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What is an ALPR

RCW 10.130.020: "Automated license plate reader system” means a
system, software, or computer algorithm, whether used
independently or in combination with one or more mobile or fixed
automated cameras, that is used to convert images of license plates
into computer-readable data.

An automated license plate reader system excludes automated school
bus safety cameras, speed safety camera systems, and automated
traffic safety camera systems, as defined in RCW 46.63.210, that do
not interface or interact with an automated license plate reader
system for purposes other than those authorized under RCW
46.63.180, 46.63.200, or 46.63.220 through 46.63.260. An automated
license plate reader system excludes photo toll system cameras
authorized under RCW 47.56.795 or 47.46.105.



http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=46.63.210
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=46.63.180
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=46.63.200
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=46.63.220
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=46.63.260
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=47.56.795
http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=47.46.105
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What is ALPR data

RCW 10.130.020: "Automated license plate reader data” means all
data collected by automated license plate reader systems including,
but not limited to, global positioning system coordinates, location,
date and time, speed of travel, photograph, license plate number,
automobile characteristics, or other identifying information.

"Automated license plate reader data" does not include audio or
video recordings generated by a dashboard or body worn camera,
unless such recordings are converted into computer-readable license
plate characters or associated metadata, or are indexed, made
searchable, or analyzed by license plate number, individual, vehicle,
biometric identifier, or other unique identifier for the purpose of
identifying, tracking, or reconstructing an individual's or vehicle's
location.”
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The Problem Statement

SB 6002:

“INTENT. The legislature finds that it plays an important role balancing the
need to ensure public safety and an individual's right to privacy under
both the federal Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution
and the broader protection of individual rights guaranteed by Article I,
section 7 of the Washington state Constitution. The legislature further
finds that the dramatic expansion of surveillance technology across the
country has demonstrated the need to establish sensible guardrails on the
use of surveillance data collected from monitoring the location and travel
of individuals, without a warrant, to ensure its use by law enforcement
and other government agencies must not come into conflict with existing
protections for Washingtonians and ensure that it is not being used for
purposes prohibited under state and federal law.”
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The Problem Statement

WASPC:

1. It is not reasonable to assume that your government-issued license
plate cannot be seen by the general public when you are driving on a

public road.

* United States v. Matthews, 615 F.2d 1279, 1285 (10th Cir. 1980)
* United States v. Ellison, 462 F.3d 557, 561 (6th Cir. 2006)

* United States v. Wilcox, 415 F. App’x 990, 992 (11th Cir. 2011)

e United States v. Yang, 958 F.3d 851, 862 (9th Cir. 2020)
e Schmidt v. City of Norfolk, Civil No. 2:24-cv-00621-MSD-RJK (E.D. Va. Jan. 27, 2026)
(Davis, J.), granting defendants' motion for summary judgment and denying

plaintiffs' motion for summary judgment.
» State v. Simonson, No. 40732-2-11l (Wash. Ct. App. Div. Ill Jan. 29, 2026)

2. The problem is that ALPR data is subject to the Public Records Act.
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The Problem Statement

.’news Search the web ° THE HENRY M. JACKSON SCHOOL OF INTERNATIONAL STUDIES
- . . e CENTER FOR HUMAN RIGHTS
Texas police used nationwide license plate reader TR PR
network to track woman who had self-managed
abortion HOME = ABOUT - ' PROJECTS ~ NEWS+EVENTS - ~ PUBLICATIONS = FUNDING = Hl
Josh Marcus

Thu, May 29, 2025 at 432 p.m. PDT A Add Yahoo on Google ~

e Leaving the Door Wide Open: Flock Surveillance
' N Systems Expose Washington Data to
Immigration Enforcement

ffock safety
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Texas police used nationwide license plate reader network to track woman who had self-managed abortion

A Texas sheriff's office tapped into a nationwide network of tens of thousands

of automatic license plate readers to locate a woman who had a self-managed

abortion, raising alarms from privacy and abortion access advocates.
OCTOBER 21, 2025 o o o
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The Problem Statement

mu About - Our Work - News - Get Involved - Get Help

Washington

NEWS & COMMENTARY >

It’s time to regulate Flock Cameras
and ALPRs, with the Driver Privacy
Act

Common-sense ALPR regulations and protections are
necessary to prevent federal overreach, safeguard our
privacy rights, and protect state sovereignty from outside
actors seeking to do harm to Washingtonians and visitors
to our state.

January 14, 2026

Share this page 0 @ @ -
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The Problem Statement

ICE Package:

“SB 5855 prohibits law enforcement from wearing masks when interacting with the public, protecting communities
from aggressive and warrantless raids, and promoting transparency, accountability, and trust in law enforcement.

SB 6002 establishes reasonable regulations on automatic license plate reader cameras — such as Flock cameras — to
prevent immigration enforcement from using them.

SB 5906 prohibits immigration enforcement from entering schools, daycare centers, hospitals, and other sensitive
locations without a court order, so people can access essential services without fear.

SB 5852 requires employers to notify workers about federal I-9 form audits, protects against retaliation, limits federal
access to employment records, and establishes enforcement mechanisms and penalties to ensure that workers’ rights
are respected.

SB 5876 prohibits people who are not law enforcement officers from making, providing, or possessing badges or other
law enforcement insignias. This legislation would help limit the sale, purchase, and possession of items with law
enforcement insignias on them, ensuring legitimate law enforcement officers are clearly identifiable.

