside the majority of the time or an involuntary 

change in work schedule by a parent which makes the residential 

schedule in the parenting plan impractical to follow; or 

(c) Does not result in a schedule that exceeds ninety overnights 

per year in total, if the court finds that, at the time the petition for 

modification is filed, the decree of dissolution or parenting plan 

does not provide reasonable time with the parent with whom the 

child does not reside a majority of the time, and further, the court 

finds that it is in the best interests of the child to increase 

residential time with the parent in excess of the residential time 

period in (a) of this subsection. However, any motion under this 

subsection (5)(c) is subject to the factors established in subsection 
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(2) of this section if the party bringing the petition has previously 

been granted a modification under this same subsection within 

twenty-four months of the current motion. Relief granted under 

this section shall not be the sole basis for adjusting or modifying 

child support. 

(6) The court may order adjustments to the residential aspects 

of a parenting plan pursuant to a proceeding to permit or restrain 

a relocation of the child. The person objecting to the relocation of 

the child or the relocating person's proposed revised residential 

schedule may file a petition to modify the parenting plan, 

including a change of the residence in which the child resides the 

majority of the time, without a showing of adequate cause other 

than the proposed relocation itself. A hearing to determine 

adequate cause for modification shall not be required so long as 

the request for relocation of the child is being pursued. In making 

a determination of a modification pursuant to relocation of the 

child, the court shall first determine whether to permit or restrain 

the relocation of the child using the procedures and standards 

provided in RCW 26.09.405 through 26.09.560. Following that 

determination, the court shall determine what modification 

pursuant to relocation should be made, if any, to the parenting 

plan or custody order or visitation order. 

(7) A parent with whom the child does not reside a majority of 

the time and whose residential time with the child is subject to 

limitations pursuant to RCW 26.09.191 (((2) or (3))) or section 2 

of this act may not seek expansion of residential time under 

subsection (5)(c) of this section unless that parent demonstrates a 

substantial change in circumstances specifically related to the 

basis for the limitation. 

(8)(a) If a parent with whom the child does not reside a majority 

of the time voluntarily fails to exercise residential time for an 

extended period, that is, one year or longer, the court upon proper 

motion may make adjustments to the parenting plan in keeping 

with the best interests of the minor child. 

(b) For the purposes of determining whether the parent has 

failed to exercise residential time for one year or longer, the court 

may not count any time periods during which the parent did not 

exercise residential time due to the effect of the parent's military 

duties potentially impacting parenting functions. 

(9) A parent with whom the child does not reside a majority of 

the time who is required by the existing parenting plan to 

complete evaluations, treatment, parenting, or other classes may 

not seek expansion of residential time under subsection (5)(c) of 

this section unless that parent has fully complied with such 

requirements. 

(10) The court may order adjustments to any of the 

nonresidential aspects of a parenting plan upon a showing of a 

substantial change of circumstances of either parent or of a child, 

and the adjustment is in the best interest of the child. Adjustments 

ordered under this section may be made without consideration of 

the factors set forth in subsection (2) of this section. 

(11) If the parent with whom the child resides a majority of the 

time receives temporary duty, deployment, activation, or 

mobilization orders from the military that involve moving a 

substantial distance away from the parent's residence or otherwise 

would have a material effect on the parent's ability to exercise 

parenting functions and primary placement responsibilities, then: 

(a) Any temporary custody order for the child during the 

parent's absence shall end no later than ten days after the returning 

parent provides notice to the temporary custodian, but shall not 

impair the discretion of the court to conduct an expedited or 

emergency hearing for resolution of the child's residential 

placement upon return of the parent and within ten days of the 

filing of a motion alleging an immediate danger of irreparable 

harm to the child. If a motion alleging immediate danger has not 

been filed, the motion for an order restoring the previous 

residential schedule shall be granted; and 

(b) The temporary duty, activation, mobilization, or 

deployment and the temporary disruption to the child's schedule 

shall not be a factor in a determination of change of circumstances 

if a motion is filed to transfer residential placement from the 

parent who is a military service member. 

(12) If a parent receives military temporary duty, deployment, 

activation, or mobilization orders that involve moving a 

substantial distance away from the military parent's residence or 

otherwise have a material effect on the military parent's ability to 

exercise residential time or visitation rights, at the request of the 

military parent, the court may delegate the military parent's 

residential time or visitation rights, or a portion thereof, to a 

child's family member, including a stepparent, or another person 

other than a parent, with a close and substantial relationship to the 

minor child for the duration of the military parent's absence, if 

delegating residential time or visitation rights is in the child's best 

interest. The court may not permit the delegation of residential 

time or visitation rights to a person who would be subject to 

limitations on residential time under RCW 26.09.191 or section 2 

of this act. The parties shall attempt to resolve disputes regarding 

delegation of residential time or visitation rights through the 

dispute resolution process specified in their parenting plan, unless 

excused by the court for good cause shown. Such a court-ordered 

temporary delegation of a military parent's residential time or 

visitation rights does not create separate rights to residential time 

or visitation for a person other than a parent. 

