WASCLA Monthly Conference Call
MINUTES

August 26, 2009
11:00 a.m. – 1 p.m.
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	Molly Ertel
Cindi Roat
Eliana Lobo
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Ping Lao
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Bill Plumly
Kenny Barger



WASCLA Summit V update: 
Materials include registration form for Summit V.  Ready to start submitting registratons for the conference.  Directions and Hotels, group rate at the Fairfield Inn.  Group rate of 89 a night.  Submit registrations along with $50 registration fee by October 2, 2009.  Hoping to get better information on who is an interpreter and who is not and hoping to find where the gaps are.  May want to make “areas” , we could add a portion “I’m an interpreter and”.  
How many people are likely planning to go?  Should we look into a video conferencing option?  How could we set that up?  We would need the equipment in Spokane.  The registration form doesn’t discuss this?  State travel: Travel bands have been lifted, in their particular agency, would assume that t

Emma: Seattle Muni City of Seattle, 

Eliana: Harborview 
Is this something that people that aren’t able to attend in person would 
Brian Hammock: Tech company made for could provide video conference unit, everyone can dial in from their own desk and could possibly facilitate.  Should be able to cover 15 sites, as long as we had an agreement that they would be returned.  Please e-mail the information to Kristi so we could include on our registration.  Please get those registration form in as soon as possible.  
WSU only has two mics has a name of a company that we could call.   How many mics and what kind do we need?  3 – 4 for the panel and 1 for the audience.  

Panels: Working on a two hour session for ethics credits for attorney and interpreter.  Ethical perspective of interprer; perspective of attorney; perspective of asl interpreter; 
At the point of determining which panels will be on which day and create a schedule also very close to getting all of the panel discriptions out.  These will be posted to the WASCLA website.

WASCLA Interim Advisory Committee update: 

Bylaws & Incorporation process: Final draft of Bylaws was sent out with the materials.  This will be filed with the application.  Ready to file and move on with the process.  
The other documents is the incorporation process which will give an idea of where we are and the process and timeline 

Julie Bryan

Joanna Ramos

Cindi Roat

If you are interested in being an initial board member please let us know and we could add you in.  The original incorporators will be the active board until our first election.  They are responsible for the corporation and filing until the Term will last until the official board is elected.  The hardest part is done, now we just have to do the process step by step.  The original incorporators names and contact information will be on the documents.  Could use some help with suggestions on where to set up a bank account and insurance.  First step is for WA state, next will be 5013c, need some start up money, about $110 for various filing.  Did get one quote from a local provider $1500 a year.  Will continue to look into quotes and .  Insurance is not usually needed after the incorporation.  It is not necessary, but it is for security.  What do people think about adding a box for contribution to WASCLA Incorporation Start-up in the registration sheet.  We would need more information on our website. We could also request donations at the conference itself. Do people like the idea of putting a suggested donation of $20?  Yes.  Founding members club, for those who donate.  We will have to look at the logistics of this.  
Elections: Number 9 on Incorporations Timeline: Election Committee: Jill, Brenda and Kristi will be participating in the election committee, and we need more participants.  Hope is to have elections done by December.  Molly is interested.  A planning meeting should be held in early September so we could present the information at the conference.  Possibly Veronica Barber from WITS.  Please send us an e-mail if you are interested in participating in this process.  Elections should take place in early November.  The Election committee should report back on the next monthly call.  
Prescription / Language Access discussion:  September 15, 2009 from 2 – 4 p.m.  Notice of the upcoming meeting was sent out with materials.  This will be the first time in our state that we will hold a meeting to discuss this topic.  This is an area that we know that pharmacies receive federal funds.  The NHLP has been working on this issue with The California Endowment.  Work has been done in New York, goal is to take that and extend it to Washington State.  We want to find out what is going on in our state and what do we need to do?  Please sign up, space is limited to 30 participants.  
Brennan Center for Justice Report: Language Access in State Courts.  They make the argument that state court rcvg federal funds are obligated to provide interps in all criminal and civil proceedings free of cost.  Wa state does comply with Title VI requirement.  Title vi require that 
Interp services are provided in civil matters for free for the indigent.  In 2009 DOj sent letter to Indiana supreme court.  Charging LEP parties for interpreter costs as inappropriate.  

Report highlights KCSC as a model practice.  Requires all new interps to be accompanied by an experienced interp for their first job.  

AOC is mentioned for their work in recruiting and training interpreters.  

Report was undertaken because there are courts around the country where interpreters are not provided.  Goal of the report was to do a national comparison.  

The issue of charging non-indigent clients for interp services is not new.  

Opinions: Do we know what the results of the action in Indiana?  There is no resolution yet, but did include a Memo of Understanding from Maine.  

Experience in the court, most courts for rep of an atty they go through an indecency test that the interpreters interpret for the client.  There is not a standard IFP, and there is a different process in each court.  In general people that are unrepresented qualify for the IFP, when they are represented less than 50% don’t qualify, and they will have to pay.  Vast majority do qualify.  When they have to pay to they don’t usually go through interp services, they will either go with out an interpreter or find their own.  

Would it be a disaster for the courts if they did not have the indulgency test?    

Medical setting always provides interpreters with no charge to the patient.  Some private doctors however may not be bound by Title VI.  
What do we think about this issue?  What do we do if we have someone where a criminal defendant is charged for interpreter services?  What stand do we want to take on this issue?  One way to approach it would be through the ethical guidelines of an attorney’s and judges.  There are some unrecognized costs for the process of the Interpreter IFP.  It would be interesting to see if it would be a cost saver to rid of that process since most of the clients that go through this process end up qualifying anyways.  
Great discussion!  

Wrap-up/Next call: Send in ideas for agenda items.  Reminder, when you see the registration form coming out with the edits, register as soon as possible.  
Next call: September 23, 2009