SB 6286 expands the state Department of Health’s authority to issue fines if and when private detention facilities,
including those used as ICE processing centers, prevent the agency from entering their buildings for inspections. The
funds generated from such fines would be used to provide financial assistance to people or families with members who
have been assaulted, killed, or wrongfully detained by ICE.

These bills would bring additional transparency, accountability, and protection from the terror ICE is inflicting on our
communities.”


https://app.leg.wa.gov/BillSummary/?BillNumber=5855&Year=2025&Initiative=false
https://app.leg.wa.gov/BillSummary/?BillNumber=6002&Year=2025&Initiative=false
https://app.leg.wa.gov/BillSummary/?BillNumber=5906&Year=2025&Initiative=false
https://app.leg.wa.gov/billsummary/?BillNumber=5852&Year=2025&Initiative=false
https://app.leg.wa.gov/BillSummary/?BillNumber=5876&Year=2025&Initiative=false
https://app.leg.wa.gov/billsummary?BillNumber=6286&Year=2025&Initiative=False

5 Washington Association of MRSC Insight Blog by
(2% SHERIFFS & Harry Boesche: “What
N POLICE CHIEFS to Know About the New

Restrictions on Flock
The Bill and Similar Camera
SB 6002: Systems”
e Defines ALPRs (any system that is used to convert images of license
plates to computer readable data) and ALPR data (all data collected
by an ALPR);

* Prohibits any agency from using ALPRs unless authorized by, and
consistent with the Act (now codified as Chapter 10.130 RCW);

e Establishes required and prohibited ALPR practices; and

e Establishes remedies for violation of the Act:
* |nadmissibility in court;
Criminal penalties;
*  Private right of action; and
Consumer Protection Act litigation by the Attorney General.
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The Debate

 Retention Schedule

* (72 hours vs 7 days vs 14 days vs 21 days vs 30 days)
2026 Regular Session

In the Senate

Jan7/ Prefiled for introduction.

Jan12 First reading, referred to Law & Justice. (View original bill)

Jan 20 Public hearing in the Senate Committee on Law & Justice at 8:00 AM. (Committee materials)

Jan 22 Executive action taken in the Senate Committee on Law & Justice at 10:30 AM. (Committee materials)
LAW - Majority; 1st substitute bill be substituted, do pass. (View 1st substitute) (Majority report)
Minority; without recommendation. (Minority report)

Jan 23 Passed to Rules Committee for second reading.

Jan 28 Placed on second reading by Rules Committee.

Feb 4 1st substitute bill substituted (LAW 26). (View 1st substitute)
Floor amendment(s) adopted.
Rules suspended. Placed on Third Reading.

(s WD [ - A E Sl YRR LG EY S absent, O; excused, 0. (View 1st engrossed) (View this roll call)
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The Debate

* Retention Schedule
* (72 hours vs 7 days vs 14 days vs 21 days vs 30 days)

e Authorized Crimes

* (Felonies only vs Felonies & Gross Misdemeanors)
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The Debate
* Retention Schedule
* (72 hours vs 7 days vs 14 days vs 21 days vs 30 days)

e Authorized Crimes

* (Felonies only vs Felonies & Gross Misdemeanors)

Public B £ .
—Query-otherstate-orfederal-databases

Censitivel ons/Mobile ALPR
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& Avehicle associated with a Vehicle Prowl 2 (ROW 9A.52.100) - a gross. added prior o the word “immigation” on page 4, Ine 12,

misdemeanor;
B - we
&  fear that
misdemeanor offense (RCW 9A76.170) ~a misdemeanor;
 Avehice associated with Patronizing a Prostitute (ROW 9A88.110) ~a abiltyto
misdemeanor;
B 3 facil hools, places of worship,

courts, and ood banks,or any person seeking the services of the same. We
70A.200.060) - a misdemearor;

already covered with the language n Secton 3 (3: "t s unlawfulfor any agency. o
9.41,050) - a misdemeanor;

Avehicle associated with Negligent Driving 1 (RCW 46.61.5249) —
misdemeanor; or

A vehicle associated with Criminal Trespass 2 (RCW 9A.52.080) ~a

misdemeanor. Furth

States Constitation.”

the ALPR must be terminated or relocated at taxpayer expense.
86002/ HB 2332. od it s 0

Section :
. 2hour
that crimes or missing persons are reported to us more than 72 hours after the fact,

function as well.For example, ALPR data can be used o ocate a person subject 10
an ITA detention or LRA revocation pursuant to Chapter 71.05 RCW. ALPR data has.

into.

custody. Many crimes arertt even discovered unti 72 hours have elapsed. Whether tbe.a

crime type.

responded for a few days, or some ather ircumstance, the 72 hour provision deries an
opportunity fo justice fo 100 many.

used
agency using ALPR. See CIV'1798.90.52 (0

caretaking purposes.

enforcement, or both,inaccordance with RCW 10.93.160.” RCW 10.93.160 sets forth
brief example of that data by case type:

Pagedof 1z
Page3of 1z
Further, this
agency. Additionally,
Furth AL
Finlly,
agency so tha the data s not shared, absent a specfic change made by the
Washington law enforcement agency. (See e
Updates/11:21. reflect the ealities o polcirg, or removed.
25/Stotements:200n20ALPR3202025-11-20,00 and.
hitpss/fw focksofety.com/bioa/ensuring-ocol-complionce) . ”
Section 6: No ssues
Section7:
B The .
7be removed. We have
Sections: I page i
. uses, and
ALPRs. Except i
practice to our members.
. Further,
Nearlyayear Sections:
350, Laws of ud downioad, " This
Attorney years
Generafs e requitements to delete ALPE data.
N, and 3 available throughaa third-party vendor providing ALPR services.” We struggle to
“ i, ) ALPR data