(13) If the court finds that a motion to modify a prior decree or 

parenting plan has been brought in bad faith, the court shall assess 

the attorney's fees and court costs of the nonmoving parent against 

the moving party. 

Sec. 7.  RCW 26.09.520 and 2019 c 79 s 3 are each amended 

to read as follows: 

The person proposing to relocate with the child shall provide 

his or her reasons for the intended relocation. There is a rebuttable 

presumption that the intended relocation of the child will be 

permitted. A person entitled to object to the intended relocation 

of the child may rebut the presumption by demonstrating that the 

detrimental effect of the relocation outweighs the benefit of the 

change to the child and the relocating person, based upon the 

following factors. The factors listed in this section are not 

weighted. No inference is to be drawn from the order in which the 

following factors are listed: 

(1) The relative strength, nature, quality, extent of involvement, 

and stability of the child's relationship with each parent, siblings, 

and other significant persons in the child's life; 

(2) Prior agreements of the parties; 

(3) Whether disrupting the contact between the child and the 

person seeking relocation would be more detrimental to the child 

than disrupting contact between the child and the person objecting 

to the relocation; 

(4) Whether either parent or a person entitled to residential time 

with the child is subject to limitations under RCW 26.09.191 or 

section 2 of this act; 

(5) The reasons of each person for seeking or opposing the 

relocation and the good faith of each of the parties in requesting 

or opposing the relocation; 

(6) The age, developmental stage, and needs of the child, and 

the likely impact the relocation or its prevention will have on the 

child's physical, educational, and emotional development, taking 

into consideration any special needs of the child; 

(7) The quality of life, resources, and opportunities available to 

the child and to the relocating party in the current and proposed 

geographic locations; 
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(8) The availability of alternative arrangements to foster and 

continue the child's relationship with and access to the other 

parent; 

(9) The alternatives to relocation and whether it is feasible and 

desirable for the other party to relocate also; 

(10) The financial impact and logistics of the relocation or its 

prevention; and 

(11) For a temporary order, the amount of time before a final 

decision can be made at trial. 

Sec. 8.  RCW 26.12.177 and 2011 c 292 s 7 are each amended 

to read as follows: 

(1) All guardians ad litem appointed under this title must 

comply with the training requirements established under RCW 

2.56.030(15), prior to their appointment in cases under Title 26 

RCW, except that volunteer guardians ad litem or court-appointed 

special advocates may comply with alternative training 

requirements approved by the administrative office of the courts 

that meet or exceed the statewide requirements. In cases involving 

allegations of limiting factors under RCW 26.09.191 or section 2 

of this act, the guardians ad litem appointed under this title must 

have additional relevant training under RCW 2.56.030(15) when 

it is available. 

(2)(a) Each guardian ad litem program for compensated 

guardians ad litem shall establish a rotational registry system for 

the appointment of guardians ad litem under this title. If a judicial 

district does not have a program the court shall establish the 

rotational registry system. Guardians ad litem under this title shall 

be selected from the registry except in exceptional circumstances 

as determined and documented by the court. The parties may 

make a joint recommendation for the appointment of a guardian 

ad litem from the registry. 

(b) In judicial districts with a population over one hundred 

thousand, a list of three names shall be selected from the registry 

and given to the parties along with the background information 

record as specified in RCW 26.12.175(3), including their hourly 

rate for services. Each party may, within three judicial days, strike 

one name from the list. If more than one name remains on the list, 

the court shall make the appointment from the names on the list. 

In the event all three names are stricken the person whose name 

appears next on the registry shall be appointed. 

(c) If a party reasonably believes that the appointed guardian 

ad litem is inappropriate or unqualified, charges an hourly rate 

higher than what is reasonable for the particular proceeding, or 

has a conflict of interest, the party may, within three judicial days 

from the appointment, move for substitution of the appointed 

guardian ad litem by filing a motion with the court. 

(d) Under this section, within either registry referred to in (a) 

of this subsection, a subregistry may be created that consists of 

guardians ad litem under contract with the department of social 

and health services' division of child support. Guardians ad litem 

on such a subregistry shall be selected and appointed in state-

initiated paternity cases only. 

(e) The superior court shall remove any person from the 

guardian ad litem registry who has been found to have 

misrepresented his or her qualifications. 

(3) The rotational registry system shall not apply to court-

appointed special advocate programs. 

Sec. 9.  RCW 26.51.020 and 2021 c 215 s 143 and 2021 c 65 

s 103 are each reenacted and amended to read as follows: 

The definitions in this section apply throughout this chapter 

unless the context clearly requires otherwise. 

