Video Conferencing Survey
Completed by Linda Ridge and staff, March 15, 2011

	Washington
Superior Courts
	Video 
Conferencing
	Type of Proceeding
	Notes:

	
	
	Criminal
	Juvenile
	

	Asotin
	Yes
	First appearance, Preliminary hearings, Arraignments, Status conference, Mental health hearings
	 
	 

	Clallam
	Yes
	 
	First appearance
	 

	Clark
	Yes
	First appearance, Preliminary hearings, Arraignments
	 
	All courtrooms have video-conferencing capability.

	Cowlitz
	Yes
	 
	 
	 

	Douglas
	Yes
	 
	 
	 

	Jefferson
	Yes
	 
	 
	 

	Snohomish
	Yes
	First appearance, P.R. requests, bail and fugitive hold and waiver of extradition
	 
	 

	Spokane
	Yes
	First appearance, Arraignments, Omnibus, Pre-trial hearings, Motion hearings
	 
	 

	Thurston
	Yes
	Preliminary hearings
	 
	Plan to perform arraignments by video once the County has funds to open a new jail facility that includes sufficient space for video-conferencing.  The court is in the process of developing e-forms for release orders etc.  Currently the jail is attached to the courthouse so runners move paperwork back and forth.

	Benton
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Chelan
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Ferry
	No
	 
	 
	Ferry District Court has used video conferencing for a few years.

	Franklin
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Garfield
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Grant
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Grays Harbor
	No
	 
	 
	Grays Harbor District Court uses video-conferencing.

	King
	No
	
	
	Video conferencing is currently used only for mental health hearings (civil commitments).

	Kitsap
	No
	 
	 
	Kitsap's Prosecutor initiates all felony filings in the District Court, with felonies bound over to Superior Court only if the defendants agreed to felony pleas, or contested the action and went to trial.  The Kitsap County District Court utilizes video to handle felony initial appearances when the cases are initiated.

	Kittitas
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Klickitat
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Lewis
	No
	 
	 
	One of four courtrooms has video-conferencing capability but is not currently being used for video arraignments.

	Lincoln
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Okanogan
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Pacific
	No
	 
	 
	The court has an interest in utilizing video-conferencing to conduct hearings from the jail but has not yet implemented the system.

	Pend Orielle
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Pierce
	No
	 
	 
	 

	San Juan
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Skagit
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Walla Walla
	No
	 
	 
	Walla Walla tried video conferencing but there were too many problems, the system never worked very well and the court has discontinued use.

	Whatcom
	No
	 
	 
	Whatcom has a jail courtroom for first appearances.  Judge, clerk and attorneys go to the jail courtroom and the public views/participates remotely from two sites in the courthouse.

	Whitman
	No
	 
	 
	 

	Yakima
	No
	 
	 
	 


Washington State Superior Court Criminal Rules - CrRRULE 3.4

PRESENCE OF THE DEFENDANT

(d) Video Conference Proceedings.

(1) Authorization. Preliminary appearances held pursuant to CrR 3.2.1, arraignments held pursuant to this rule and CrR 4.1, bail hearings held pursuant to CrR 3.2, and trial settings held pursuant to CrR 3.3, may be conducted by video conference in which all participants can simultaneously see, hear, and speak with each other. Such proceedings shall be deemed held in open court and in the defendant's presence for the purposes of any statute, court rule or policy. All video conference hearings conducted pursuant to this rule shall be public, and the public shall be able to simultaneously see and hear all participants and speak as permitted by the trial court judge. Any party may request an inperson hearing, which may in the trial court judge's discretion be granted.

(2) Agreement. Other trial court proceedings including the entry of a Statement of Defendant on Plea of Guilty as provided for by CrR 4.2 may be conducted by video conference only by agreement of the parties, either in writing or on the record, and upon the approval of the trial court judge pursuant to local court rule.

(3) Standards for Video Conference Proceedings. The judge, counsel, all parties, and the public must be able to see and hear each other during proceedings, and speak as permitted by the judge. Video conference facilities must provide for confidential communications between attorney and client and security sufficient to protect the safety of all participants and observers. In interpreted proceedings, the interpreter must be located next to the defendant and the proceeding must be conducted to assure that the interpreter can hear all participants.
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