Pagesor1z

Pagesof 1z
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3050 Wilamate Drive NE
Lacoy. WASESTS

Section3:

January 19,2026

The Honorable Senator Yasmin Trudeau
227 o A. Cherberg Buiding

PO Box 40427

Olympia, WA 98504

The Honorable Representative Osman Salahuddin
328 ohn L. O'Brien Bulding
40600

Olympia, WA 98504
RE: Feedback on SB 6002/ HB 2332
DEUVERED VIA EMAIL

epresentative Salahuddin,

. or ~wor We request
the word “manually” be removed from this subsection.

offcer,a major

The WASPC Lette:

Ho
ctions. —a gross misdemeancr;
Avehicle associated with Brandishing a Firearm (RCW 9.41.270) 2 gross
behavor. misdemeanor;
p agross
2 e However, idemesners
(RCW?.68.090) - gross misdemeanor;
we. He 2332
) Theft 3 (chapter 9A.
‘Avehicle associated with a Violation o a Protection Order (RCW 7.105.450) -3
e = Information pursuant to 28 CFR (23).
Arson/Burning 195, Finally, the 72 hour retention period appears to directly conflct with the
172
Burglary 33 include “ata minimum..any export, download, or sharing of ALPR data.” believe,an nh
Child Lurin o demonstration of “full fith and credit” a required by Article 4, Section 1of the United
ourt Order Violation 3 . P Futh
fugitives to
Domestic Violence.
ditional Washington — crimes that could have bee prevented,
about whether P
bery
hooting
e used 10 enforce another state’s laws against abortion. WASPC has
become euidence in specifc crimina or civilaction.
heft
AVERAGE ACROSS ALL CASE TYPES | 18.9 g records and chie, a
i person, e,
we
A72-hour recommend that thisLanguage be removed. of-
wasp Section s: .
s agencies "authorized tocollect ALPR data under section 3 of this act” Some of our aw
Wihatisthe.

retention pursuant to Tie 28 CFR (23).

policy.

case, we request that the quoted language above be removed. I that s notthe.

inclusion ofthis provision. Allowing ALPR data o be accessible to any person or entty

) enabling
$affto other, more meaningful tsks. Thank you.

vendors.

otherwise allowing access to Washinglon ALPR da

we

n thisltter. Furthe

2332 that we support very much

for
safety.” Governor Newsons full veto message can be found here:
atters,
with ot ofstate crmes,
her than the 72 hour
inother
states Similaly, s
s Pacegof 12
recover their 3
be provided here. "
Section 13:
health,orsafety,or
information clause is ot appropriate,and Section 13 should be removed.

Respectiully submitted,

\W\\\\@\M«/\,

other confidential
and not subjectto discosure.
James McMahan
. Poliy Director
yports, tc)
G Senste Low & kitice Committee
House Community Safety Commttee
agencies Other Notes/Reflections:
. Wask
for AlPR data

6002/HB2332. Rather, we read Section 5 (1)(b)to specifcally permit warrantless

Indecent Exposure (RCW 9A.88.010), Neglgent Driving 1 (RCW 46.61.5249),or Crminal
Trespass 2 (RCW 9A.52.080). Further, the penaltiessetforthin Section 11 would also be:

ircumstances, we object to such provisionfs).

Indeed, see
offende for hitps:/fedn prod website:
We request that Section 11 be removed.
201etter5200f36205upport36207.3.25 docx
Section 12:
H ¢for %
Page 100112 Page 110112 Page 120f12
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The WASPC Rewrite

ce, departnent,
d license plate re: stem excludes automated

cameras systems suthorized

163.220 through 46.63.260 and phot

ed under KCH 47.56.7
, local housing auth

¢ s o a2 defined in RCH 43.17.420.
7) "Law enforcement agency” has the same meaning as in ROW

