Court of Washington, County of
AT 4, 7 H

Petitioner/s (person/s who started this case): | No.

FUAE) 0] 245 A AN E)): e

Order on Motion to Redact or Seal
A E= B0l HF ) et B F

And Respondent/s (other party/parties): (ORSD)
2 3N E) G AN E)): (ORSD)

Clerk’s action required: 4

Al7]e] ZX 7} H R84

Order on Motion to Redact or Seal
A7) Ei= Bl o e HF

1. A motion was made by:
A%<
[ ] Petitioner.
A2l
[ 1 Respondent.
73l
2. A hearing was held on (date) . These people attended:
el AY (G . O AFEE ]
4 1 .
[ ] Petitioner [ 1inperson [ ]byphone [ ]by video
¢l [ ZE[] “s= [] §¥e=
[ ] Petitioner's Lawyer [ 1inperson [ ]byphone [ ]by video
e ele] HEAf [ F 5[] #35= [] §¥c=
[ 1] Respondent [ 1inperson [ ]byphone [ ]by video
o F 29l [ ZE[] €s= [] §¥e=
[ 1 Respondent’s Lawyer [ 1inperson [ ]byphone [ ]by video
R R [ F 5[] F35}= [] §¥c=
[ ] Other: [ 1inperson [ ]byphone [ ]by video
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7/ HAEH d92 [ 98w
3. The court finds redaction or sealing is:

B8l A i B 9l0) s the FAL FL T

[ 1 Necessary and based on privacy rights or safety concerns that outweigh the public
interest in access to the court record under GR 15. The court has considered the five
factors required by Seattle Times Co. v. Ishikawa, 97 Wn.2d 30, 640 P.2d 716

1982):
(%’ﬁ 5‘)}D7 GR 159 w2 #¢ 7] F F)vro] ZH= o) H o} Zafo] vl A] ) Fi= 9Fxof
gl et -2 7} Z ol FS A2 gF ok B2 Seattle Times Co. v. Ishikawa, 97
Whn.2d 30, 640 P.2d 716(1982) o] A 2 *¢F T} 4] 7}X] 8 & 318 1 .

1. The person who wants to limit access has made a showing of “serious and
imminent threat to some other important interest.” (Describe)
Fix A oS flaps Aol T2 F8.¢ o] o)) Hig {73tz 25 ¢l Fl5 o]

-
A2 FY AL (H7)

2. Anyone present for the hearing was given an opportunity to disagree with the
suggested restriction.

H2)o) E4] 5 AL ghe FH] ekl ta] W) T 7] 5 & A AL -
3. The method for limiting access is the least restrictive way to protect the interests

threatened. (Describe)
Hit AT RS FI92 Wi o] o) W E e A5 A EH YL (¥7)

4. The sealing or redaction ordered balances the interests of the person who wants
to limit access with the public’s right to know what has happened in court.
(Describe)

& Qloju} ApAE F it A S Sk AFgRe] o] T} o)A BHY S Yo o gr
F89] ¢ ] Alo]o) A 7 F& ol F 1]l (H1)

5. The order is limited in application and time to serve its purpose. (Describe)
WYe 1 5o A NF 7 A7) A eE . (7)
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[ 1 Not necessary. The privacy rights or safety concerns do not outweigh the public
interest in access to the court record, under GR 15. The court has considered the
five factors required by Seattle Times Co. v. Ishikawa, 97 Wn.2d 30, 640 P.2d 716
(1982). (Describe)

R3] &% 2zefo]nir]H o]} oFF 2] Ao GR 159 wf= B 7] 5 F/++o]
= o) ol 75 e o B2 Seattle Times Co. v. Ishikawa, 97 Whn.2d 30,
640 P.2d 716(1982) o] 4] 2 7" T} 4] 7}X] R 2F 28 5t (¥7F)

4, Court order. The motion is:
Bg] B FF

[ ] Granted.
sAHEAJASFHT

Clerk’s action. The clerk shall seal the following documents:

A7) 8] ZA. A7)t e £A)E Felao} FL

Document name:

Al o] &
Date filed: Docket or sub number:
A& e DE P EE A H WS
Document name:
Al o] &
Date filed: Docket or sub number:
Z]/zo) Az,: H & EE,_.K-/]H B 5
Document name:
£4] o]
Date filed: Docket or sub number:
A= - REHE =R H B

(Add lines for more documents if needed.)
(P28 & 1] @2 2AE 28] Y& 7715144 2.)

Access to sealed documents:
o1 A T

Judges, commissioners, and other court personnel may access the sealed
document/s listed above only to conduct official court business.

AL P18 W e e Qe F Y e YEE Sy BH o o) 97 H
B olE FAlo) Hr g 7 g

[ 1 No one else has access without a court order.

G2 AP W B 90§28 7 e
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[ 1Access to view the sealed document/s listed above is granted to the parties
and any attorneys of record in this case and (check one):
$Jo] GAE F oA G AL )T G HEAE 22 2 S
Afgte] 7] & 1 H Y oH eF 3 E E):
[ 1 No others.
& 594 9

[ 1 (name/s):
(575):

[ 1 Redaction. (Name): shall file amended
versions of the document/s sealed above with the following information redacted
(describe):

AEA. (5 7): H oA Eo1H

B8] 78 B S 5 ) F55) ) A F Nk G B):

Notice of request for access. Anyone requesting access to a sealed or redacted
document must file a motion and give notice to all parties, their lawyers of record in
this case, and to the following people, if any (name/s):

FE 83 B, Bol iz A A0 ek §E 8 FFE TS A INE
A F 351 5 E A GARS, T WEAR B T AFEH S ) A E SO 8]

[ ] Denied.
7%= gy,
Ordered.
FHEH AT o
Dated: at a.m./p.m.
g A17] o /2%  Judge/Court Commissioner

BAHE 4 919

Print Judge/Court Commissioner Name
PAY Yl 5191 o) FA 7]

| received a copy of this Order or attended the hearing remotely and have actual notice of this

order. It was explained to me on the record:
2018 of §H ApEe B 1702 HElo] FHor] A £ HY EXE P
Hole 7] 5o gjst Hye v,

4

Signature of Petitioner Print Name Date
Fel 9l A4 o) F(§44 2 7] 9)) &5
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)

Signature of Petitioner/Lawyer WSBA No. Print Name Date
Yl HEAF A WSBA ¥z o]&(FAF=2 7] %) =R
Signature of Respondent Print Name Date
75891 A o) F(§ A2 7] 9)) £
Signature of Respondent’s Lawyer WSBA No. Print Name Date
I F 0] WS AF AT WSBA W& o] F(FAHE 7]9) 5
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	Order on Motion to Redact or Seal
	삭제 또는 봉인 신청에 대한 명령
	1. A motion was made by: 신청인:
	2. A hearing was held on (date)  . These people attended: 심리 진행일(날짜)  . 다음 사람들이 참석했습니다.
	3. The court finds redaction or sealing is: 법원은 삭제 또는 봉인에 대해 다음 결정을 내립니다.
	4. Court order. The motion is: 법원 명령. 신청은:


