Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 2/28/25 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency: WSU DB Denied

PRC Member:  Alexis Blue Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are

appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Met Criteria

Pass Fail

X

X

Observations/Concerns:

Great presentation and work!

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270
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Image


Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 2/27/2025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency:  Washington State University DB Denied

PRC Member:  Garett Buckingham, Public Hospital Dist Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

WSU is the gold standard for alternative delivery method.

X

Pass Fail

X

X

Observations/Concerns:

Garett Buckingham

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 02/2712025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency:  Washington State University DB Denied
PRC Member:  Timothy Buckley, Private Sector Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. -

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. | X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Although it would appear there have been no projects recently selected for GC/CM, and no projects

anticipated, PM staff do have healthy past GC/CM experience, and the institution is highly organized and

experienced in alternative delivery processes and projects.

Observations/Concerns:

Great lessons learned, and reducing barriers to Small and WMBE businesses by allowing reduced

insurance/bonding for sub-contractors for the smaller portions of the work.

—

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 ' Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 212712025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency: WSU DB Denied

PRC Member:  Jeff Gonzalez Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Applicant met the requirements.

Pass

Fail

X

X

Observations/Concerns:

Excellent presentation. A true leader in the industry.

LA e

Signatifre © - AN

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 2127125 GC/ICM X Approved X
Public Agency: Washington State University DB X Denied
PRC Member:  Gina M. Hortillosa Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Falil

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Observations/Concerns:

Well experienced staff.

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 2/2.7/2 5 GC/CM Approved x
Public Agency: wsv DB Denied
PRC Member: DIIE Vo fiiso) Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous '
certification. b
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

XX X kX XXX

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

WSO HAL SXLESS Foruy DEUVCRED NT DEL vERSY PRoy B
Hice BEEN A LEAOZR A A OMER. AY KA cuEcic (BT EveraTiSe
10 COMTIIVE CERTFL T o0

Observations/Concerns:

1)/ —

Signaturé— 7

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: February 27, 2025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency:  Washington State University DB Denied

PRC Member:  Art McCluskey Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Applicant meets RCW requirements and all recertification criteria

Pass Fail

X

X

Observations/Concerns:

Good use of alternative contracting methods

At WleClrakoy.

Signature

[74

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: T e 8 GC/CM )L Approved x
Public Agency: { ﬂ!EL!! doi Chide Umw&'& DB 3\ Denied

PRC Member: /3,04~ M/l

D.

Both i

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass

Fail

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

A

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are !
appropriate for a proposed project.

T

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

ol b 8 Pl b

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Hlm,c,Ll “H}t:cv zf)f{ mp/{‘ fﬂ:&mc (’Larws AT /{) ﬂu,r—

f’: Qrﬂfﬂr/t/'ﬁl (‘An / f)rw‘ogg + [~ OX%nat [IG{
in aln,M (o ,1{1?/:4 r‘rf— #\ a f(lng —(vj!/ ff/—-.7 /ﬂrf/t,e?f /Q :
Observations/Concerns:

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 2/27/25 GC/CM X Approved
Public Agency: WSU DB Denied

PRC Member;  Heather Munden Both

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Nice proposal and presentation. Really appreciate your thoughtfulness in addressing some of the unigue

Pass

Fail

X

X

issues faced in a more rural settings for alternative delivery.

Observations/Concerns:

No concerns.

Heather Munden

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023

Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: February 27, 2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: Washington State University DB Denied
PRC Member:  Jessica Murphy Both X
Recertification Evaluation Criteria
Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are

appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.
B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public

Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X

RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous

certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X

previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Meets and exceeds criteria

Observations/Concerns:

Great work at recruiting first time alternative delivery prime contractors.

2

Jeghica™iurphy (Feb 27, 20341 28F PST}

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: February 27,2025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency:  Washington State University DB Denied
PRC Member:  Jeannie Natta Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass

Fail

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which

projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in X
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Demonstrated sophistication and leadership with both delivery models.

Observations/Concerns:

iy signed by Jeanna Hatla
DH C=US, Esnats Buw edu, O=UW Fac tes, OU=

Jeannie Naﬁa mdnéktwﬁmn'.c!lmn‘ef{;h

Datd 2025 02 27 09 56 0501

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 2/27/2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: Washington State University DB Denied
PRC Member: Ron Paananen Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures. X

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project. b4

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10. X

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification. X

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

XX

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

The University has shown the necessary experience and performance for recertification. They have

have a proven track record of successful project delivery and established staffing to continue utilizing GCCM

and DB delivery.