STRIKE EVERYTHING AFTER THE ENACTING CLAUSE AND INSERT THE
FOLLONING

VG SECTION. Sec. 1. INTENT. The legi finds th rxed sy S i ekl
stomat " sder system iea1 pub i Sesupl sty -
tool for law enforcenent to identify and locate those who violate e oo vt
the Lo, exeuly e tnnocent, and to hold government accountable.
b) Date and time of acce
d for abuse and ot i
41 Specitic pury esaing or querying the automated
£ the tnited
i ) Ensure proper recordkeeping of automated license plate
3) "Audit trail data® means all forns of data collected or , . )
" etain the public = pesdseiem e
R W A 2 iy 4) Prohibit the placemant o use of automated 1icense plate
e R bt e ader systens to target or track any person or vehi 4 solel
1 I i b it et e . n the basis of race, religion, immigration, citizenship status,
coordinate ation, date and time, speed of tr hotograph DRAFT MARKUP £555 500
described in sing schoola, place License
ceader systems to track lavful activit retained more than 30 days;
Scates Constitutton, federal law, the Wa )y pe or cotnetdent with the implementation of an
st m after the effective date of
susherity @ its sutemsted license plate
Lo enforcement agency, as those terms are defined in RCH 10,93.020, v Be interpreted to require or allew a law enforcenen prohtoiced from making any %o an autemated license place e - S aneessiann -
ichout an individuslized review and approval by the chief law st or disclose automated license plate reader data or seader systen, including but not %o software updates that
thei designes to ens equeat may o pernissions, without the knowledge or explic NES SECTION. See. 7. Sections 1 through 6 of this ac
0 sestor £s a law enfox ) plate reader o exenpe consent o otk new cRApESE NP EEETE L0 AW
egitimate criminal justs minity carstaking pucpose: subsection applies retroactively and spectfi vy to prevent any sharing of S5 . ey i
violation of RCH 10.93.160; that is not completed as of the sffective date s act. othing Ehiat At aovermiant ane e tions, ang take
et , reproductive health in this subsection shall be interpreted to prohibit the inspecti PELICATION OF THE CONSUMER AT
are, or reproductive services in violation of Chapter 193, dtsciosure of autorate ) erder data included in an nds that the practices
3 oS
. 235 and fricial investigation or case file tha ¢ otherwise crenpt tally affecting the publt
h) Ensure that a positive match by an automated license plate 4) Bxcept as othervise provided for in law or pursusnt ¢ chapter 19.86 RCH. A viclation of this chapter is not reasonsble in
ader systen alone doea itute probable cause, and require ct orer, a law enforceent agency that cperates an automsted n of bustness and £s a
that an officer visy onfims t ive mateh by an automated Liconse place reador syster 1a pronibited from selling, leasing, e and an unfair method
License plate reader with the vehicle prior to detaining the nting, ervise sharing or providin e consuner protestion act,
hicle; License £ data to a person, agency, or entity that
Ensure that any automsted 1icense plate reader " o e Washington peace officer, limited authority h
hared with a transy ncy or an entity for bona fid Washington peace officer, general authority Hashington law 19.86.010,
earch as defined in RO §2.48.010 only contains de-identified forcenent agency, or limited authority Washington law enforceme this act,
‘ S DRAFT MARKUP £555 500 .
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6002-5.E AMH BURN H3778.1

ESSB 6002 - H AMD 70 H A 3748.3/26] 2189
By Representative Burn
OUT OF ORDER 03/05/2026
Beginnir pag , strike all mate: t
"immediately." on page and insert the following:
"NEM SECTION, Sec. 1. INTENT. The legislature finds that 2

‘ element of policing is locating vehicles of interest in
5 support of law enforcement's public safety mission. The legislat
6 further finds that automated license plate reader systems play
7 increasingly important e fety by enhancine

8 productivity, effectiveness, aw enforcement of

9 The legislature intends to enforcement agencie
10 guidelines on the prop of au license plate
11 systems and d data.
12 Sec. 2.  DEFINITIONS. The defin:
3 section apply throughout this chapter unl. the
14 requires otherwise.
1 (1) “Automated license plate reader data" means data
16 llected or generated by automated license plate
17 including, but not linited to, glebal positioning system coordinates,
18 location, date and time, speed of travel, photograph, license plate
19 number, and automobile characteristics.
(2) “Automated license pl sader system” mea
software, or computer algorithm, whether used independently

combination with one or mor

is used to convert

images of
data. An automated license

use

train all
1s of

£he: sgen o same meaning

plate

systen. A enforcement agency hat authorized use
ve and refresher training to remain in compliance wit
this c 3 policie regulations on the use of automate
nse plate reader systems and the distzibution and ref
associated data 7R798a
(4) Prior to initiation of any action from an automated
plate reader alert, forcenent agency officer shall
1f the officer has suspicion or px:
action by:
(2) Visually verifying that the vehicle plate number matches the
and state run by the automated nse plate re
ding the characters of the license plate and the state
rming the source of the automated 1i
rd and who acquired the data
) Giving consideretion to the age and source of the alert and,

if possible, verifying the status.
Whe:
authorized

law e is take:

nse

plate

record the including manua

patrol or ing enforcem ce,
related to serious crimes

(6) Watch lists and hot lists may be ed manually if a
authorized user enters a specific plate into the automated lice
plate reader eystem in order to be notified when that plate i
located. The reason for the manual update must be documented. The
authorized user shall s the manual entry

™ ches of

automat. reader data must be conduct

es and procedures. An authorized

document the reason for each search of historical data.

NEW S AND RETENTTON.

TON.  Sec.

DATA ACQUISTTION, SHARING,

Automated license plate reader data may be collected from
authorized public and private sources only for the inten awfu
cment agency.
plate reader data may be rel

timate pu

reader da

with a

3) automa

Sharing of plate among  law

enforcement agenci dance established

menorandum such memoranduns of understanding
exist.
(4) Any dissemination of automated lic > reader data must
be logged by a 4 user with detail request and the
cceiving the data, when applicable
e plate reader data may be retained and
serves a clear or investigative
purpose,  in with  appl icies, and
regulations
(6) If there is no longer a clear gative, or
evidentiar rpose retention, au .
a must be purged in e with and
regulatior
(7) Autemated S is categorically exempt
under  chapte Thi
and  specif
automated license plate data
that is the effective date cf
shall be interpreted to
automated license plate

1 investiga or case fil
ectior gisclosure under
SECTION. Sec. 5. AUDITING. A law enforcement agency
an automated 1i plate reader system shall
views of access and automate s ate reader
that data accessed and used

appropriatel

(1) pata the

augits

to verify

cour

security

license plate

completeness, and security of the agency's automated

reader data;

(2) Review of system ess logs to monitor
automated license plate reader data, when, and for what purpose;
(3) Continued compliance with applicable laws, regulations,

internal pol the use of license
4 -377

NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. OEERATION. (1) The automated license plate
reader system and ass data are the erty of the la

enforcenent
2 A

the system.

that operat.