(1) "Abusive litigation" means litigation where the following 

apply: 

(a)(i) The opposing parties have a current or former intimate 

partner relationship; 

(ii) The party who is filing, initiating, advancing, or continuing 

the litigation has been found by a court to have committed 

domestic violence against the other party pursuant to: (A) An 

order entered under chapter 7.105 RCW or former chapter 26.50 

RCW; (B) a parenting plan with restrictions based on RCW 

26.09.191(((2)(a)(iii))) (4)(a)(iii); or (C) a restraining order 

entered under chapter 26.09, 26.26A, or 26.26B RCW, provided 

that the issuing court made a specific finding that the restraining 

order was necessary due to domestic violence; and 

(iii) The litigation is being initiated, advanced, or continued 

primarily for the purpose of harassing, intimidating, or 

maintaining contact with the other party; and 

(b) At least one of the following factors apply: 

(i) Claims, allegations, and other legal contentions made in the 

litigation are not warranted by existing law or by a reasonable 

argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing 

law, or the establishment of new law; 

(ii) Allegations and other factual contentions made in the 

litigation are without the existence of evidentiary support; or 

(iii) An issue or issues that are the basis of the litigation have 

previously been filed in one or more other courts or jurisdictions 

and the actions have been litigated and disposed of unfavorably 

to the party filing, initiating, advancing, or continuing the 

litigation. 

(2) "Intimate partner" is defined in RCW 7.105.010. 

(3) "Litigation" means any kind of legal action or proceeding 

including, but not limited to: (a) Filing a summons, complaint, 

demand, or petition; (b) serving a summons, complaint, demand, 

or petition, regardless of whether it has been filed; (c) filing a 

motion, notice of court date, note for motion docket, or order to 

appear; (d) serving a motion, notice of court date, note for motion 

docket, or order to appear, regardless of whether it has been filed 

or scheduled; (e) filing a subpoena, subpoena duces tecum, 

request for interrogatories, request for production, notice of 

deposition, or other discovery request; or (f) serving a subpoena, 

subpoena duces tecum, request for interrogatories, request for 

production, notice of deposition, or other discovery request. 

(4) "Perpetrator of abusive litigation" means a person who files, 

initiates, advances, or continues litigation in violation of an order 

restricting abusive litigation." 

On page 1, line 1 of the title, after "plans;" strike the remainder 

of the title and insert "amending RCW 26.09.191, 11.130.215, 

26.09.187, 26.09.194, 26.09.260, 26.09.520, and 26.12.177; 

reenacting and amending RCW 26.51.020; and adding a new 

section to chapter 26.09 RCW." 

 

MOTION 

 

Senator Fortunato moved that the following floor amendment 

no. 0266 by Senator Fortunato be adopted:  

   

On page 1, after line 2, insert the following: 

"Sec. 1.   RCW 26.09.004 and 2009 c 502 s 1 are each 

reenacted and amended to read as follows: 

The definitions in this section apply throughout this chapter. 

(1) "Military duties potentially impacting parenting functions" 

means those obligations imposed, voluntarily or involuntarily, on 

a parent serving in the armed forces that may interfere with that 

parent's abilities to perform his or her parenting functions under a 

temporary or permanent parenting plan. Military duties 

potentially impacting parenting functions include, but are not 

limited to: 

(a) "Deployment," which means the temporary transfer of a 

service member serving in an active-duty status to another 

location in support of a military operation, to include any tour of 

duty classified by the member's branch of the armed forces as 

"remote" or "unaccompanied"; 
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(b) "Activation" or "mobilization," which means the call-up of 

a national guard or reserve service member to extended 

active-duty status. For purposes of this definition, "mobilization" 

does not include national guard or reserve annual training, 

inactive duty days, or drill weekends; or 

(c) "Temporary duty," which means the transfer of a service 

member from one military base or the service member's home to 

a different location, usually another base, for a limited period of 

time to accomplish training or to assist in the performance of a 

noncombat mission. 

(2) "Parenting functions" means those aspects of the parent-

child relationship in which the parent makes decisions and 

performs functions necessary for the care and growth of the child. 

Parenting functions include: 

(a) Maintaining a loving, stable, consistent, and nurturing 

relationship with the child; 

(b) Attending to the daily needs of the child, such as feeding, 

clothing, physical care and grooming, supervision, health care, 

and day care, and engaging in other activities which are 

appropriate to the developmental level of the child and that are 

within the social and economic circumstances of the particular 

family; 

(c) Attending to adequate education for the child, including 

remedial or other education essential to the best interests of the 

child; 

(d) Assisting the child in developing and maintaining 

appropriate interpersonal relationships; 

(e) Exercising appropriate judgment regarding the child's 

welfare, consistent with the child's developmental level and the 

family's social and economic circumstances; and 

(f) Providing for the financial support of the child. 