Observations/Concerns:

WSU is active with a number of industry organizations and forums. They continue to make sure they

are incorporating best practices in delivery of projects through alternative delivery.

/) %’/Wf—\-

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: February 27,2026 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency:  Washington State University DB Denied
PRC Member:  Catina Patton Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Falil
A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, If any, on how It determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracling procedures.
1. Explained what steps are taken to datermine thal the use of GC/CM andlor DB are | X
‘appropriate for a proposed project. g
2. Describiad the steps that are taken in approving this determination. ' X
B, Applicant described their experience In delivering projects under Alternative Public -
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39,10, 7
1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. : X
2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous : X
certification, : e
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification,
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Presentation was exiremely informative and well thought out, | appreciate the dadication to continued

improvement and the qrowth thal was shown.,

Observallons/Concerns:

Great Presentation!

Ravised 7/727/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 3/37/2, . $ GC/ICM Approved K

Public Agency: Z} A DB Denied

PRCMember:  Myhe Prvrrmasty Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are

appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Pass

Fail

SO NN NN

A/'/(MIJ Wew gumibies A /774/3(( D/B,/é:c‘cm c«v‘m,nﬂé

HETHors.

Observations/Concerns:

Signatdfre / B




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 02/27/2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: WSU DB Denied
PRC Member:  Traci Rogstad Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Observations/Concerns:

Traci Rogstad 2/27/225 — electronic signature 11:49 am
Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



[ TR D
Project Review Committee (PRC)

Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 2VIFE6R 2025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency: DB Denied
PRC Member: o Ay Sont Both

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project. e
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. :

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.
C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.
D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

o o 43,
v

A X X PP (X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

 lonaat Answens o THE PPRLMLTION — They WG DIRECT Asd
__To it& PonT. :

Observations/Concerns:

WS BhS o STeone RO of |AOERSKFP  WiTd
A Lol PLAH. Gpeat PRESGNTTId ¥ OL/&,

pal

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from ROW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 212712025 GC/CM Approved X
Public Agency:  Washington State University DB Denied
PRC Member:  Kevin Thomas Both X

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass Fail

A. Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. i

2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. | X

B. Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
-RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project. X

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous X
certification. .

C. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing
management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

D. Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. ' X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

| liked how they have training included in their DEI policy, they have a willingness to discuss apprenticeship

aspiration goals

Observations/Concerns:

None

Kew'n 5_7120 Jhomas

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270



Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: February 27, 2025 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency:  Washington State University DB Denied
PRC Member: Lance Thomas Both X

D.

. Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Pass

Fail

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are |
appropriate for a proposed project. ;

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

X
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination. ! X
X

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

>

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification. P

>

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the X
previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects. X

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Observations/Concerns:

| appreciate them reaching out to contractors that may not usually use alternative delivery method

=LA « S T2OPILED

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270




Project Review Committee (PRC)
Application Evaluation Sheet
Public Agency Recertification

Date: 2127125 GC/CM Approved
Public Agency: Washington State University DB Denied

PRC Member:  Kyle Twohig Both X

D.

Recertification Evaluation Criteria

Applicant explained any process changes it made, if any, on how it determines which
projects are appropriate for use of alternative contracting procedures.

1. Explained what steps are taken to determine that the use of GC/CM and/or DB are
appropriate for a proposed project.
2. Described the steps that are taken in approving this determination.

Applicant described their experience in delivering projects under Alternative Public
Works in the past three years and summarized how these projects met the statutes in
RCW 39.10.

1. Included the status of each alternative delivery project.

2. Described any litigation or significant disputes on any project since previous
certification.

Applicant provided an updated organization chart with personnel possessing

management and construction experience using the GC/CM and/or DB since the

previous certification.

Applicant has resolved any audit findings relative to previous projects.

Overall Evaluation by Committee Member
Reason for Determination:

Pass Fail

X

WSU is a leader in alternative delivery and plays a large role in education and advancement of methods.

Observations/Concerns:

Deep bench with continued dedication to training and educating. Very successful outcomes in alternative

delivery projects.

/ .7 Digitally signed
ey -~/ by Twohig, Kyle
g / Date: 2025.02.27

09:25:52-08'00'

Signature

Revised 7/27/2023 ' Criteria extracted from RCW 39.10.270
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