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Business Advisory Services
from First Bank

Firsi Bank’s Business Advisory Depaiiment
specializes in Lhe business planning needs of
closely -held business owners. "I'hese husiness
specialists can he of pariivalar assistance when
vour clients face the question of the ultimale
disposition and successful continuatinn of
their business.

Staffed with individuals whose financial
knowledge is maiched with solid business
experience, the Business Advisory Department
can assist vou and vour clicnis in answuring
quest ions such as:
® Whai special provisions should the estate

plan of a closely -held bhusiness owner inclucle?
® What steps should be 1aken 10 assure
responsible management of his husiness
alter his death?
® What is the value of a closelyv-held husiness
as a going concern?

@ur Business Advisory specialists are
experienced in working with atiornexs in
situations like these. and can contribute signifi-
cant business and trust experience. You will

find that First Bank is one of the few banks m
the nation. and the only one in the Northwest,
with a department specializing in these kinds
of business concerns.

For more informaition send for a free copy of
“Business Adyisory Services from First Bank.”

Business Advisory Services

Another Asset Management Service from First Bank.
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Professional Liability Insurance

$1,000,000.00 EACH OCCURRENCE

No Aggregate Limit—Limit is per claim
Optional Limits—$100,000 to $5,000,000

Per Lawyer (1,000 deductible)
Law Clerks, Investigators, etc.

$131.00
$53.00

(clerical no charge)

e SPECIAL POLICIES FOR:
S.B G, COV.ERAGE
LARGE LAW FIRMS
LARGER DEDUCTIBLES
UNUSUAL EXPOSURES

e CONTINUATION OF COVERAGE — Covers
incidents which may result in claims after
policy expires if company is notified prior to
expiration

SETTLEMENT MUST HAVE YOUR CON-
SENT

PERSONAL INJURY INCLUDED — Libel,
slander, false arrest, etc.

CLAIMS EXPENSE — Paid in addition to
limits of liability (except for S.E.C. matters)

PRIOR ACTS COVERAGE — On ‘“Claims

Made’' basis
e RIGHT TO EXTEND — Member can extend
coverage for prior acts for 2 years if policy is e
cancelled or not renewed

BROAD COVERAGE — Covers you and your
employees as a lawyer or notary world-wide

e The Carrier: American Bankers Insurance Co. of Florida
Rated by Best’s A+AAAAA

e Plan sponsored or recommended by:
NEW YORK STATE BAR
STATE BAR OF TEXAS
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BAR
MISSISSIPPI STATE BAR

SAN FRANCISCO BAR
NEBRASKA STATE BAR
OHIO STATE BAR
PENNSYLVANIA STATE BAR

Quinan-Pickering, Inc. e Brokers Since 1938

P.O. BOX 3875 e SEATTLE, WN. 98124 e (206) 622-4260
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Teamwork.
Abetter way
to manage
your investments.

That's why we have a group of specialists  Your portfolio receives the careful
who know stocks, bonds, business, real estate.  attention it needs to build principal and
People who understand splits, warrants, increase income. And that iets you
options, capital gains, etc. When you name  get back to your job, knowing our trust
us trustee you gain a trust officer backed  team is working to protect and build
by this kind of investment know-how.  your estate.

Wed like to be your bank.

TRUST DiVISION
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We’ll cover you even

though your policy is
no longer in effect.

It's all part of Marsh & McLennan's Affiliated FM *"Occurrence
Form' Professional Liability Policy. Even if you should

cancel yourinsurance, we'll still cover you for the time you
were insured.

And because you're a member of the Washington State Bar
Association, you qualify. Just $155 a year will give you,
individually, a million dollars worth of liahility coverage.

That's a small price to protect your practice.

For more information, call us toll free at {800) 552-7200 or locally, 223-1240.

Marsh &McLennan,Inc.
The Knowledge Broker

800 Norton Building, Seattie, WA 98104

Affiliated FM Insurance Company
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Bar Office Special

This issue of the Bar News has been graciously
taken over and produced by the efforts of the Bar
Office personnel, rather than your usual editor.
The purpose is to provide to you, the membership,
a special issue which covers the annual meeting
and convention.

While [ greatly appreciate the volunteered re-
lief from the work in producing this particular
issue, I am certain that it has created innumerable
headaches for Wayne Wilson and Nicki Primrose,
from the Bar Office, who have taken on this singu-
lar project. Their efforts in producing this particu-
lar issue have consumed the greater part of three
weeks from both of them, and I have great em-
pathy for the problems they have successfully
met.

I commend Wayne and Nicki on the good job
they have done, and in October the Bar News will
return to its usual expressions of private opinions
and exercise of free-press rights.

Medical Malpractice Insurance Proposal

In the previous issue, it was noted that the
Board of Governors participated with a group of
doctors in an effort to discuss and resolve the
current medical malpractice crisis. The doctors
are reviewing a particular program known as the
*‘Indiana plan,”” and it is likely that a similar
program may be effected by the doctors in this
state in the near future.

The Indiana plan does not require a doctor to
carry private malpractice insurance. However,
those doctors who do carry insurance have a pol-
icy with $100,000 limits. The next $400,000 on
any claim is paid froma fund called the ‘‘Medical
Malpractice Disaster Fund.’’ This Fund is sup-
ported by payments made directly by the doctors,
and it will continue to be supported at a certain
rate until the Fund contains $5,000,000, at which
the required contribution will be reduced at a
supporting level.

A prerequisite to suit on any claim is presenta-
tion to a Medical Board comprised of four doctors
and one attorney, the attorney having no vote. The
Board makes findings, and arrives at a decision of
‘‘probable’’ malpractice by the defendant doctor.

Editor’s Notes

If a party is unsatisfied with the findings of the
Board, the matter can then be taken to court. The
findings of the Board are admissable in trial by
either side. Board members may testify, and also
they can be required to testify at a trial.

There is a limitation on the contingent fee al-
lowed to the attorneys. On recoveries less than
$100,000 the fee need only be reasonable and is
fixed by the court. If the recovery is cver
$100,000, the fee is limited to 1S percent on the
amounts over $100,000.

The attorneys fee is added on to the verdict,
though the $500,000 maximum includes the
amounts allowed as attorneys fees.

Like the legal malpractice insurance plan pre-
viously reported, as is in effect in British Colum-
bia, a partially self-insured program, the pre-
miums paid by the doctors for the Indiana plan are
substantially lower than those being charged by
the insurance companies.

The Indiana plan presents an interesting solu-
tion to the current medical malpractice crisis. If
attorneys see potential problems or objections to
the plan, they should contact their local Board of
Governor member or forward their comments to
the Bar Association.

Convention

Seek out the members of the Editorial Advisory
Board or the editor at the convention and discuss
your opinions of content, layout, and advertising
for the future year. Ideas for articles and sources
of material will be greatly appreciated.

Edward Huneke
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You didn’t
go through law
school to become a
bookkeeper.

Day-to-day money management involves a lot
of detail and paperwork. We know. At
Rainier National Bank we've been helping
busy people manage their investment holdings
for years.

We call it Personal Asset Management.

Today more and more lawyers are
recommending Personal Asset Management
to their clients. The reason'’s simple. It frees up
your time so you can get on with business.
And it gives your clients the kind of professional
money management they need in today's
uncertain market.

How involved you want us to become in
the management of your client’s assets is up to
you. We can set up a custodial account,
where we act as your bookkeeper. We can
give you investment advice. Or we can
assume the burden of full trustee. We're flexible.

Talk the idea over with your client and then
call us at 1-800-552-0796. Toll free.

Personal Asset Management. It could be
a real asset to your R B Yy
client relationship. Z“NIER AAL]\I\

Trust Division
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You may wonder what ever happened to the
‘“Mandatory Malpractice’’ program that created
such controversy last fall. [tisn’t dead— just rest-
ing quietly. The ‘‘scenario’’ (as the Washington,
D.C. lawyers would put it), goes like this.

After polling the membership of the Associa-
tion, the Board proposed a rule to the Supreme
Court to implement a group program of manda-
tory malpractice insurance. An agreement, sub-
ject to the adoption of the rule by the Supreme
Court, was reached with Argonaut Insurance
Company on a policy form and a premium sched-
ule which was a real bargain. (Infact it may have
been too much of a bargain, as we shall see.)

In November, Argonaut withdrew and declined
to write the policy. You mayrecall that at that time
they also increased by 380% the medical malprac-
tice premiums in California and issued notices of
cancellation to the doctors in California and
Nevada. At this point, the Board of Governors
advised the Court they were withdrawing the
proposed rule since any such rule affecting, as it
does, the dues of each lawyer, must be adopted
effective as of February 1 and it was apparent that
this problem wasn’t going to be solved in the time
remaining.

All policies written in the Argonaut were
picked up by Affiliated FM Insurance Company
on the original rate structure, i.e. $155 for a
$1,000,000 limit per claim, $1,000,000 aggre-
gate with a premium increase to a maximum of
$171 as of February 1, 1976, and $188 February
1, 1977. (The Oregon bar members through the
same broker pay $566 to the Allendale Group—
don’t ask me to explain that.)

Going back to the drawing board, w e expanded
the board committee (Gates, Riddell, Redman
and Heath) to include Dick McWilliams of
Spokaneand Vic Lawrence of Seattle. Mr. Robert
Johnson of the Insurance Commissioners Office
agreed, at my request, to serve as a Consultant to
the committee, since we were going to take a look
at the B.C. plan of self-insurance and we had a
suspicion this might have filing and qualification
problems.