(3) "Permanent parenting plan" means a plan for parenting the 

child, including allocation of parenting functions, which plan is 

incorporated in any final decree or decree of modification in an 

action for dissolution of marriage or domestic partnership, 

declaration of invalidity, or legal separation. 

(4) "Temporary parenting plan" means a plan for parenting of 

the child pending final resolution of any action for dissolution of 

marriage or domestic partnership, declaration of invalidity, or 

legal separation which is incorporated in a temporary order. 

(5) "Disparagement provision" means any provision in a court 

order that only prohibits the parents from disparaging the other 

parent directly to the child. A disparagement provision must not 

prohibit protective actions.  

(6) "Repeated violations" means the court has found the parent 

in contempt of court at least twice within one year because the 

parent failed to comply with the residential time provisions or 

disparagement provisions in the court ordered parenting plan, and 

the parent did not comply with the remedial sanctions offered for 

those contempt proceedings. 

Sec. 2.  RCW 26.09.160 and 1991 c 367 s 4 are each amended 

to read as follows: 

(1) The performance of parental functions and the duty to 

provide child support are distinct responsibilities in the care of a 

child. If a party fails to comply with a provision of a decree or 

temporary order of injunction, the obligation of the other party to 

make payments for support or maintenance or to permit contact 

with children is not suspended. An attempt by a parent, in either 

the negotiation or the performance of a parenting plan, to 

condition one aspect of the parenting plan upon another, to 

condition payment of child support upon an aspect of the 

parenting plan, to refuse to pay ordered child support, to refuse to 

perform the duties provided in the parenting plan, or to hinder the 

performance by the other parent of duties provided in the 

parenting plan, shall be deemed bad faith and shall be punished 

by the court by holding the party in contempt of court and by 

awarding to the aggrieved party reasonable attorneys' fees and 

costs incidental in bringing a motion for contempt of court. 

(2)(a) A motion may be filed to initiate a contempt action to 

coerce a parent to comply with an order establishing residential 

provisions for a child. If the court finds there is reasonable cause 

to believe the parent has not complied with the order, the court 

may issue an order to show cause why the relief requested should 

not be granted. 

(b) If, based on all the facts and circumstances, the court finds 

after hearing that the parent, in bad faith, has not complied with 

the order establishing residential provisions for the child, the 

court shall find the parent in contempt of court. Upon a finding of 

contempt, the court shall order: 

(i) The noncomplying parent to provide the moving party 

additional time with the child. The additional time shall be equal 

to the time missed with the child, due to the parent's 

noncompliance; 

(ii) The parent to pay, to the moving party, all court costs and 

reasonable attorneys' fees incurred as a result of the 

noncompliance, and any reasonable expenses incurred in locating 

or returning a child; and 

(iii) The parent to pay, to the moving party, a civil penalty, not 

less than the sum of one hundred dollars. 

The court may also order the parent to be imprisoned in the 

county jail, if the parent is presently able to comply with the 

provisions of the court-ordered parenting plan and is presently 

unwilling to comply. The parent may be imprisoned until he or 

she agrees to comply with the order, but in no event for more than 

one hundred eighty days. 

(3) On a second failure within three years to comply with a 

residential provision of a court-ordered parenting plan, a motion 

may be filed to initiate contempt of court proceedings according 

to the procedure set forth in subsection (2)(a) and (b) of this 

section. On a finding of contempt under this subsection, the court 

shall order: 

(a) The noncomplying parent to provide the other parent or 

party additional time with the child. The additional time shall be 

twice the amount of the time missed with the child, due to the 

parent's noncompliance; 

(b) The noncomplying parent to pay, to the other parent or 

party, all court costs and reasonable attorneys' fees incurred as a 

result of the noncompliance, and any reasonable expenses 

incurred in locating or returning a child; and 

(c) The noncomplying parent to pay, to the moving party, a 

civil penalty of not less than two hundred fifty dollars. 

The court may also order the parent to be imprisoned in the 

county jail, if the parent is presently able to comply with the 

provisions of the court-ordered parenting plan and is presently 

unwilling to comply. The parent may be imprisoned until he or 

she agrees to comply with the order but in no event for more than 

one hundred eighty days. 

(4) For purposes of subsections (1), (2), and (3) of this section, 

the parent shall be deemed to have the present ability to comply 

with the order establishing residential provisions unless he or she 

establishes otherwise by a preponderance of the evidence. The 

parent shall establish a reasonable excuse for failure to comply 

with the residential provision of a court-ordered parenting plan by 

a preponderance of the evidence. 

(5) Any monetary award ordered under subsections (1), (2), 

and (3) of this section may be enforced, by the party to whom it 

is awarded, in the same manner as a civil judgment. 

(6) Subsections (1), (2), and (3) of this section authorize the 

exercise of the court's power to impose remedial sanctions for 

contempt of court and is in addition to any other contempt power 
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the court may possess. 

(7) Upon motion for contempt of court under subsections (1) 

through (3) of this section, if the court finds the motion was 

brought without reasonable basis, the court shall order the moving 

party to pay to the nonmoving party, all costs, reasonable 

attorneys' fees, and a civil penalty of not less than one hundred 

dollars. 

(8) The court must offer a reasonable opportunity to remedy 

the sanctionable conduct so that the respondent in a contempt 

proceeding has a reasonable opportunity to purge the contempt." 

Renumber the remaining sections consecutively and correct 

any internal references accordingly. 

On page 24, line 4, after "(v)" insert "Whether a parent has 

engaged in repeated violations of the parenting plan. A finding of 

repeated violations may not alone be the basis for changing 

custody or deviating from the factor in (a)(i) of this subsection; or 

(vi)" 

Renumber the remaining subsections and correct any internal 

references accordingly. 

On page 33, line 17, after "RCW" insert "26.09.160," 

On page 33, line 19, after "RCW" insert "26.09.004 and" 

 

Senator Fortunato spoke in favor of adoption of the amendment 

to the committee striking amendment. 

Senator Dhingra spoke against adoption of the amendment to 

the committee striking amendment. 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of floor amendment no. 0266 by Senator Fortunato on 

page 1, after line 2 to Engrossed Substitute House Bill No. 1620. 

The motion by Senator Fortunato did not carry and floor 

amendment no. 0266 was not adopted by voice vote. 

 

MOTION 

 

Senator Fortunato moved that the following floor amendment 

no. 0264 by Senator Fortunato be adopted:  

   

On page 17, after line 5, insert the following: 

"(8) HEARING TRANSCRIPT. In any hearing to which this 

section applies, the court shall provide to any party not 

represented by legal counsel or represented by legal aid counsel a 

copy of the hearing transcript upon request. Subject to the 

availability of amounts appropriated for this specific purpose, the 

court may not charge any fee or cost to any party for providing a 

copy of the hearing transcript." 

 

Senator Fortunato spoke in favor of adoption of the amendment 

to the committee striking amendment. 

Senator Dhingra spoke against adoption of the amendment to 

the committee striking amendment. 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of floor amendment no. 0264 by Senator Fortunato on 

page 17, after line 5 to Engrossed Substitute House Bill No. 1620. 

The motion by Senator Fortunato did not carry and floor 

amendment no. 0264 was not adopted by voice vote. 

 

MOTION 

 

Senator Fortunato moved that the following floor amendment 

no. 0265 by Senator Fortunato be adopted:  

   

On page 17, after line 5, insert the following: 

"(8) RIGHTS TO APPEAL. Nothing in this section restricts 

any right to appeal." 

 

Senators Fortunato and Dhingra spoke in favor of adoption of 

the amendment to the committee striking amendment. 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of floor amendment no. 0265 by Senator Fortunato on 

page 17, after line 5 to Engrossed Substitute House Bill No. 1620. 

The motion by Senator Fortunato carried and floor amendment 

no. 0265 was adopted by voice vote. 

 

MOTION 

 

Senator Fortunato moved that the following floor amendment 

no. 0262 by Senator Fortunato be adopted:  

   

On page 33, after line 15, insert the following: 

"NEW SECTION.  Sec. 10.   (1) The state dissolution 

proceedings work group is created to carry out the functions 

described in this section. 

(2) The administrative office of the courts shall appoint nine 

voting members from the following groups: 

(a) Two superior court judges; 

(b) One person with direct lived experience of domestic 

violence in marriage or domestic partnership dissolutions or legal 

separations that involved minor children; 

(c) One person with direct lived experience of sexual assault in 

marriage or domestic partnership dissolutions or legal separations 

that involved minor children; 

(d) One person who is at least one year in recovery from a 

substance use disorder with direct lived experience of substance 

use disorder in marriage or domestic partnership dissolutions or 

legal separations that involved minor children; 

(e) One representative of an organization providing services to 

victims of domestic violence; 

(f) One representative of an organization providing services to 

victims of sexual assault; 

(g) One representative of an organization representing 

children; and 

(h) One representative of an organization providing services 

for substance use disorders. 

(3) The work group shall review chapter 26.09 RCW and form 

recommendations on how to center the best interest of the child 

and ensure the court system is victim-focused and trauma-

informed. 

(4) The office of program research and senate committee 

services shall provide staff support to the work group. 

(5) The work group shall deliver its recommendations to the 

legislature by October 1, 2027. 

(6) This section expires November 1, 2027." 

On page 33, beginning on line 19, after "26.51.020;" strike all 

material through "RCW" on line 20 and insert "adding a new 

section to chapter 26.09 RCW; creating a new section; and 

providing an expiration date" 

 

Senator Fortunato spoke in favor of adoption of the amendment 

to the committee striking amendment. 