Plate reac

establish

Law operates an auto ense
kes place prior to any
of an automated license plat systen

is entered into the system;

(b) Designate an employee or employees with administrat
oversight for the eystem's deployment and of

(c) Establish proto storage, and

n mated license sociated medis

Closely safeguard automated ader using

both procedural and technol

{e) Establish protocols and document automated
license plate reader system reads and alerts that are acted on in the
field or associated with investigations or prosecutions;
protocols to ensure the security, qrity, and
entered, capt red, or retained by the
thermeuigke readsr aysteuy
(g) Ensure the prog clection and training of personne
b acc the autem
an adequate number of t

Develop policie

guidelines

quidetines;
historical within the agency's automated license B ZLLON. Sec. 6. Sections of this act

e Rev/RR:

ode Rev/RR:

provide la
automated

cer, prior
determine i
e to take a

hot lists may

retentio
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The Debate
* Retention Schedule
* (72 hours vs 7 days vs 14 days vs 21 days vs 30 days)

e Authorized Crimes

* (Felonies only vs Felonies & Gross Misdemeanors)

Public B £ .
—Query-otherstate-orfederal-databases

Censitivel ons/Mobile ALPR
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The Implementation

* Timeline:
* Jan 12, 2026 — SB 6002 Introduced
 March 10, 2026 — SB 6002 Passed
* March 30, 2026 — SB 6002 Signed & Effective
* July 1, 2027 — AGO Model Policy Due
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WASPC Survey

Non-Duplicate Reports
Answers 54

Has your agency operated an ALPR system in the previous 6 months?
Yes 43 80%
No 11 20%

What kind of ALPR system does/did your agency operate? Select all that apply.

Fixed 26 B60%
Fixed and Mobile 12 28%
Maohile 5 12%

Which ALPR vendor or vendors do you contract with?
*Some agencies maintain multiple contracts for ALPRs. This list shows the number of

contracts each ALPR provider maintains in the respondant group.

Axon 15
Flock 37
Verkada 2
Tannery Creek (Parking) 1
Vigilant (Parking) 1
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WASPC Survey

Did your agency cease ALPR operations after the passage of SB 60027

Yes 16 37%
Yes - Partial 9 21%
Mo 18 42%

Does your agency intend to begin or resume operation of your ALPR system in the next 6 months?
Yes 31 27%
Unclear 15 28%
No 8 15%
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Immediate Questions to AGO

1. Interpreting 180 days for ALPR system registration
Section 3 (5) says "An agency that intends to use, or currently uses an automated
license plate reader system as of the effective date of this section and intends to
continue using the system, shall register it with the office of the attorney general
on forms approved by the office for that purpose within 180 days of the effective

date of this section."

* Agencies that use or intend to use ALPRs can only register with forms that are approved by the AGO
within 180 days of March 30, 2026, and any form approved by the AGO after 180 days from March
30, 2026 cannot be used; or

* Agencies that use or intend to use ALPRs who do not register with the AGO within 180 days of March
20, 2026 are forever prohibited from using ALPRs; or

* Agencies that use or intend to use ALPRs must register on forms that are approved by the AGO and
the AGO has 180 days from March 20, 2026 to develop and approve said forms; or

* Agencies that use or intend to use ALPRs must register on forms that are approved by the AGO and
agencies must register within 180 days of March 30, 2026, or within 180 days of using ALPRs,
whichever occurs later, and the AGO has no deadline on when the forms need to be published.

Do you all have any interpretation on this sentence that you might be able to
share with us? Our folks want to make sure they know how this sentence is
being interpreted so they can be in compliance with the law.
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Immediate Questions to AGO

2. Expectation on approving registration forms
Building on the prior question, when does the AGO expect to have the forms approved
for agencies to being registering their ALPR systems?




Washington Association of

%  POLIGE CHIEFS

Immediate Questions to AGO

3. Privately held ALPR data

Section 5 (4) says "An agency may obtain privately held automated license plate
reader data only pursuant to a valid, court-issued, probable cause warrant."

Does the AGO have any preliminary guidance on how to interpret "obtain" in context
of this language? Setting aside the clear 1st Amendment issues with this subsection,
given the definition of ALPR data and ALPR system in Section 2, it appears that there
could be a wide variety of implications. For example:

* Does this language only prohibit an agency from allowing information sharing
from privately held ALPR data directly into the agency's ALPR system?

* Does this language also prohibit a person reporting a crime from voluntarily
providing privately held ALPR data as evidence of the alleged crime?

* Does this language also require law enforcement agencies to establish some
sort of screening/vetting procedure anytime a photograph or other similar
information (think Ring cameras, CCTV footage or screenshots, etc) is offered
as evidence to ensure that the photograph, for example, was not previously
used to general computer-readable data?
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4. Immediate/surrounding/adjacent/primarily/exclusively

Section 3 (4)(a) says "It is unlawful for any agency to collect automated license plate
reader data on the premises or immediate surroundings or access to or from facilities
that provide..." Further, Section 3 (4)(b) says "For the purposes of this subsection,
"facilities" includes only the building or buildings used for the purposes described in (a)
of this subsection and any immediately adjacent parking lots that are primarily or
exclusively used for the purposes described in (a) of this subsection."

The phrase "immediate surroundings"” does seem to get a bit tricky, and we're
interpreting it, in this context to mean that we cannot place or operate ALPRs in an area
that is either on the premises of any building or its attached parking lot, or in an area
that records ingress/egress from that building, or in the areas that are directly around
that building, if that building is used to provide gender affirming treatment,
reproductive health care services, any action or proceeding concerning immigration, or
is an elementary or secondary school, a place of worship, a court, or a foodbank.

Does the AGO agree, at least until an AGO Model Policy is published, that this is a
reasonable way to interpret these words and this phrase?
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Immediate Questions to AGO

5. Facilities vs premises

Building on the prior question, Section 3 (4) uses the term "premises" and "facilities"
but only defines the term "facilities."

Does that AGO agree, at least until an AGO Model Policy is published, that it is
reasonable to interpret "premises" to be synonymous with "facilities" or does the AGO
think that the two terms have different meanings in this context? If the AGO thinks that
these two terms have different meanings in this context, how would the AGO define the
meaning of "premises" in this context?
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6. Timing of AGO Model Policy

SB 6002 requires the AGO Model Policy to be published no later than July 1, 2027. Does
the AGO expect to publish the model policy prior to that deadline, or should we not
expect publication until July of 2027.

Similarly, when does the AGO expect to begin work on the model policy, and how does
the AGO intend to go about developing the model policy? Clearly WASPC and our
membership have a strong interest in the policy and would like to be involved in that
process as much as the AGO will have us.
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AGO Response

Hi James,

Greal to hear from you! It's been awhile. Thank you for reaching out on the ALPR bill. The AGO's Policy
Division will be taking the lead on drafting the guidance. For the time being | can be your main point of
contact on it, but when that changes, I'll let you know.

We are planning on doing significant stakeholdering to ensure that the model guidance is useful,
responsive, and operational. WASPC and your members will be critical stakeholders in that effort. At this
point, the publishing date of July 1, 2027, as you mentioned, is our target. That said, we will begin
meeting with stakeholders, hopefully by the end of this manth or early next month. Again, WASPC will be
at the top of our list for stakeholders to meet with. We'll be in touch soon.

Thanks,

Enoka

N Enoka Herat
Policy Director
Office of Washington State Attorney General Nick Brown

800 Fifth Ave | Suite 2000 | Seattle | WA | 98104
Phone: (206) 389-2150 | E-mail: Enoka.Herat@atg.wa.gov

Preferred Pronouns: She/Her/Hers
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AGO Response

Hi Enoka,

Thank you for getting back to me. We certainly look forward to working with you all on the model policy.
Do you all have any guidance you can share on the first 4 questions | posed? Our members see these
interpretations as key to what decisions they make today and don't feel they can wait until the model

policy gets published.

-lames

James McMahan, Policy Director
WA Association of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs
360.486.2380 | james@waspc.org
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AGO Response

Al this point, we are not able to offer anything. But it's good for us to know that those are your priority
questions.

Thanks,

Enoka

i Enoka Herat
Policy Director
Office of Washington State Attorney General Nick Brown

800 Fifth Ave | Suite 2000 | Seattle | WA | 98104
Phone: (206) 389-2150 | E-mail: Enoka.Herat@atg.wa.gov

Preferred Pronouns: She/Her/Hers
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* WASPC Technology Committee Project

* Sheriffs, Police Chiefs, Law Enforcement Agency SMEs,
Legal Advisors, Flock, & Axon

* Published May 29, 2026

* Available at waspc.org > LE Resources > ALPR Resources
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ALPR Interim Guidance
May 29, 2026

DISCLAIMER: Nothing in this document should be considered legal
advice. Seek legal advice from your legal advisor.

About this Document

This document was developed by the WASPC Technology Committee in response to the
enactment of SBE 6002. This document is intended to be a resource for agencies until July 1,
2027 when the AGO Model Policy is released.

This document follows the initial guidance sent by WASPC to its members in an April &,
2026 Get The Word Out titled “SE 6002 (ALPR).”
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Introduction

SB 6002 i1s a complex piece of legislation that raises a significant number of practical
questions, with significant legal implications, including criminal and civil liability for law
enforcement officers and agencies as well as admissibility (including fruit of the poisonous
tree) issues.

With such uncertainty, WASPC believes that it is reasonable for an agency to decide to
suspend all ALPR usage. Similarly, given that ALPRs are such a powerful public safety tool,
Itis reasonable for an agency to decide to use/continue to use ALPRs. It is important to
note that SBE 6002 impacts non-ALPR agencies as well.

Given the risks created by SE 6002, it is WASPC’s opinion that Washington law
enforcement agencies operating ALPRs interpret provisions of SB 6002 as uniformly as
practicable.
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When did SB 6002 take effect?

2. When will the Attorney General’s office begin working on the model
policy?

3. When does the Attorney General expect to publish the model
policy?

4. When must agencies register their ALPR with the Attorney General’s
office?

5. How should agencies proactively notify the Attorney General’s office
of ALPR use/intended use?

6. What are facilities that provide protected health care, as described in
chapter 7.115 RCW, or at facilities conducting an immigration matter
as defined in RCW 19.154.020, elementary and secondary schools,
places of worship, courts, or food banks?
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7. How to identify facilities that provide protected health care, as
described in chapter 7.115 RCW, or at facilities conducting an
immigration matter as defined in RCW 19.154.020, elementary and
secondary schools, places of worship, courts, or food banks.

7 «/ )

8. How should the terms like “immediate” “surrounding” “adjacent”

“orimarily” “exclusively” and “premises” be defined?