The committee, in its June report to the board,
after a detailed examination of the self-insurance
plan of the Law Society of B.C. and all other
alternatives concluded that:

The President’s Corner

(a) There was no practical way at the present
time to implement a self-insurance program since
there is inadequate statistical dataavailable at this
time upon which to construct a premium rate on
the other financial data necessary to comply with
the Insurance Commissioner’s filing requirements
(which, due to the medical malpractice insurance
crisis, will be more stringent i 1976 than before).

(b) As to mandatory malpractice insurance,
whether through a single insurer (a concept on
which the Board, like the membership itself, is in
violent disagreement) or whether on a voluntary
basis where each lawyer supplies a certificate of
insurance, there is still unsolved the question of
the uninsurable lawyer.

The Board of Governors is unanimous in its
unwillingness to allow an insurance underwriter
to determine whether a lawyer can retain his
license. Until that is solved, as far as the present
Board of Governors is concerned, there isn’t
going to be any mandatory malpractice insurance
program. The committee is still exploring as-
signed risk and other alternatives.

The mandatory malpractice idea is not dead.
The board doesn’t feel, in view of the very funda-
mental problems it poses, that rushing to a
solution, any solution, by year end is either re-
quired by any emergent problems or that it is in the
public interest or the interest of the practicing
lawyers to do so.

The Resolution ofthe Board of Governors at its
June 20-21 meeting, on the motion of the Com-
mittee, is that the program be delayed until the
problem of insuring al/l lawyers is solved and that
the ‘*Attorneys’ Professional Insurance Commit-
tee’’ be continued to implement a program of
mandatory malpractice insurance and to serve as a
liaison between the lawyers insured under the
present voluntary plan and the insurer on policy,
claims, administration, etc.

There the matter rests until the critical problem
is solved. The committee is continuing its work. |
do not predict a solution by year end but I predict a
solution and a malpractice program by next year.

L S8
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A Speech Delivered at the 1975 ABA Convention in Montreal

A LAY MEMBER'S EXPERIENCE
ON THE DISCIPLINARY BOARD

By Edith Lobe

[ was appointed by the Washington State Su-
preme court to the Disciplinary Board ot the
Washington State Bar Association in December,
1973. One other non-lawyer was appointed at the
same time, and since this was considered an ex-
periment, we were both appointed to one year
terms. We were non-voting members.

Shortly after my appointment, I learned that the
decision to involve non-lawyers was by no means
a casual one. From hearsay, conversations with
both proponents and opponents, and the pages of
the Washington State Bar News, it became evi-
dent that controversy on this issue had been hot
and heavy for several years, and that the one year
experiment represented a barely acceptable com-
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promise. The views of Supreme Court Judges,
members of the Board of Governors and the Dis-
ciplinary Board could be found on both sides of
the issue.

This is not the time to repeat the arguments
which were given pro and con relative to lay
participation. What needs to be realized is that
what so recently was considered a fairly unique
innovation has now become a trend. Seven other
states have incorporated some form of lay partici-
pation in their disciplinary structure, and an
eighth is in the process of doing so. However, I do
believe that Washington is unique in having done
so, not by legislative mandate, not by judicial
dictate, but by the legal profession itself freely



initiating its own reform.

As you know, during 1974 the Board of Gover-
nors and the Disciplinary Board drafted a major
revision of the Disciplinary Rules. Among the
proposed revisions was the status of the law mem-
bers. [t provided for three year terms and the right
to vote. Early in 1975 the Supreme Court adopted
the new rules. The ‘‘experiment’” of 1974 was
considered successful, since, as far as I know,
there was no controversy. Now, the only differ-
ence between lawyer and lay-members is that the
latter don’t conduct disciplinary hearings.

In writing this article I thought youmight prefer
to share impressions, perceptions, observations,
and even some ‘‘gut reactions’’ of an outsider
who has invaded your domain. Therefore, the
following are some very subjective reactions and
perspectives.

During the past 14 years, [ have had the oppor-
tunity to work with and observe my colleagues on
the Disciplinary Board. In addition to that, the
Washington State Bar has been most generous,
and, I believe, wise in inviting the lay participants
to observe a Board of Governors meeting, be in
attendance at a Bar Convention, and in providing
us with the Washington State Bar News. Staff has
been available and helpful at all times in answer-
ing our questions. All this has given us insightinto
related bar activities such as the newly created Fee
Arbitration Board, Client Security Fund, and
malpractice insurance. And there is one more
thing: Lawyers with whom I have contacts outside
the bar setting react differently to me because of
my position.

After my appointment was reported in the press

Edith Lobe is alay member of the
Washington State Bar Discipli-
nary Board. She was one of the
first two members appointed to
that position, after it was created
by the State Supreme Court, in De-
cember, 1973. Mrs. Lobe has had
a distinguished record of public
|| service. She is presently President
| of the Crisis Clinic and a Trustee
of the Municipal League of Seattle
and King County. She is also a
pastpresident of the Seattle, King County and State organizations of
the League of Women Voters. Mrs. Lobe was recently named
Volunteer of the Year by the Council of Planning Affiliates which
represents [46 health and welfare agencies in King County.

in early December 1973, it was a strange experi-
ence during the ensuing Yule season, and to a
lesser degree ever since then, to find myself at
every social occasion cornered by one of the at-
tending attorneys. At first, I thought this might be
due to some remarkable improvement of my con-
versational skills, but soon I realized that it was
my appointment and not my charm which caused
my ncw popularity. Everyone of them was anxi-
ous to share ideas on discipline and apprehensions
vis-a-vis the disciplinary process.

My first observation in these casual contacts
with the legal community was that there exists a
pretty pervasive ignorance of the whole discipli-
nary set-up. With the exception of those attorneys
who have involved themselves in the process, the
lack of knowledge was surprising. This is true for
the whole spectrum of the profession. Lawyers,
old and young—fresh out of law-school and
well-established, practicing alone or as members
of large firms, conservative, radical, or liberal, it
makes no difference. Most of them know little or
nothing of how discipline is administered, and
comparatively little of what brings on discipline.

Probably as a consequence of this ignorance,
many lawyers express anxiety over possibly
committing, or rather omitting an action which
might subject them to discipline. I hear this espe-
cially from truly dedicated and respected attor-
neys. They believe that there, but for the grace of
a diligent secretary, go they. After my brief ex-
perience on the board, and in reading files on
errant attorneys, [ am convinced that there is no
way in which ethical and conscientious attorneys
could follow a course of conduct which would
deserve discipline. It also convinces me that it is
often predictable which attorney has the potential
to become the ‘‘respondent lawyer’’.

1 don’t know whether it is insecurity—
something the majority of lawyers don’t seem to
suffer from—which makes them worry a great
deal about their image. I am often asked by
lawyers how I feel about the legal profession now
that I see it from the inside. The assumption obvi-
ously is that before being exposed to the inner
workings of the legal profession, I neither trusted
nor liked them. This always surprises me, since
all my life have been surrounded by lawyers and
persons with legal background. I have always had
a good feeling about lawyers, and continue to

9
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deVoss
Office Interiors
solves problems.

e More than fifty fine, nationally-
known office furniture brands

e Complete design services

® Quite possibly the finest display of
executive furniture groupings in the
Northwest

e Office accessories for every need

deVoss Office Interiors

Showroom/Warehouse

8 a.m. to 5 p.m, Weekdays ? em. to 4 pm. Satureays
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think of law as a desirable and honorable profes-
sion. I believe that this view is shared by many,
notwithstanding jokes and cartoons.

I also admire and envy your eloquence, your
ease with words. At times it intimidates and
overwhelms me. I do wish, however, that this
superb command oflanguage would enable youto
come up with a better word to describe my status
than “‘lay member’’.

My participation on the Disciplinary Board has
given me great appreciation for the dedication and
high principles of the attorneys with whom I
serve. They are sincere and consistent in their zeal
to rid the profession of the unethical practitioner.
Never have I heard a discussion which might be
called ** white-wash’’. Expressions of outrage and
embarrassment are more common. The demands
on their time are considerable, and they give un-
stintingly. Prior to each meeting, we receive mas-
ses of material which I measure not by pages, but
by pounds of paper: transcripts, copies of com-
plaints, correspondence, bank records, etc. Every
member has not only read the whole file carefully,
but has analyzed it and formulated an opinion on
thedisposition of each case. This makes forexcel-
lent discussion, and mostly swift, well-reasoned
decisions.

Having me there took a bit of getting used to for
my colleagues. At first, the seven lawyers were
exceedingly polite and considerate, but somehow
unable to accept that, after having done my
homework, I could—to some degree—
understand the central issue, if not all the fine
points of procedure. Therefore, when I raised a
point, disagreeing with what someone had said, or
made a comment, I usually was given an explana-
tion, rather than an argument. However, I am
pleased to note that we now have more of a discus-
sion, and can agree to disagree. Having the vote
might well have contributed to this acceptance,
because I have come to feel accepted.

During the past 1% years, we have reviewed
complaints running the whole gamut of miscon-
duct. I have tried to analyze whether there is a
pattern to lawyer reaction and lay-reaction, and
it seems to be that there are some differences
in outlook and emphasis. 1 believe that this is
healthy.