Senator Dhingra spoke against adoption of the amendment to 

the committee striking amendment. 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of floor amendment no. 0262 by Senator Fortunato on 

page 33, after line 15 to Engrossed Substitute House Bill No. 

1620. 

The motion by Senator Fortunato did not carry and floor 

amendment no. 0262 was not adopted by voice vote. 

 

MOTION 

 

Senator Fortunato moved that the following floor amendment 

no. 0263 by Senator Fortunato be adopted:  
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On page 33, after line 15, insert the following: 

"NEW SECTION.  Sec. 10.   A new section is added to 

chapter 26.09 RCW to read as follows: 

(1) In any child custody proceeding, a court may not: 

(a) Solely in order to improve a deficient relationship with the 

other parent of a child, remove the child from a parent or litigating 

party or restrict contact between the child and a parent or litigating 

party: 

(i) Who is competent, protective, and not physically or sexually 

abusive; and 

(ii) With whom the child is bonded or to whom the child is 

attached; 

(b) Order a reunification treatment, unless there is generally 

accepted and scientifically valid proof of the safety, effectiveness, 

and therapeutic value of the reunification treatment; or 

(c) Order a reunification treatment that is predicated on cutting 

off a child from a parent with whom the child is bonded or to 

whom the child is attached. 

(2) Any order to remediate the resistance of a child to have 

contact with a violent or abusive parent must primarily address 

the behavior of that parent or the contributions of that parent to 

the resistance of the child before ordering the other parent of the 

child to take steps to potentially improve the relationship of the 

child with the parent with whom the child resists contact. 

NEW SECTION.  Sec. 11.   A new section is added to 

chapter 26.09 RCW to read as follows: 

In any child custody proceeding in which a parent has been 

alleged to have committed domestic violence or child abuse, 

including child sexual abuse: 

(1) Expert evidence from a court-appointed or outside 

professional relating to the alleged abuse may be admitted only if 

the professional possesses demonstrated expertise and clinical 

experience in working with victims of domestic violence or child 

abuse, including child sexual abuse, that is not solely of a forensic 

nature; and 

(2) In making a finding regarding any allegation of domestic 

violence or child abuse, including child sexual abuse, in addition 

to any other relevant admissible evidence, evidence of past sexual 

or physical abuse committed by the accused parent must be 

considered, including: 

(a) Any past or current protection or restraining orders against 

the accused parent; 

(b) Sexual violence abuse protection orders against the accused 

parent; 

(c) Arrests of the accused parent for domestic violence, sexual 

violence, or child abuse; and 

(d) Convictions of the accused parent for domestic violence, 

sexual violence, or child abuse. 

NEW SECTION.  Sec. 12.   A new section is added to 

chapter 26.09 RCW to read as follows: 

Judges, commissioners, and magistrates who hear child 

custody proceedings and other relevant court personnel involved 

in child custody proceedings, including guardians ad litem, best 

interest attorneys, counsel for children, custody evaluators, 

masters, and mediators shall complete at least 20 hours of initial 

training and at least 15 hours of ongoing training every five years 

of an ongoing training program that: 

(1) Focuses solely on domestic and sexual violence and child 

abuse, including child sexual abuse, physical abuse, emotional 

abuse, coercive control, implicit and explicit bias, including 

biases relating to parents with disabilities, trauma, long-term and 

short-term impacts of domestic violence and child abuse on 

children, and victim and perpetrator behavior patterns and 

relationship dynamics within the cycle of violence; 

(2) Is provided by: (a) A professional with substantial 

experience in assisting survivors of domestic violence or child 

abuse, including a victim service provider; and (b) a survivor of 

domestic violence or child physical or sexual abuse, if possible; 

(3) Relies on evidence-based and peer-reviewed research by 

recognized experts in the types of abuse described in subsection 

(1) of this section; 

(4) Does not include theories, concepts, or belief systems 

unsupported by the research described in subsection (3) of this 

section; and 

(5) Is designed to improve the ability of courts to: 

(a) Recognize and respond to child physical abuse, child sexual 

abuse, domestic violence, and trauma in all family victims, 

particularly children; and 

(b) Make appropriate custody decisions that: (i) Prioritize child 

safety and well-being; and (ii) are culturally sensitive and 

appropriate for diverse communities. 

Sec. 13.   RCW 26.09.004 and 2009 c 502 s 1 are each 

reenacted and amended to read as follows: 

The definitions in this section apply throughout this chapter. 

