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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.

What is an ALPR

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


What is an ALPR



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.”

What is ALPR data



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.”

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) 
• United States v. Yang, 958 F.3d 851, 862 (9th Cir. 2020)
• 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-III (Wash. Ct. App. Div. III Jan. 29, 2026) 

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

The Problem Statement
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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.”

The Problem Statement

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


SB 6002:
• 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);

• Establishes required and prohibited ALPR practices; and

• Establishes remedies for violation of the Act:
• Inadmissibility in court;
• Criminal penalties;
• Private right of action; and
• Consumer Protection Act litigation by the Attorney General.

The Bill

MRSC Insight Blog by 
Harry Boesche: “What 
to Know About the New 
Restrictions on Flock 
and Similar Camera 
Systems”



• Retention Schedule 

• (72 hours vs 7 days vs 14 days vs 21 days vs 30 days)

The Debate
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• Retention Schedule 

• (72 hours vs 7 days vs 14 days vs 21 days vs 30 days)

• Authorized Crimes

• (Felonies only vs Felonies & Gross Misdemeanors)
• Public Records Exemption

• Query other state or federal databases
• Sensitive Locations/Mobile ALPRs
• Parking Enforcement

• Technical and operational impacts

The Debate



The WASPC Letter



The WASPC Rewrite



The Other WASPC Rewrite



• Retention Schedule 

• (72 hours vs 7 days vs 14 days vs 21 days vs 30 days)

• Authorized Crimes

• (Felonies only vs Felonies & Gross Misdemeanors)
• Public Records Exemption

• Query other state or federal databases
• Sensitive Locations/Mobile ALPRs
• Technical and operational impacts

The Debate



• 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

The Implementation



WASPC Survey



WASPC Survey



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.



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?



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?



Immediate Questions to AGO
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?



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?



Immediate Questions to AGO
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.



AGO Response



AGO Response



AGO Response



WASPC Guidance
• 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



WASPC Guidance
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WASPC Guidance
1. 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? 

END



WASPC Guidance

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. 

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

END



WASPC Guidance

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? 

END



WASPC Guidance
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 
6002?

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 

END



WASPC Guidance
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. 

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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
BACK



WASPC Guidance
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.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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 
foodbank. BACK



WASPC Guidance
9. WHAT PERIOD OF TIME DO THE ANNUAL REPORTS ON ALPR 

PRACTICES AND USAGE COVER?

BACK

Data Beginning Data Ending Report Submitted
First Report 11/1/26 10/31/27 12/1/27
Second Report 11/1/27 10/31/28 12/1/28

Executive Summary: WASPC recommends 
annual report dates as follows:



WASPC Guidance
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.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
13. 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.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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 I will get the contracting process started.

BACK



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.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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. 

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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 images of license plates into computer-readable data.

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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. 

BACK



WASPC Guidance
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.

BACK



THE END
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