9. What period of time do the annual reports on ALPR practices and
usage cover?

10. How are offense types categorized and articulated in the ALPR
software?
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11. Can a Washington law enforcement agency that uses ALPRs share
ALPR data with another entity that is not a Washington law
enforcement agency?

12. Can a Washington law enforcement agency that uses ALPRs share
ALPR data with another Washington law enforcement agency that
does not use ALPRs?

13. Should civilian staff be allowed to access ALPR data?

14. Should law enforcement volunteers be allowed to access ALPR data?

15. Can ALPR systems ping against WACIC?
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16. Is it lawful for an agency to use ALPR for vehicles from out of state
offenses?

17. Is it lawful to test ALPR systems/data and/or train personnel on the
proper use of an ALPR system without violating the provisions of SB
60027

18. What does it mean for an agency to obtain privately held ALPR data?

19. How should an agency maintain “all records of actions in which
automatic license plate reader data is exported, downloaded, or
shared?”

20. Transparency portal suggestions
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1. WHEN DID SB 6002 TAKE EFFECT?

March 30, 2026

2. WHEN WILL THE ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE BEGIN WORKING
ON THE MODEL POLICY?

The Attorney General’s Office informed WASPC that it intends to
begin work on the Model Policy in late April/early May and will reach
out to WASPC as a stakeholder in that process.

3. WHEN DOES THE ATTORNEY GENERAL EXPECT TO PUBLISH THE
MODEL POLICY?

The Attorney General’s Office informed WASPC that it intends to
publish the Model Policy on July 1, 2027.
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4. WHEN MUST AGENCIES REGISTER THEIR ALPR WITH THE ATTORNEY
GENERAL'S OFFICE?

Executive Summary: WASPC recommends that every agency, as that
term is defined in SB 6002, send a letter to the Attorney General’s
Office on or about Tuesday, June 30, 2026, formally notifying the
Attorney General that the agency uses or intends to use ALPRs.
WASPC recommends that every agency submit such notification to
the Attorney General’s Office whether the agency currently uses or
intends to use ALPRs or not. WASPC has provided a template for
agency letters to the Attorney General for this purpose.

5. HOW SHOULD AGENCIES PROACTIVELY NOTIFY THE ATTORNEY
GENERAL'S OFFICE OF ALPR USE/INTENDED USE?

WASPC-provided letter template
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6. WHAT ARE FACILITIES THAT PROVIDE PROTECTED HEALTH CARE, AS
DESCRIBED IN CHAPTER 7.115 RCW, OR AT FACILITIES CONDUCTING
AN IMMIGRATION MATTER AS DEFINED IN RCW 19.154.020,
ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS, PLACES OF WORSHIP,

COURTS, OR FOOD BANKS?

Executive Summary: SB 6002 defines “facilities that provide protected
health care” and “facilities conducting an immigration matter.” WASPC
recommends that “elementary and secondary school” be defined consistent
with the premises upon which dangerous weapons are prohibited pursuant
to RCW 9.41.280; “places of worship” for purposes of SB 6002 according to
its commonly used and understood meaning: a location primarily used for
persons to regularly assemble for religious worship and which is maintained
or controlled by a religious organization; “courts” be defined as that term is
defined in RCW 2.28.300; and “food banks” for purposes of SB 6002 as the
term “distributing organization” is defined in RCW 69.80.020.
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7. HOW TO IDENTIFY FACILITIES THAT PROVIDE PROTECTED HEALTH
CARE, AS DESCRIBED IN CHAPTER 7.115 RCW, OR AT FACILITIES
CONDUCTING AN IMMIGRATION MATTER AS DEFINED IN RCW
19.154.020, ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS, PLACES OF
WORSHIP, COURTS, OR FOOD BANKS.

Executive Summary: For fixed ALPR cameras, WASPC recommends
that agencies conduct site specific due diligence to ensure that data
collection does not occur too close to a sensitive place. For
mobile/vehicle mounted ALPRs, the issue becomes significantly
more complicated.
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8. HOW SHOULD THE TERMS LIKE “IMMEDIATE” “SURROUNDING”
“ADJACENT” “PRIMARILY” “EXCLUSIVELY” AND “PREMISES” BE
DEFINED?

Executive Summary: WASPC recommends that agencies apply the
ordinary meaning of these words. However, “premises” and
“facilities” should not be interpreted synonymously.

Practically speaking, WASPC recommends that agencies interpret this
provision to mean that we cannot place or operate ALPRs in an area
that is either on the premises of any building or its attached parking
lot, or in an area that records ingress/egress from that building, or in
the areas that are directly around that building, if that building is
used to provide gender affirming treatment, reproductive health care
services, any action or proceeding concerning immigration, or is an
elementary or secondary school, a place of worship, a court, or a
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9. WHAT PERIOD OF TIME DO THE ANNUAL REPORTS ON ALPR
PRACTICES AND USAGE COVER?

Executive Summary: WASPC recommends
annual report dates as follows:

| pataBeginning_| Data Ending___| Report Submitted

11/1/26 10/31/27 12/1/27
Second Report 11/1/27 10/31/28 12/1/28
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10. HOW ARE OFFENSE TYPES CATEGORIZED AND ARTICULATED IN THE
ALPR SOFTWARE?

Executive Summary: WASPC recommends that agencies require the
specific criminal offense — by RCW title, chapter, and section, and
offense name (ex. “RCW 9A.52.025 — residential burglary”— when
officers document the offense type for their ALPR use.
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11. CAN A WASHINGTON LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY THAT USES
ALPRS SHARE ALPR DATA WITH ANOTHER ENTITY THAT IS NOT A
WASHINGTON LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY?

Executive Summary: WASPC interprets SB 6002 to allow an agency
authorized to use ALPRs under SB 6002 to allow direct access to any
Washington law enforcement agency also authorized to use ALPRs
under SB 6002. WASPC interprets SB 6002 to prohibit sharing ALPR
data with any entity not authorized to use ALPRs pursuant to SB
6002, though WASPC believes agencies may share specific,
actionable, and timely ALPR data with another law enforcement
agency necessary to locate a specific vehicle for legitimate public
safety purposes not prohibited under Washington law.
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12. CAN A WASHINGTON LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY THAT USES
ALPRS SHARE ALPR DATA WITH ANOTHER WASHINGTON LAW
ENFORCEMENT AGENCY THAT DOES NOT USE ALPRS?

SB 6002, in this regard, only distinguishes between agencies
authorized to use ALPRs and agencies not authorized to use ALPRs.
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SHOULD CIVILIAN STAFF BE ALLOWED TO ACCESS ALPR DATA?

Executive Summary: WASPC recommends that agencies have a
specific policy requiring that an officer has made an individualized
determination that a license plate or vehicle description is relevant
and material to an investigation for which ALPRs are authorized, and
that determination is documented. Once an officer has made such
determination, the data entry or query may be performed by an
officer or civilian employee, provided that the officer or employee
has been properly trained and approved to use the system.
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14. SHOULD LAW ENFORCEMENT VOLUNTEERS BE ALLOWED TO ACCESS
ALPR DATA?

No. SB 5974 — also enacted during the 2026 legislative session —
specifically prohibits city and county law enforcement agencies from
using surveillance technologies except fixed cameras within the
police station or Sheriff’s Office. Further, this same bill prohibits
volunteers from sharing information from law enforcement
databases with any party other than the Chief/Sheriff or the
designated volunteer supervisor.
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15. CAN ALPR SYSTEMS PING AGAINST WACIC?

WSP: Many agencies have existing ALPR agreements with the Washington State
Patrol to receive extracts from NCIC and WACIC for use in their ALPR systems.
The WACIC extract is still available via SFTP, the NCIC extract is not available at
this time due to comingled data with prohibited files. We have asked the FBI to
create an extract specific to those files allowed by law, unfortunately NCIC is
under a change freeze as NCIC is migrated to a cloud environment. Once that is
complete, we will approach the FBI again with this ask.

Agencies with ALPR agreements may continue to pick up the WACIC extract
from the SFTP site, we will be reaching out with an updated MOU that reflects
this new language in the near future.

Agencies who do not have ALPR agreements but would like to get one can send
their request to me and | will get the contracting process started.



4O Washington Association of
()P SHERIFFS &
v POLICE CHIEFS

WASPC Guidance

16. IS IT LAWFUL FOR AN AGENCY TO USE ALPR FOR VEHICLES FROM
OUT OF STATE OFFENSES?

Executive Summary: WASPC recommends that, except in limited
circumstances, agencies not regularly enter license plates or vehicle
characteristics for out of state offenses into a state or local ALPR
database (hotlist). WASPC does find it appropriate for agencies to
perform searches of their ALPR systems for vehicles or vehicle
characteristics for out of state offenses.
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17. IS IT LAWFUL TO TEST ALPR SYSTEMS/DATA AND/OR TRAIN
PERSONNEL ON THE PROPER USE OF AN ALPR SYSTEM WITHOUT

VIOLATING THE PROVISIONS OF SB 6002?

Executive Summary: Yes, though certain practices should be followed
when testing and training or undergoing maintenance.
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18. WHAT DOES IT MEAN FOR AN AGENCY TO OBTAIN PRIVATELY HELD
ALPR DATA?

Executive Summary: WASPC takes the interpretation that agencies
cannot allow private entities to share their ALPR data directly into the
agency’s ALPR system, nor can agencies solicit a private entity to
provide ALPR data to the agency — whether on an ongoing or case-by-
case basis. When an agency comes into unsolicited possession of
privately held ALPR data, WASPC recommends that the agency seek a
warrant (nunc pro tunc) prior to analyzing or otherwise acting on the
data.

WASPC does not interpret Section 5(4) to require agencies to screen
or vet a photograph or similar information offered as evidence to
ensure that the photograph or similar information was used to

convert imaies of license Elates into comiuter—readable data.
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19. HOW SHOULD AN AGENCY MAINTAIN “ALL RECORDS OF ACTIONS IN
WHICH AUTOMATIC LICENSE PLATE READER DATA IS EXPORTED,
DOWNLOADED, OR SHARED?”

WASPC recommends that agencies collectively insist that ALPR
vendors develop and implement this functionality within their
respective platforms. It is neither reasonable nor practical to develop

this capability on an agency by agency basis.
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20. TRANSPARENCY PORTAL SUGGESTIONS

Executive Summary: WASPC recommends that agencies take more
than minimal steps to promote public awareness of the use and
benefits of ALPRs. WASPC recommends that agencies establish and
maintain a dedicated page on the agency’s website that contains the
agency’s ALPR policy and plain language explanation of the agency’s
ALPR uses. This page should contain clear disclosures about what
ALPRs are not used for, as well as a regularly updated list of examples
of how ALPRs are used to provide for public safety in the community.
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