(1) "Military duties potentially impacting parenting functions" 

means those obligations imposed, voluntarily or involuntarily, on 

a parent serving in the armed forces that may interfere with that 

parent's abilities to perform his or her parenting functions under a 

temporary or permanent parenting plan. Military duties 

potentially impacting parenting functions include, but are not 

limited to: 

(a) "Deployment," which means the temporary transfer of a 

service member serving in an active-duty status to another 

location in support of a military operation, to include any tour of 

duty classified by the member's branch of the armed forces as 

"remote" or "unaccompanied"; 

(b) "Activation" or "mobilization," which means the call-up of 

a national guard or reserve service member to extended 

active-duty status. For purposes of this definition, "mobilization" 

does not include national guard or reserve annual training, 

inactive duty days, or drill weekends; or 

(c) "Temporary duty," which means the transfer of a service 

member from one military base or the service member's home to 

a different location, usually another base, for a limited period of 

time to accomplish training or to assist in the performance of a 

noncombat mission. 

(2) "Parenting functions" means those aspects of the parent-

child relationship in which the parent makes decisions and 

performs functions necessary for the care and growth of the child. 

Parenting functions include: 

(a) Maintaining a loving, stable, consistent, and nurturing 

relationship with the child; 

(b) Attending to the daily needs of the child, such as feeding, 

clothing, physical care and grooming, supervision, health care, 

and day care, and engaging in other activities which are 

appropriate to the developmental level of the child and that are 

within the social and economic circumstances of the particular 

family; 

(c) Attending to adequate education for the child, including 

remedial or other education essential to the best interests of the 

child; 

(d) Assisting the child in developing and maintaining 

appropriate interpersonal relationships; 

(e) Exercising appropriate judgment regarding the child's 

welfare, consistent with the child's developmental level and the 

family's social and economic circumstances; and 

(f) Providing for the financial support of the child. 

(3) "Permanent parenting plan" means a plan for parenting the 

child, including allocation of parenting functions, which plan is 
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incorporated in any final decree or decree of modification in an 

action for dissolution of marriage or domestic partnership, 

declaration of invalidity, or legal separation. 

(4) "Temporary parenting plan" means a plan for parenting of 

the child pending final resolution of any action for dissolution of 

marriage or domestic partnership, declaration of invalidity, or 

legal separation which is incorporated in a temporary order. 

(5) "Child custody proceeding": (a) Means a private family 

court proceeding in state or local court that, with respect to a 

child, involves the care or custody of the child in a private 

divorce, separation, visitation, paternity, child support, legal or 

physical custody, or civil protection order proceeding between the 

parents of the child; and (b) does not include (i) any child 

protective, abuse, or neglect proceeding, (ii) a juvenile justice 

proceeding, or (iii) any child placement proceeding in which a 

state, local, or tribal government, a designee of such a 

government, or any contracted child welfare agency or child 

protective services agency of such a government is a party to the 

proceeding. 

(6) "Reunification treatment" means a treatment or therapy 

aimed at reuniting or reestablishing a relationship between a child 

and an estranged or rejected parent or other family member of the 

child. 

(7) "Victim service provider" means a nonprofit, 

nongovernmental or tribal organization or rape crisis center, 

including a state or tribal coalition, that assists or advocates for 

domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or stalking 

victims, including domestic violence shelters, faith-based 

organizations, and other organizations, with a documented history 

of effective work concerning domestic violence, dating violence, 

sexual assault, or stalking." 

On page 33, beginning on line 19, after "26.51.020" strike all 

material through "section" on line 20 and insert "and 26.09.004; 

and adding new sections" 

 

Senator Fortunato spoke in favor of adoption of the amendment 

to the committee striking amendment. 

Senator Dhingra spoke against adoption of the amendment to 

the committee striking amendment. 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of floor amendment no. 0263 by Senator Fortunato on 

page 33, after line 15 to Engrossed Substitute House Bill No. 

1620. 

The motion by Senator Fortunato did not carry and floor 

amendment no. 0263 was not adopted by voice vote. 

 

Senator Holy spoke in favor of adoption of the committee 

striking amendment as amended. 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

adoption of the committee striking amendment by the Committee 

on Law & Justice as amended to Engrossed Substitute House Bill 

No. 1620.  

The motion by Senator Dhingra carried and the committee 

striking amendment as amended was adopted by voice vote. 

 

MOTION 

 

On motion of Senator Dhingra, the rules were suspended, 

Engrossed Substitute House Bill No. 1620 was advanced to third 

reading, the second reading considered the third and the bill was 

placed on final passage. 

Senators Dhingra and Holy spoke in favor of passage of the 

bill. 

Senators Torres and Fortunato spoke against passage of the bill. 

 

The President declared the question before the Senate to be the 

final passage of Engrossed Substitute House Bill No. 1620. 

 

ROLL CALL 

 

The Secretary called the roll on the final passage of Engrossed 

Substitute House Bill No. 1620 and the bill passed the Senate by 

the following vote: Yeas, 32; Nays, 17; Absent, 0; Excused, 0. 

Voting yea: Senators Alvarado, Bateman, Chapman, 

Cleveland, Conway, Cortes, Dhingra, Frame, Hansen, Harris, 

Hasegawa, Holy, Kauffman, Krishnadasan, Liias, Lovelett, 

Lovick, Nobles, Orwall, Pedersen, Ramos, Riccelli, Robinson, 

Saldaña, Salomon, Shewmake, Slatter, Stanford, Trudeau, 

Valdez, Wellman and Wilson, C. 

Voting nay: Senators Boehnke, Braun, Christian, Dozier, 

Fortunato, Gildon, Goehner, King, MacEwen, McCune, Muzzall, 

Schoesler, Short, Torres, Wagoner, Warnick and Wilson, J. 

 

ENGROSSED SUBSTITUTE HOUSE BILL NO. 1620, 

having received the constitutional majority, was declared passed. 

There being no objection, the title of the bill was ordered to stand 

as the title of the act. 

 

Senator Riccelli announced a meeting of the Democratic 

Caucus immediately upon adjournment. 

Senator Warnick announced that the Republican Caucus would 

not meet. 

 

MOTION 

 

At 2:58 p.m., on motion of Senator Riccelli, the Senate 

adjourned until 10 o'clock a.m. Thursday, April 3, 2025. 

 

DENNY HECK, President of the Senate 

 

SARAH BANNISTER, Secretary of the Senate 
 

 

  



 JOURNAL OF THE SENATE 27 

EIGHTIETH  DAY, APRIL 2, 2025 2025 REGULAR SESSION  

1007 

Second Reading ............................................ 5 

Third Reading Final Passage ........................ 6 

1014-E 

Committee Report ......................................... 1 

1023-S 

Committee Report ......................................... 1 

1054 

Second Reading ............................................ 6 

Third Reading Final Passage ........................ 6 

1075 

Second Reading ............................................ 6 

Third Reading Final Passage ........................ 6 

1112 

Second Reading ............................................ 7 

Third Reading Final Passage ........................ 7 

1141-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 1 

1157 

Second Reading ............................................ 7 

Third Reading Final Passage ........................ 7 

1172 

Second Reading .......................................... 12 

Third Reading Final Passage ...................... 12 

1191 

Second Reading .......................................... 12 

Third Reading Final Passage ...................... 12 

1218-S2E 

Committee Report ......................................... 1 

1293-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 1 

1304 

Second Reading ............................................ 9 

Third Reading Final Passage ...................... 10 

1332-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 1 

1347 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1361 

Second Reading .......................................... 10 

Third Reading Final Passage ...................... 10 

1457 

Second Reading .......................................... 10 

Third Reading Final Passage ...................... 10 

1460-S 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1483-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1503-S2 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1514-S2 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1522-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1533-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1539-S 

Other Action................................................ 11 

Second Reading .......................................... 10 

Third Reading Final Passage ...................... 11 

1551-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1553 

Second Reading .......................................... 11 

Third Reading Final Passage ...................... 12 

1556 

Second Reading ............................................ 7 

Third Reading Final Passage ........................ 7 

1574-E 

Committee Report ......................................... 2 

1620-S 

Other Action................................................ 26 

Second Reading .............................. 12, 22, 24 

Third Reading Final Passage ...................... 26 

1622-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 3 

1636 

Committee Report ......................................... 3 

1698 

Committee Report ......................................... 3 

1715-S2 

Committee Report ......................................... 3 

1757 

Other Action.................................................. 9 

Second Reading ........................................ 7, 8 

Third Reading Final Passage ........................ 9 

1857-S 

Committee Report ......................................... 3 

1912-S2E 

Committee Report ......................................... 3 

2015-SE 

Committee Report ......................................... 3 

5106-S 

Messages ....................................................... 4 



28 JOURNAL OF THE SENATE  
5141 

Messages ....................................................... 4 

5209 

Messages ....................................................... 4 

5316-S 

Messages ....................................................... 4 

5786 

Committee Report ......................................... 1 

5806 

Introduction & 1st Reading ........................... 4 

8637 

Adopted ......................................................... 4 

Introduced ..................................................... 4 

9008 Pasquier, Therese N. 

Confirmed ..................................................... 4 

9009 Harper, Kimberly L. 

Confirmed ..................................................... 5 

9013 Ramos, Jenette 

Confirmed ..................................................... 5 

9014 Doerner, Mariko K. 

Confirmed ..................................................... 5 

9225 Rybarik, Brian 

Committee Report ......................................... 3 

CHAPLAIN OF THE DAY 

Lyro, Mr. Tito, Pastor, Bible Presbyterian 

Church, Olympia ....................................... 1 

FLAG BEARERS 

Hoard, Mr. Elton ........................................... 1 

Narwal, Miss Amanat ................................... 1 

GUESTS 

Hwang, Mr. Andrew, Pledge of Allegiance .. 1 

PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE 

Reply by the President .................................. 9 

WASHINGTON STATE SENATE 

Parliamentary Inquiry, Senator Goehner ...... 9 

 