I find that certain breaches of etiquette don't
offend me nearly as much as my colleagues. If an



attorney has done a bit too much advertising while
running for public office, or has some flowery
letterheads, I can’t get excited. If a lawyer gets
some publicity in his Kiwanis or other house or-
gan, this doesn’t raise my hackles. If a junior
lawyer or legal intern fails to be properly iden-
tified as such, but does adequate work, this
doesn’t bother me. Even when a lawyer intrudes
on another lawyer’s case, [ tind my attention
focusing on how the client is served, rather than
the lawyer’s violation of the Canon. In summary,
right or wrong, [ believe thatI have little to contri-
bute in those actions which deal with lawyer rela-
tionships within the profession, and am, there-
fore, somewhat indifferent to their disposition.

On the other hand, I react strongly to those
cases where a client has been damaged due to a
lawyer’s negligence or lack of communication.
The majority of the cases coming before us deals
with these minor infractions which demonstrate
lack of sensitivity and consideration towards
clients, rather than actual wrongdoing. It is in
these cases where lawyer members manifest more
empathy than I can muster. They identify with the
attorney, and are inclined to say: ‘‘This could
happen to me’” **‘Mea culpa—1I, too, have forgot-
ten, neglected, been uncommunicative’’. Their
emphasis is on ‘‘understanding’’ the lawyer, and
mine is to consider the client’s frustration, aggra-
vation and predicament.

There is a large area where there is no differ:
ence whatsoever in approach between my fellow
members and me. That is in those cases where a
lawyer has been negligent or dishonest with client
funds where funds have not been properly ac-
counted for, or where a lawyer is suspected of or
has been found defrauding a client. It is in these
cases where concern, outrage, and disgust is un-
animous, as is action.

Let me now turn from the discussion of reac-
tions to specific types of unethical conduct to
differences in attitude when looking at discipline
in general. Lawyers are, quite properly, con-
cerned with judicial safeguards and processes and
the limitations they impose. Therefore, they are
often cautious and reactive. I, on the other hand,
do not feel hampered by these limitations. Let me
give you some examples which illustrate this
point:

One area where the Board demonstrates caution

Serving
Washington
Lawyers

for50Years

Deposition Reporting

Prompt, expert service...Rapid delivery
of finished transcripts (same day if
requested)...Glad to travel throughout
Washington or out of state... Complete
reporting services for conferences,
stockholder meetings, arbitrations, etc....
Conference rooms in pleasant sur-
roundings available without charge

Video Tape Service

Broad experience for situations requiring
a visual record as a substitute for or
support of written records...For state-
ments, witnessing of wills, etc.

20 Experienced Reporters

A reporting staff in depth...A standard
of the highest integrity... Experience in
many fields, including the areas of
financial, medical, aviation, maritime
and Alaskan affairs

Our 24-hour number is 622-3110

Dean mosurg
& ASS0CIALES

ING.

court reporters

1833 pacific bldg./seattle. wash. 98104
conference facilities also available on
30th floor, seattle first national bank bldg.
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is in the initiation of investigation. Board mem-
bers frequently know of colleagues in their respec-
tive communities who are slipping or are sus-
pected of actual misconduct in the pursuit of their
professional duties. Since the Board is a reactive
body, rather than an initiating tribunal, no action
will be taken until a complaint is received. I be-
lieve that the public and the profession would
benefit if the Board were not quite as reluctant to
initiate an investigation.

Frequently, minor complaints which are re-
ceived and quite properly either dismissed or
mildly disciplined are known or suspected to rep-
resent the top of an iceberg. Board members who
know the respondent attorney predict that we shall
be getting additional and more serious complaints
against him or her, and decide to wait until this
happens. I recognize the implications and prob-
lems which could emerge if we were to do other-
wise. However, since I identify with the clients
who, in the meantime, might become the victim
of this respondent’s actions, I wish some kind of
prevention could be worked into the disciplinary
process.

Then, there is the attorney who has been the

subject of criminal or civil proceedings and the
court has found for him or her, possibly on the
basis of a technicality. Here again, I sense reluc-
tance on the part of the Disciplinary Board to
pursue the case. In those rare cases where this
occurs, the inclination is to accept the verdict, and
not take any action. My reaction to this is that
unethical conduct should be judged by profes-
sional standards, and such judgment should not be
dependent upon the outcome of judicial pro-
cesses. An action which does not warrant convic-
tion or civil remedies might, all the same, de-
serve discipline.

There are times when the discussion on the
disposition of a certain case deals with trying to
second-guess the Supreme Court. [ interpret this
as a desire ‘‘not to be reversed’’. Being a non-
lawyer, I don’tcare what the next tribunal will do,
as long as I vote my conviction,

What are the values of lay participation in the
disciplinary process? On a superficial level, but
important nonetheless, one is good public rela-
tions. Going back to the reactions of many friends
and acquaintances, it usually was something like:
““Why, that’s great! Let’s hope the doctors will

—

Since 1882

ISH

PRINTING
COMPANY

i e by s
mi%jkﬁ?

68 S. WASHINGTON ST., SEATTLE 98104
TELEPHONE 624-4565

MAYNARD
BLDG.

Constructed
in 1892

Restored
1974-75

Now Open
& Available
for Lease

Prime law office
space in his-
toric Pioneer Square District Customized suites, high
ceilings, original oak paneling and doors. wrought iron
elevator, air conditioning and many other fine features.
Includes 5,000 sq. ft. 5th floor with skylight avail. as
singie unit.

leonard gerber real estate/623-7418
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do this next!”’ Including non-lawyers has gener-
ally been a forward-looking, confidence-inspiring
step. Recently, I had another experience which
convinces me further that a lay presence on the
Disciplinary Board has public relations value. 1
was asked for an interview by one of the major
papers. After clearing policy with the Executive
Director, I accepted the invitation. The interview
gave me the opportunity to explain procedures,
speak of the Board members’ dedication and zeal,
share some concerns, and deal with the reporter’s
suspicions regarding the adequacy of professional
discipline.

Another benefit which might be gained from
lay participation is that the presence of an outsider
in any group somehow modifies and improves the
behavior of that group. When, somewhat ap-
prehensive, [ journeyed to my first meeting, feel-
ing insecure and out of my depth, though I had
struggled through the 500 pages of material, I
quickly came to the realization that the 7 attorneys
were equally, if not more apprehensive. | won-
dered whether 1 was cramping styles, because
sentences which began with a promise of strong,
colorful expressions of opinion veered mid-way

intorestrained polite statements. I cannot be sure
whether it was my being an outsider or a woman
which brought on this discomfort. Fortunately, as
my colleagues became used to my presence, this
has worn off. However, the point I wish to make is
this: The mere presence of an outsider does tendto
make the proceedings more disciplined. Partici-
pants are quicker to dispense with trivia, are not
as likely te hold forth ad infinitum, and more
inclined to be aware of the broader implications
of their statements.

I would like to add that I believe it is important
that the lay members be carefully selected. I am
not referring so much to their personalities as to
their background and orientation. I believe that
the Washington State Supreme Court has chosen
well. My fellow non-lawyer, Tom Bostic, is a
respected citizen, a former mayor of Yakima,
who, besides his many faceted volunteer ac-
tivities, is in the communications business at the
national and local level. He is well-versed in legal
matters and does not have the problems I en-
counter with legal processes and terminology. My
background isin the social welfare field, and with
so-called good government organizations. I have

Let’s talk trusts, person-to-person

...at your place.

Now, when a client of yours wants to set up a trust,all you have to
dois call 223-2221 and one of our trust officers will come to see you.

We owe our name to our Trust Department. Trusts have been
one of our essential services for 70 years. So it’s no surprise that well
take extra steps to secure a trust account.

Next time the occasion warrants, call 223-2221; and one of our
trust officers will assist you. . .at your place.

Every ser -

SeattleTrust

SEATTLE TRUST & SAVINGS BANK EST. 1905

Member FDIC
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An accurate
title search can
save you a lot
of headaches.

Your reputation is built on
successes. That's why you need
our kind of accurate title work.
We have the staff. And the
experience.

We're on target. Every time.

719 2nd Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98104
(206) 682-6600

((!' PIONEER NATIONAL

TITLE INSURANCE

ATICOR COMPANY
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led a sheltered life as far as encounters with law in
any of its forms is concerned. I consider myself
the Board’s resident ‘‘bleeding heart’’. I believe
that our respective perspectives compliment one
another as well as those of the lawyer members.
Tom and 1 pick up on different issues. We are
not, as some might have feared, a united front.
Our votes are as diverse as those of the attorney
members.

I have written much and long in this article
about my impressions and perceptions of you and
your profession. [ hope that you will have occa-
sion to hear from some lawyer members how they
feel about lay participation, and to match my
subjective perceptions to their objective obser-
vations.

All the statements [ have heard are positive and
congratulatory. However, the apparent success of
the experiment makes me slightly uneasy. Am I
letting myself be coopted by the profession? And,
if so, am I representing the client public
adequately? All I can say is that [ shall be watch-
ing my own reactions carefully, and on that day
when I am lulled into thinking that I am one of
you, I shall resign.

Lawyer discipline in Washington is good and
getting better. The 1970 report of the American
Bar Association called: ‘‘Problems and Recom-
mendations in Disciplinary Enforcement’ deals
with a number of areas where steps for improve-
ment are recommended. Using the report as a kind
of scorecard, Washington rates high! The in-
creased financial support for the enforcement of
discipline has made itpossible to add substantially
to staff; the structure has become more efficient;
procedures have been streamlined; and the time
from receipt of complaint to final disposition has
been cut considerably. Space is too short to go
into the many ramifications of these improve-
ments. All [ can say is that [ feel good about what
is happenning in discipline in Washington State.

1 have now served for 19 months, and the
member of the Board of Governors who told me
this would be a most challenging and interesting
experience was absolutely right. Serving on the
Board has been fascinating. I have learned a great
deal about the law, the law profession, about the
way lawyers think, argue, and reason, and prob-
ably more than [ ever wanted to know about legal
terms and procedures. a



Report from the
Bar Office

CLE: BIG, BUSY
AND GROWING HELP
[FOR WASHINGTON LAWYERS

Admissions and discipline are the two man-
dated, vital legs of the Washington Bar stool. The
fast-growing third leg is Continuing Legal Educa-
tion.

CLE now is touching the lives and practices of
most of the lawyers in the state. In the last CLE
‘‘season’’ (Fall 1974 - Spring 1975) 5,216
lawyers registered for seminars sponsored by the
Washington State Bar Association. That is a
strong turnout indeed when compared with the
approximately 5,450 active-licensed lawyers
within the state, especially since the 5,450 figure
includes more than 600 who were admitted to the
Barinthe last 16 months and who in the main have
not yet felt any strong need to return to the
academic classroom. An additional 1,000 and
more attended seminars, as they do annually, at
the State Bar Convention.

Many lawyers also attend programs sponsored
by other groups— Trial Lawyers, Practising Law
Institute, ALI-ABA, Young Lawyers and Pacific
Coast Labor Law Conference, for example.

Formal CLE Relatively New

The profession has always had continuing,
post-graduate education—through Advance
Sheets, law-firm in-house meetings, reading of
legal periodicals, conversations by Old Pro
lawyers with novices, etc. Formal CLE started

with sporadic, one-shot legal lecture programs
here and there around the country long before
World War II. But not until after the war, withthe
strengthening and expansion of bar associations
and with the great need to bring returning
lawyer-veterans up to date, did sustained and
formal CLE take hold. In 1947 Calif ornia became
the first state bar to employ a staff professional to
conduct a CLE program.

Since then, and with the law and practice be-
coming ever more complex (and dangerous), en-
tire new fields of practice emerging and laws
changing virtually overnight under the revolu-
tionary social pressures, there has been acceler-
ated obsolescence of professional knowledge and
with it an explosion of crucially needed CLE.
There now are about 70 members of the national
Association of Continuing Legal Education Ad-
ministrators, new staff professionals in a new
field; state bar CLE staffs range in size from one
person to California’s 110-plus, who include
about 30 fulltime staff attorneys.

The CLE Committee

Washington State’s CLE program was origi-
nated in the 1950s and conducted by volunteer
committee members. It continued on a modest
scale through most of the 1960s in an association
with the University of Washington, and with a
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The problem:
You have a clientto be qualified as
a foreign corporation in one or
more states or Canadian prov-
inces. You need accurate infor-
mation on statutory requirements,
entrance fees and summary of an-
nual taxes. How do you get the
information?
The solution (choice of):
0O GIREND A DAY ON RE-
SHAREH AT THE [LIBRARY
O WRITE TO THE STATE AND
PERHAPS WAIT WEEKS FOR
THE INFORMATION
O MAKE A TWO-MINUTE
PHONE CALL
Make the phone call to this office
and we’ll give you (lawyers only)
ourForeign Corporation Law Fea-
tures for the jurisdiction in which
your client is to be qualified.
Without charge or obligation.
Immediately. It containsall the in-
formation you want.
(So you may see the complete
helpfulness of our Foreign Corpo-
ration Law Features, we’ll be glad
to send you our Features for your
own state. Give us a call, or drop
us a note.)

CT CORPORATION SYSTEM

1218 THIRD AVENUE
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98101
TELEPHONE: (206) 622-4511
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Law School faculty member as part-time CLE
director. In 1968 the Bar Board of Governors
decided the program should be conducted by the
practicing Bar and CLE was taken into the associ-
ation office; since then it has been supervised by
the Continuing Legal Education Committee under
a series of interested and dedicated
practitioners—Paul C. Gibbs, P. Cameron De-
Vore, Will L. Lorenz, William L. Dwyer and
Albert R. Malanca, the current chairman.

The State Bar’s CLE programming has been
greatly expanded: Six\days of seminars in 1972,
eleven in 1973, seventeen in 1974 and twenty-two
in 1975. These do not include the variety of CLE
programs presented annually at the Bar Conven-
tion.

In the last five years State Bar CLE
registrations have totaled 13,500, includ-
ing the 5,216 in 1974-75 and 3,900 in
1973-74.

Our Bar’s current close-to-100 per cent atten-
dance at association CLE seminars (of course,
some lawyers attend more than one seminar and
others attend none) substantially exceeds that of
most other states. California annually has approx-
imately 100 per cent turnout, sometimes a bit
greater; Colorado last year exceeded 100 percent.
Other reported recent annual State Bar CLE atten-
dance figures: Ohio, 4,000 of 13,500 bar mem-
bers; Kentucky, 1,800 of 5,300; Texas, 10,000 of
25,000; Florida, 8,000 of 18,000; Wisconsin,
2,500 ot 10,000, and Virginia, 2,000 of 10,400.

Compulsory Attendance Near?

Now, to assure that all, not just some or most of
the more conscientious lawyers, respond to the
professional responsibility to continue their legal
education and maintain knowledge and compe-
tence throughout their active practice, the concept
of mandatory CLE as a condition of annual licen-
sure has taken shape. Such programs are in effect
in Maryland (eight hours a year), Minnesota and
Iowa (15 hours a year); a proposed rule will be
submitted to the Wisconsin Bar in a referendum in
September.

And the Washington State Bar Board of Gover-
nors, as all Bar members were informed in a letter
from the President in July, has asked the Supreme



Court for a rule mandating 15 hours of attendance
at accredited CLE programs annually. The courtis
expected to consider the proposal at a meeting in
late September.

More Programs Needed

Such a rule would call for a great expansion of
the Bar’s CLE programming to meet the lawyers’
needs in fulfilling the attendance requirement;
though lawyers would be able to attend accredited
programs sponsored by other groups and in other
places, the bulk of the responsibility for providing
enough suitable seminars would be expected to
fall upon our own Bar. Already State Bar seminars
are scheduled for virtually every Friday beginning
in September through June 1976. (Fridays are by
far the most popular with lawyers for attending
seminars, according to surveys and other expres-
sions of opinion.)

Compared with five seminar subjects in
1973, seven in 1974 and nine in the 1974-
75 “‘season,’’ seminars on twelve sub jects
are on the tentative 1975-76 schedule
through next June. Programming is
scheduled to total almost 40 days, com-
pared with the 22 days of last season.

The subjects for seminars are selected by the
CLE Committee and approved by the Board of
Governors. The chairperson of the speaking/
writing panel for each seminar is suggested by the
committee, and the chairperson usually selects the
remaining members of the panel.

A Chore and an Honor

Although being a CLE panel member involves
a good deal of effort—meetings, the chore of
research and writing, the contribution of a sub-
stantial amount of billable time—it also is re-
garded as a high professional honor, the recogni-
tion by fellow professionals of special knowl-
edge, experience, reputation, skill and excel-
lence in an area of law. And it is a great credit to
the professionalism of the Bar that of approxi-
mately 260 lawyers asked to serve on CLE semi-
nar panels (plus some 150 on Convention seminar
panels) in the last five years, none has declined.

Speakers are reimbursed for actual expenses

but otherwise are paid no fee or honorarium; thus
they make a substantial contribution back to their
profession, as members of a profession tradition-
ally are obligated to do. Speakers also unami-
hously confess that the experience and effort
of being panel members benefit them even more
than the audience.

Registrants at each seminar receive a Practice
Mannal, usually of some 250 to 400-plus pages,
written by the members of the speaking panel and
containing full outlines of the presentations plus
supplementary materials, such as forms and
checklists. Every etfort is made to see that both
the books and the speakers’ oral presentations are
of immediate practical working value to a lawyer
and do not use the academic or Law Review
approach.

In most cases extra copies of the books
are published and made available for sale
to the Bar; in the last ten months approx-
imately 1,000 Practice Manuals have
been provided to lawyers.

In selecting seminar subjects the CLE Commit-
tee seeks agoodbalance of trial and office practice
topics in areas of the law that are changing, new,
of growing importance in the practice, or are
posing problems to lawyers or in which arefresher
or update is felt to be timely and useful. The topics
also must be of concern to substantial numbers of
practitioners; narrow-interest subjects of value to
only a handful of ‘‘specialists’® must be left to
specialty organizations, such as PLI or certain
university programs.

Subjects scheduled for Fall 1975 (see Calendar
for dates, places and speakers) include the new
Federal Rules of Evidence, Labor Law Ground
Rules, Estate Planning and Trial Advocacy Il
Evidence, designed to complement the program
on the federal evidence rules.

Criminal Code on Tap in 1976

Scheduled for the first half of 1976 are pro-
grams on municipal corporations, construction
and lien law, workmen’s compensation/Social se-
curity/maritime claims, claims against the United
States, real property general practice, creditor-
debtor law, general business practice and the new
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state Criminal Code, just before it becomes effec-
tive on July 1, 1976. All will be presented in
Seattle, and most in other cities as well.

The need for additional seminars in the Seattle
area is particularly acute because some 4,300
lawyers practice on the West Side of the state,
about 3,900 of them in the immediate Puget
Sound area—the counties of King, Pierce,
Thurston, Kitsap and Snohomish. King County
alone has about 2,900. There are about 400
lawyers in Central Washington and 600 in Eastern
Washington.

Seminars on Mondays?

Despite the popularity of Fridays for the semi-
nars, other days of the week may have to be tried
for Seattle sessions, especially if attendance at
CLE programs becomes mandatory. The Olympic
and Washington Plaza have the only conveniently
available meeting rooms large enough to accom-
modate the Bar audiences, which sometimes ex-
ceed 800; both hotels schedule the more lucrative
conventions most Fridays, indeed most
weekends, of the year. The rooms are more often

We’ll burn
_the

midnight
oll.

... To give you com-
plete, accurate, fast
BRIEF preparation, filing

and service. Includes
complete preparation of
indices and
. tables of au-
N thorities. 24-hr.
. W, service. 7 days
v F———
1' o ) T D a week.
o Please call
(206) 623-4221

FRAYN PRINTING COMPANY
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available Mondays and Tuesdays. Seattle Center
is the only other possibility, and it is much less
convenient and much less popular with lawyers.

Those close to CLE have mused through the
years about the possibility of leasing downtown
quarters, say the entire second floor of a not-too-
new building, and remodeling it into a permanent
““CLE University’’ auditorium available to the
Bar at all times.

Costs Are Kept Down

Various program formats have been tried in
past years and the five-hour, 1-to-6 p.m. Friday
seminar has emerged as generally the most popu-
lar and acceptable. First, as the saying goes, the
mind can absorb only what the seat can endure—
longer programs tend to dismay or even lose
much of the audience. Second, a9 a.m. -4 p.m.
full-day format adds less than an hourto the actual
program time—but it adds about $7.50 per
lawyer to the seminar registration fee for a basic
economy lunch. And lawyers seem to feel they
can miss an afternoon of practice much easier than
a full day—and the total economic cost of even
the billable half days for an audience of 500 to
800-plus lawyers is a bit staggering. The CLE
Committee has always sought to keep the indi-
vidual lawyer’s costs to a minimum—and our
Bar’s CLE registration fees are among the several
lowest in the nation.

Whatever the cost, CLE is one of the biggest
bargains available to the average lawyer in these
swift-moving and complex times, especially
when compared with CLE’s benefits:

Better and more confident service to
more clients and more kinds of clients;
satisfying professional growth to the
lawyer; the uplift, the warming inspira-
tion of just ‘‘getting together’’ and shar-
ing an experience with several hundred
fellow professionals; exposure to a re-
warding intellectual challenge, and an
additional safeguard against the growing
perils of errors and omissions.

More and more lawyers, certainly a majority of
them, now realize and appreciate these values and
are making CLE an increasingly large and busy
professional institution. o
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SIRICA, WALSH, SHRIVER,
GIFFORD, AND STAFFORD FEATURED
IN 1975 STATE BAR CONVENTION PROGRAM

You’ve seen him on television. .. You've read
about him in the newspaper. .. Now enjoy listen-
ing to him in person . . . Judge John J. Sirica will
deliver the keynote address at a Friday P.M. gen-
eral session on ‘‘Clients, Complaints, Liability.
Ethics, Discipline—and You!’’ at the 1975 State
Bar Convention in Vancouver, B.C.

The public knows Judge Sirica from his role in
the Watergate trial. His distinguished record in the
profession goes far beyond, covering many years
in the practice of law and on the bench. A 1926
graduate of Georgetown University Law School,
his career has included a number of positions in
both private practice of law and with government
agencies.

Judge Sirica was appointed in 1957 toserveas a
judge of the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia. He has served in that posi-
tion since then, with the exception of a period
from 1971 to 1974, when he was Chief Judge of
the Court.

Headlining the speakers immediately following
the keynote address, along with several distin-

guished members of our own State Bar, will be
Judge Charles F. Stafford, Chief Justice of the
Washington State Supreme Court. Judge Stafford
has been a member of the State Bar since 1947 and
began his service on the bench in 1952, when he
was elected to the Superior Court for Skagit
County. He was later appointed to the State Court
of Appeals and in 1970 to the Supreme Court. He
became Chief Justice in January 1975.

Judge Stafford has written extensively and has
served in a number of educational positions, in-
cluding service as a seminar leader at state trial
Judges conferences in several states. He also
taught for two years at the National College of
State Trial Judges and was a faculty advisor for
one year.

Thursday’s luncheon, the first of the Conven-
tion's major social functions, will feature an ad-
dress by Lawrence E. Walsh, newly-elected pres-
ident of the American Bar Association. This will
be a rare opportunity to hear first-hand what prob-
lems and issues are confronting the ABA in these
volatile times.
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Presently in private practice in New York City,
Walsh has also held a number of high level state
and Federal government positions, including ap-
pointments as Deputy Head of the United States
Delegation to the Paris Meetings on Vietnam,
with personal rank of Ambassador; Deputy Attor-
ney General of the United States, and United
States District Judge, Southern District of New
York.

The Young Lawyers Section meeting on
Thursday afternoon will have Sargent Shriver as
the featured speaker. Shriver will also present his
candid and controversial film, *‘Legal Services
for All Americans’ and will be available to an-
swer questions.

Shriver’s reputation precedes him for his dis-
tinguished involvement in public life over many
years, including terms as organizer and director of
the Peace Corps; Special Assistant to the Presi-
dent; Director, Office of Economic Opportunity;
and U.S. Ambassador to France. He received his
law degree from Yale and holds more than 30
honorary degrees from colleges and universities
around the world.

Friday's noon luncheon will be capped by a

All bankers were
people once.

We just never
forgot it.

PeoplesBank.

Peaples National Bank of Washmgtnn.
AMember FINC and the human race

speaker well known to all sports fans— Frank
Gifford, popular commentator for the American
Broadcasting Company. Gifford has followed a
brilliant 12-year football career with the New
York Giants with a second, very successful career
in sportscasting. He was named to the NFL All-
Pro team six times, as the league's ‘*Most Valu-
able Player’ in 1956, and as the UPI NFL
Come-back-Player-of-the-Year in 1962.

Gifford is familiar nationally to TV sports
viewers as the play-by-play reporter for ‘*ABC
Monday Night Football’® and for coverage of
sports specials, such as the 1972 Olympic Games
in Munich.

Multi-faceted sports talents aside, he’s also a
colorful and enjoyable speaker. You'll not want to
miss him.

As for meetings, there are plenty —good, solid
sessions packed with information that will help
your practice and your fiim. Four concentrated
CLE seminars will be held in addition to the ethics
and discipline session featuring Judge Sirica.
They include sessions on ‘‘Arbitration and Set-
tlement Skills: Their Effective Use'"; “*Buying
and Selling the Small Business’’; *'Incorporation
and Estate Planning for the Farmer/Rancher'’;
and ‘*Medical Malpractice Review and Update.”’

Now add 11 super section seminars in addition
to the Young Lawyers program featuring Sargent
Shriver. Panels comprised of veteran practitioners
will deliver fact-packed presentations concerning
administrative law, anti-trust law, corporate, busi-
ness and banking law, creditor-debtor rights,
criminal law, environmental law, intellectual and
industrial property law, family law, real property.,
probate and trust law, taxation law. and trial prac-
tice considerations.

Next, spice the Convention with a heavy mix-
ture of reunions, cocktail hours, special break-
fasts, section meetings and soap-box sessions,
and the great Friday night Gala, and top it off with
the scenery and attractions of Vancouver, B.C.,
truly one of the most beautiful cities in the world.

Sound good? See you there!

If you haven’t made reservations for the con-
vention, please do so today ... Advance registra-
tion assures that you need stop only briefly to pick
up badge, tickets, gift books, etc. Room reserva-
tions should be made directly with Vancouver
hotels. O



1975 Convention

WEDNESDAY —SEPTEMBER 10, 1975

9:00 A.M.

BOARD OF GOVERNORS
Queen Charlotte Room—""C"* Level-Hait Regency

12:00 Noon REGISTRATION

Registration Desk—""C" Level-Hyvart Regency

THURSDAY—SEPTEMBER 11, 1975

8:30 A.M.

REGISTRATION
Registration Desk—""C"" Level -Hvutt Regency

10:00 A.M. SEMINARS

Noon

1. ARBITRATION AND SETTLEMENT SKILLS:
THEIR EFFECTIVE USE
Puacific Ballroom~Hotel Vaneouver
Chairperson:  Pinckney M Rohrback. Seattle
Speakers: Hon. Frank J. Eberharter, Seattle
King County Superior Court Judge
Settlement Skills 10 Use of the
Settlement Cafendar: The King
County Arbutration Panel
Professer Comelius J. Peck, Seattle
Negotiation Skills
J. S. Applegate, Yakima
The Lawyer in Setttement—
Skills and Obligations
Pinckney M. Rohrback, Scattle
Arbiwration Skills

II. BUYING AND SELLING THE
SMALL BUSINESS
Regency Eust—""C " Level
Hyuart Regeney

Chairperson:  Timothy R. Clifford, Seattle

Speakers: C James Judson. Seattle
Nei! S. McKay, Spokane
The Tax Consideratons
Dale L. Carlisle, Tacoma
Secunimes Considerations
Yancey Reser. Walla Walla
Timothy R. Clifford. Scattle
General Considerations

LUNCHEON
Regency West & Center
U'C' Level ~Hvatr Regency
Kenneth P. Short. President
Washington State Bar Association
lLawrence E. Walsh, President
American Bar Assoctistion

Presiding:

Speaker:

2:00 P.M.

2:00 -
4:00 P.M.

Program

AWARD OF MERIT RECIPIENTS:
DANIEL C. BLOM
MURRAY B. GUTERSON

SECTION SEMINARS

Al{ of the following Seminars are open to the entire
convention. You do not have to be a Section
member to attend. Please choose the Seminar
which interests you mest:

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
Tweedrmuar Room —Hotel Vancouver
Section Chairperson: G. Keith Grim. Seattle
Seminar Chairperson:  Clyde H. Maciver. Seatile
Speakers: James M. Vache. Olympia
Access to Public Records and
Decision Making 1n Washimgton
State—How to Aveid the Collisions
Mark E. Johnson, Seattle
Recent Developments in
Adminstrative Law

ANTI-TRUST LAW
Garthaldi Raom —Huotel Vancouyer

Section Chairperson: DeWitt Williams. Seattle
Seminar Chairperson: ~ Robert W. Graham. Scatle
Speakers: Thomas C. Amitage, Scattle

Acting Regional Director. FTC

Antitrust Activities of the Federal

Trade Comm. in the Northwest

Richard M. Chnton, Seattle

Recent Developments Under the

Federal Antitrust Laws,

Emphasizing Those That May

Have Particular Application to

the Northwest.

Thomas L. Boeder. Seattle

The Washingion Franchise

Investment Protection Act

Fredne C. Tausend. Seattie

Washington State Antitrust Act

CORPORATION, BUSINESS AND
BANKING SECTION
Bourd Room—Hotel Vancouver
David L. Williams. Scattle
F Richard Chastek,
Spokane

Chairperson:
Semunar Chairperson:

2/




Speakers: Elvin J Vandeberg. Tacoma
Buy and Sell Provisions yn Share
holder Agreements and HMO
Act 1973
Malcolm D Katz, Seattle
Recent Developments 1in Taxation
of Closely Held Corporations
Roger H. Underwood, Spokane
Use of Corporations i Tax
Planning for Farms and Businesses
Thomas B Tilford, Spokane
Bringing Your Pens:on and
Protit-Sharing Plan [nto Com-
pliance with the Pension Reform
Act

CREDITOR-DEBTOR RIGHTS
Social Suite Easr—Horel Vancotwer

Chairperson James C Middlebrooks,
Seattle

Semunar Chairperson:  Joseph A Barreca

Speakers. Business 1n Trouble

Joseph A. Barreca. Seattle
Court-Controlled Judicial
Insolvency Proceedings

Dillon Jackson, Seattle
Extra-Judicial Methods of Solving
Insolvency Problems

Eugene J. Craig, Seattle
Enforcement of Secured Creditors’
Rights

Thomas T Glover, Seattle
Practical Approaches Available

to Unsecured Creditors

A hypothetical case of a typical
troubled business will be addressed
by the entire panel.

o
)
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2:00 - CRIMINAL LAW
4:00 P.M. Plaza Ballroom West
P Level — Hvyati Regency
Patricia Harber Aitken,
Seattle
Seminar Chairperson:  Edward G Holm, Olympia
Speakers Geratd K Mooney. Olympia
Summary of New Legislation
Affecting Crniminal Lawyers
Mark E. Vovos, Spokane
Update and Court Interpretation
of the New Crniminal Rules
John A. Straut, Seattle
Sentencing Reseurces
James R Silva. Olympia
Practical Considerations Involved 2:00 -
m Handling Driver’s License 4:00 P.M.
Suspensions

ENVIRONMENTAL LAW
Social Suite West Herel Vancouver
Chairperson.  Charles B. Roe. Jr.. Olympra

Speakers. Chnis Smuth. Bellesue. Memher,
State Council on Envirenmental
Policy

The State Environmental Policy

Act of 1971 and

Implement Guidelines of the C.E.P.
Commentators. Joel E. Haggard, Seattle

Charles W. Lean, Olympia
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Edmund B Raftis, Seaule
[rving M Clark. Jr.. Seattle
Roger M Leed, Seattle
Charles F. Secrest. Olympia
Problems ot *'Standing™" and
Recovery of Costs in
Environmental Litigaton
Charles B. Roe, Jr. Oly mpia
Recent State Environmental
Legislanon

FAMILYLAW
Pluza East
P Level-Hyant Regency
Section Chairperson: Robert & Phillips. Spokane
Seminar Chanperson:  Miles F McAtee. Scattle
Speakers: Wendy R Gelbart. Seattle
Children’s Rights i Diverce Actions
Robert F. Phillips. Spokane
New Federal Non-Support Act
Kenneth W Weber. Vancouver
Post-Pro Se Dissolution Problems
Robert G Perlman, Everett
Penston and Retirement Pay and
the Dissolution Act
Carol A. Fuller, Olympta.
Child Abuse in Family Law Cuses
Robert M. Reynolds, Tacoma
Family Law Legislation
James W Abbout, Seattle
Manual and Forms for Domestic
Pracuce
Miles F. McAtee, Seattle
Meritricious Relanonship—
Duvision of Property

INTELLECTUAL AND INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY
Constable Room
T Level-Hvan

Section Chairperson: Richard W Seed, Seattle
Seminar Chairperson:  Robert J. Baynham. Seattle
Speakers: Trade Secrets

Bryan C. Ogden. Tacoma

Dale B Ramerman, Seattle

Clark A Puntigam, Seattle
Kewanec Oil Co. v Bicron Corp. and
K-2 Ski Co v Head Ski Co.. and the
proposed Uniform Trade Secrets Act
John O. Graybeal, Seattle

Ford E. Smith. Seattle

Richard W. Seed. Seattle

Discovery and the Use of Special
Masters in Trade Secret Cases

REAL PROPERTY, PROBATE AND TRUST
Vancowver Island Room-Hutel Vancouver
Chauperson:  Alan H. Kane. Seattle
Speakers Kimbrough Street, Seattle
The Durable Power of Attorney
Robert S Mucklestone, Seattle
Practice Under the Probate Code
After the 1974 Amendments
Robert P. Beschel. Spokane
1975 State Legislation

TAXATION

Alowetie Room-Hutel Vancouver
Section Chairperson Scott B Lukins, Spokane
Seminar Chairperson:  Gerhardt Morrison. Seattle



2:00 -
4:00 P.M.

4:00 P.M.

6:30 -
8:30 P.M.

THE TAX REDUCTION ACT OF 1975 —
A LITTLE SOMETHING FOR EVERYBODY

Radney J. Waldbaum, Seuule
Negative Income Tax. the Credit
for New Housing and Other
Reductions in Individual Income
Taxes

Julie W. Weston, Seattle

How To Succeed in Business Without
Really Trying: Changes in Business
Taxes and Other Mathemaucal
Puzzles

Brian L. Comstock. Seattle
Standard Oil Escapes Again—

Or Did lt?

Foreign Income Tax and Miscellany
Gerhardt Momson. Scattle

ESOP and Other Fables

Speakers:

TRIAL PRACTICE
Plaza Ceater

P Level-Hyait Regency
Section Chairperson: F. Lee Campbell, Seattle
RECOVERY FOR WRONGFUL DEATH
Cratg P. Campbell, Seattle
Review of Washington Death Statutes
Gartield R. Jeffers. Wenatchee
Beneficiaries of Damages Awarded
for Wrongful Death
Albert R Malanca. Tacoina
Procedural Aspects of Wrengt'ul
Death Acuons
Shannon Stafford. Seattle
Damages for Wrongful Death

Speakers:

YOUNG LAWYERS SECTION
Regency East
“'C"" Level—Hvyun Regency
Chairperson: Edward F. Shea. Pasco
Seminar Chairperson:  Elizabeth J. Bracelin, Seattle
Speaker: Sargent Shriver
Sargent Shriver appears in person 1o
speak. answer questions and to
present his candid, thought-provoking,
informative, controversial and costly
film, “'Legal Services for Afl
Americans’’.
Conceived and produced by Mr.
Shriver. the tilm features noted
lawyers and judges and others with
narrative overview by Edward
Bennett Wilhams and Mr. Shriver.
The presentation presents problems
in delivering legal services and some
possible and likely future solutions.

ALL SECTIONS BUSINESS MEETINGS WILL BE
HELD IN SEMINAR ROOMS IMMEDIATELY
AFTER THE COMPLETION OF EACH
SECTION'S SEMINAR.

WASHINGTON STATE BAR ASSOCIATION
NO-HOST COCKTAIL PARTY
Regency West/Centre
“C'" Level~Hyart Regency
A South of the Border Fiesta featuring music,
food and surprises from romantic and delightful
Old Mexico!

FRIDAY—SEPTEMBER 12, 1975

8:30 A.M.

9:30 A M.

Noon

2:00 -
4:00 P.M.

REGISTRATION
Registration Desk
'C" Level-Hvan Regency

ANNUAL BUSINESS MEETING
Regency East
“C" Level—Hxar Regency

Presiding: Kenneth P. Short, President
Washington State Bar Association
Invocatien: Chuarles Z. Swwiiih

Annual Report:
The Washington State Bar Association—
President Short

Resolutions Committee
Robert O, Beresford. Chairman

New Business

Presentations:
New Members of the Board of Gevernors
New President of the Washingion State
Bar Association

Hawaii Drawing:
(First Class Roundtrip Air Fare to Hawau
3 mights and 4 days). You must be present
to win and do not fail to put your ticket in
the box for this special drawing.

LUNCHEON
British Colurntna Ballroam —Horel Vancouver

Presiding: William H. Gates
Member. Board of Governors
King €ounty At Large
Speaker: Frank Gitford

American Broadcasting Compimy

CLIEXNTS, COMPLAINTS., LIABILITY.

ETHICS. DISCIPLINE—AND YOU!

Chairman: Richard H. Riddell

Member, Board of Gevernors.
Firsi District

Hon. John J Sirica.

U.S. District Court Judge
Washington D.C.

Hon. Charles F. Staftoord,

Chief Justice

Washington State Supreme Coun
Michael J. Heinovich. Spokane
Chairman. Washington State Bur
Association Disciplinary Board
Facts and Fancies: All About
Discipline

Gerard M. Shellan. Renton
Member, Washington State Bar
Association Disciplinary Board
Happy. Uncomplaining, Repcat
Clients: How to Keep Them
Ronuld Groshong. Seattle

Co Chairman. WSBA Committee
on the Code of Professional
Responsibility

Rx for the Happy and Respected
Professional

Heniv E. Kastner. Seattle
Malpractice Pitfalls and How to
Stay Out of Thein.

Keynote Address:

Speakers:

23




6:30 P.M.

8:00 P.M.

10:00 P.M.

11:00 P.M. - 1:00 A.M.

NO HOST COCKTAILS
Regency Fover und Terruce
“C"" Level-Hvatt Regency

DINNER
Regency Bullroom
“C"" Level-Hyutt Regency

SHOW

Featuring— Pete Barbutu

Voted Las Vegas Lounge Entertainer
of the Year

DANCING

SATURDAY-—SEPTEMBER 13, 197§
' 10:00 A.M. - SEMINARS:

Noon

Regency Eust

1. INCORPORATION AND ESTATE
PLANNING FOR THE FARMER/
RANCHER

Chairperson:  Kenneth L. Schubert. Jr., Seatle

Speakers: Fred G. Emry. Spokane

Terrance C Schmalz, Setah

Farm Corporatton. Tax and Other
Considerations

Kenneth L Schubert. Jr.. Seattle
Some Estate Ptanning Ideas for the
Farmer/Rancher

11. MEDICAL MALPRACTICE REVIEW
AND UPDATE
Regency Center
“'C'" Level-Hyurr Regency
Michael R Green, Seattle
A. Duane Lund. Seattle
Products Liabilty and Medical
Malpractice
Hospital Liabilty
Gerald A. Palm. Seanle
Res Ipsa and Informed Consent
Hon. Ketth M. Callow. Seattle
Judge—Court of Appeals
Division |
Professional Negligence
Michael R. Green. Seattle
Trends in Resolving Malpracuce
Problems

SPECIAL EVENTS

Chairperson.
Speakers:

THURSDAY—SEPTEMBER 11, 1975

5:00 P.M.

5:00 P.M.

ENVIRONMENTAL LAW SECTION
No-Host Cocktail Party
Contact: Joel Haggard
Sociul Suite West—Hotel Vuncouwver

CORPORATION, BUSINESS &
BANKING SECTION
CREDITOR-DEBTOR SECTION
No-Host Cocktail Party
Contact: James C. Middlebrooks or
Dawvid L. Williams
Waddington Room -V uncouver

24 WASHINGTON STATE BAR NEWS September, 1975

5:00 P.M.

5:00 P.M.

5:00 P.M.

6:00 P.M.

6:30 P.M.

8:00 P.M.

REAL PROPERTY, PROBATE &
TRUST SECTION
No-Host Cocktail Party
Contact: Alan Kane
Vuancouver Isliund Room-Hotel Vancouver

HARVARD LAW SCHOOL
No-Host Cocktail Party
Contact: Mike Liles
Room 203 —Hotel Vuncowver

WILLAMETTE LAW SCHOOL
No-Host Cocktail Party
Contact: Dean Larry K. Harvey
Tennyson Room-Hyatt Regency

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON CLASS OF 60
No Host Cocktail Paity
Contact: Dexter Washburn

Lord Byron Room-Hvuir Regency

AMERICAN COLLEGE OF TRIAL LAWYERS
Cocktails—Dinner
Contact: Paul Cressman
Prince of Wales Room
Queen Charlome Room —-Hyarr Regency

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON CLASS OF 40
Dinner
Contact: Harwood Bannister

Turner Room-Hvait Regeney

FRIDAY—SEPTEMBER 12, 1975

7:30 AM.

7:30 A.M.

7:30 A.M.

7:30 AM.

8:30 AM.

4:30 P.M.

GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY ALUMNI
Breakfast
Contact: John J. Champagne

Queen Charlotte Room - Hyul: Regency

GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY
ALUMNI
Breakfast
Contact: Oscar Zabel
Prince of Wulvs Room—Hyuatr Regency

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON ALUMNI
Breaktast
Contact: Dean Chartes Z Smith

Pluza East and Cenire—fyatt Regency

UNIVERSITY OF PUGET SOUND ALUMNI
Breakfast
Contact: Dean Bruce Meyers

Cavendish Room—Hvat Regency

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN ALUMNI
Breakfast
Contact: Donald Skinner

King George Room—Hyatt Regency

PHI ALPHA DELTA
NoHost Cocktails
Contact: Rod Waldbaum
Alouette Room-Hotel Vancowser

SATURDAY—SEPTEMBER 13, 1975

8:00 A.M.

CHRISTIAN LEGAL SOCIETY
Breakfast
Contact: William Ellis
Prince of Waules Room -Hyur: Regency



The Board’s Work

Minutes of the Meeting of the
Board of Governors, July 18th & 19th, 1975,
at Rosario, Orcas Island, Washington

The Board of Governors of the Washington
State Bar Association convened at Rosario, Orcas
Island, Washington on Friday, July 18th and
Saturday July 19th, 1975, beginning at 9:00 a.m.
each day.

Those present were:

Kenneth P. Short, President
Richard H. Riddell

Charles R. Olson

John J. Champagne

Robert R. Redman

John E. Heath, Jr.

Neil J. Hoff

David D. Hoff

William H. Gates
Llewelyn G. Pritchard

In addition to Board members, those present
included Robert S. Day, President-Designate of
the Bar Association and incoming Board Mem-
bers Willard Walker, Robert Peterson, Betty B.
Fletcher and Edmund B. Raftis. Further, Edward
Shea was present representing the Young Lawyers
Section. G. Edward Friar, Executive Director,
acted as Secretary of the Meeting.

Budget Committee

The terms of Budget Committee members John
J. Champagne and Llewelyn G. Pritchard having
expired, the President designated the Budget
Committee membership to be Richard H. Riddell,
David D. Hoff and Robert H. Peterson, with Mr.
Riddell as Chairman.

The Board expanded the duties of the Budget
Committee to include the duties of an Audit
Committee and that the members of the presently
existing Budget Committee assume the expanded
responsibilities for both Budget and Audit. The
Board directed that in the future, this Committee
be known as the Budget and Audit Committee.
Mr. Champagne abstained.

Interprofessional Subcommittee to Coordinate
With Certified Public Accountants

The President was authorized to designate a
three member Special Committee to work with a
similar committee from the Certified Public Ac-
countants Association on matters and endeavors
of mutual interest and concern.

Admissions Procedures

The Board authorized the President to desig-
nate a Special Subcommittee of the Board to dis-
cuss Admissions Procedures to Law Schools and
to the Bar Association with the Deans of the three
Law Schools in the State, looking toward improv-
ing liaison, communication and procedures.
Thereafter, the President designated Robert Red-
man as the Chairman of the Special Committee
and Betty B. Fletcher and Robert Peterson as
members.

Legal Intern Committee—
Proposed Revision of Rules

It was decided that the proposed revision of the
Rules Relating to Legal Interns, as submitted by
the Legal Intern Committee, be amended in Sec-
tion D subparagraph (1) so as to provide that a
Supervising Attorney shall be an Active Member
of the Washington State Bar Association and shall
have been actively engaged in the practice of law
inthe State of Washington or elsewhere for at least
five years, instead of three years as recommended
by the Committee. The vote on this motion was 5
to 4.

The proposed Rules, as recommended and as
amended were approved and forwarded with a
recommendation for adoption to the Supreme
Court.
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Thereafter, upon passage of a proper motion to
reconsider, it was decided that the actions of the
Board relating to Section B Subsection 1, and to
approval of the Rules as amended, be rescinded,
and that the entire matter of the revision of the
Rules relating to Legal Interns be placed on the
Agenda for consideration at the September Meet-
ing of the Board after further investigation and
report.

Certification and Audit
of Trust Accounts

The proposed Certification and Audit of Trust
Accounts Rule to be submitted to the Supreme
Court was amended by adding the following as
Rule 13.4.

Declarations and Audit Files Confidential

The Declaration and Audit File shall be
open only to the Board of Governors, the
Disciplinary Board and the Attorney au-
dited, unless a Disciplinary proceeding is
commenced in which event the disclosure
provisions of Rule 11.7 shall apply.

The proposed Rule, as amended, providing tor
the Certification and Audit of Trust Accounts,
was directed to be forwarded to the Supreme
Court with a recommendation that it be adopted
and implemented by the Court.

Board of Governors Election—
Proposed Amendment to the By-laws

The Board determined to ask the members of
the Bar Association assembled in Annual Meeting
in Vancouver, B.C. to take an advisory vote on
the proposition that a member of the Board of
Govemnors who had served a full term as such
member not be eligible for re-election to another
term. It was further agreed that the matter of the
proposed By-Law change be placed on the Oc-
tober agenda of the Board of Governors for con-
sideration after having had the benefit of the ad-
visory vote of those in attendance at the Annual
Meeting.

Thereafter, upon passage of a proper motion to
reconsider, it was decided that the Board of Gov-
emors take no action or position with reference to
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the proposed By-Law change or to the Annual
Meeting Resolution proposing it.

Editorial Advisory Board

Michael Kight, Acting Chairman of the Edito-
rial Advisory Board, met with the Board of Gov-
ernors and reported that the Editorial Advisory
Board had approved and recommended the adop-
tion of “‘The Friai Proposal, " as outiined at the
June Meeting of the Board of Governors, relating
to the delineation of duties and responsibilities
between the Editor and the Bar Staff in connection
with the publication of the Bar News.

Mr. Kight further reported that the Editorial
Advisory Board recommends that the July and
August issues of the Bar News be combined so as
to get the publication of theBar News current, and
that the Bar Staff be responsible for the publica-
tion of the September, or *‘Annual Meeting Is-
sue,”” as previously agreed upon.

Environmental Law Section

The Environmental Law Section was au-
thorized to join in the sponsorship of an Institute
of Environmental Studies at the University of
Washington.

Para-Legal Committee

The Board of Governors voted to establish a
Para-Legal Committee as a Special Committee of
the Washington State Bar Association. It was
further agreed that said Committee be structured
and funded suitably so that it can play an effective
role in the developmentof Para-Legals in the State
of Washington.

The following persons were named to the
newly created Para-Legal Committee:

George Velikanje, Yakima-— Chairman
Stephen L. Johnson, Kent

Stephen DeForest, Seattle

Robert Mucklestone, Seattle

Dennis Gaasland, L.ay Member—Seattle

Committees

The Board named the Committee Membership
and Chairpersons to serve each Committee begin-
ning with the fiscal year 1975-76. (See the listing
published in this issue.)




Four New Members
Elected to
Board of Governors

The State Bar will be well
served by the wealth of experi-
ence to be brought to the Board of
Govemors by the four new mem-
bers elected this summer. They
will take office at the annual
Convention in September.

Willard H. Walker, III has
been elected to represent the
Third Congressional District. He
is a partner in the firm of Walker
& Dowell in Longview. A 1953
graduate of the University of
Michigan Law School, he has
been practicing law in
Washington State since that time.

Active in service to the State
Bar, he has been on the CLE
Committee for the past three
years, is on the Board of Trustees

of the Trial Lawyers Section, and
on the Ad Hoc Committee for the
Certification of Trial Specialists.
Walker will succeed John J.
Champagne of Olympia as the
Third Congressional District’s
representative on the Board.
Robert H. Peterson has been
elected by the attorneys residing
in the Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict. He is a partner in the firm of
Peterson & Haarmann in Taco-
ma. Graduated from the Univer-
sity of Washington Law School
in 1953, he has been in private
practice in Tacoma since 1955.
Peterson is a past president of
the Tacoma-Pierce County Bar
Association and presently serves
as Chairman of the local As-
signed Council Committee for
indigent decendents representa-
tion and as a Trustee for the
Tacoma-Pierce County Prepaid
Legal Corporation. Active in

Briefly Noted @

Tacoma affairs, he has served for
eight years on the University
Place School Board, including
two terms as Chairman.

Peterson will succeed Neil J.
Hoff as the Sixth Congressional
District’s representative on the
Board.

Betty B. Fletcher and Edmund
B. Raftis are the newly elected
King-County-At-Large represen-
tative on the Board, replacing
William H. Gates and Llewelyn
G. Pritchard.

Ms. Fletcher is a partner in the
Seattle firm of Preston, Thor-
grimson, Ellis, Holman &
Fletcher and has been a member
of the State Bar since 1956.

Her involvement in many
areas of professional services in-
cludes terms as the President of
the Seattle-King County Bar As-
sociation, membership on the
State Bar Professional Responsi-
bility Committee (ex-officio),
and of the Real Property, Probate
and Trust and Corporation, Bus-
iness and Banking Sections.

She is also a member of the
American Bar Association
Standing Committee on Ethics
and Professional Responsibility
and a member of six ABA Sec-
tions.

Ms. Fletcher’'s substantial
public service activities include
holding various appointed or
elective positions with the Chil-
dren’s Home Society of
Washington, Council for Post-
Secondary Education, League of
Women Voters of Seattle, Little
School, Municipal League of
Seattle and King County, Na-
tional Conference of Christians
and Jews, President’s Commis-
sion of White House Fellow-
ships, Chowder Society, Seattle
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Raftis is General Attorney for
Pacific Northwest Bell. He is a
1962 graduate of the Georgetown
Law Center,

A former member of the Board
of Trustees of the Seattle-King
County Bar Association, Raftis
has served that bar also as Presi-
dent of the Seattle-King County
Legal Services Center, Chairman
of the Young Lawyers Section
and Chairman of the committees
on public relations, programs,
lawyer referral service and Seat-
tle Criminal Code revision.

He is currently a member of
the State Judicial Council. He
has served as editor of the
Washington State Bar News and
the State Bar Environmental Law
Section Newsletter. He received
the State Bar award of merit in
1972. He also served as editor of
the Newsletter of the ABA Indi-
vidual Rights and Respon-
sibilities Section and has been a
panel member of several ABA
and State Bar continuing legal
education programs.

Tax Symposium on
I.R.S. Procedures

On October 17 and 18, 1975,
the Gonzaga Law Review and
Gonzaga University School of
Law will sponsor a Symposium
on "“‘Dealing with the Assess-
ment and Collection Procedures
of the Internal Revenue Ser-
viGex

For details and further infor-
mation, please contact: Sym-
posium Director, Law Review,
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Gonzaga Univ. School of Law,
Spokane, Washington 99202.

Christian Legal Society
Breakfast to be Held
At State Convention

The Christian Legal Society
will sponsor a prayer breakfasi
during the State Bar Convention.
This will be the fifth year for the
event. The breakfast will be held
atthe Hyatt Regency, convention
headquarters, on Saturday, Sep-
tember 13, at 8:00 A.M. The
convention program will list the
room location.

Richard S. L. Roddis, Dean of
the University of Washington
Law School, will be the guest
speaker.

Attorneys and their wives in-
terested in attending are re-
quested to make reservations
with any of the following:

William H. Ellis, 4400
Seattle-First National Bank
Building, Seattle, Washington
98154, Telephone: (206) 447-
4465; Joel Paget, 545 Henry
Building, Seattle, Washington
98101, Telephone: (206) 622-
1363; Raymond C. Eberle, 1407
Old National Bank Building,
Spokane, Washington 99201,
Telephone: (509) 624-2161.

Change in Treatment
of Securities of
NonProfit Corporations

The last session of the legisla-
ture brought several changes in
the Washington Securities Act,
RCW 21.20. One of the most
important of these revisions was
the elimination of the non-profit
organization exemption, RCW
21.20.310(9).



The legislature’s action will
undoubtedly have a substantial
impact on both the non-profit or-
ganizations and the members of
the bar representing such groups.
Without the exemption, groups
such as churches. schools and
private hospitals who issue sec-
urities after September 8. 1975,
including bonds, to finance their
activities must register them with
the Securities Division in Olym-
pia. In addition, persons who so-
licit the sale of these securities
may have to be registered as sec-
urities salespersons or brokers.
As a result, a great number of
questions concerning the re-
quirements of registration and
the applicability of the Securities
Act in general will be addressed
toward these organizations’
counsel.

These sweeping changes in the
treatment of the securities of
non-profit organizations were the
product of investigations by the
state Securities Division, which
showed substantial fraud and
misrepresentations involved in
the solicitation of certain of those
securities. Testimony before the
Senate Financial Institutions
Committee by the Securities
Administrator revealed many
circumstances where innocent
purchasers, and especially re-
tired persons, were swindled out
of substantial amounts through
the sale of illegitimate non-profit
securities. One such scheme in-
volved investment of over a quar-
ter of a million dollars primarily
by retired individuals in a fraudu-
lent non-profit club. Such abuses
led the legislature to eliminate
the exemption.

Registration under the Sec-
urities Act presents no insur-
mountable burden upon organi-

zations. The Securities Division
is in the process of drafting rules
designed to reduce even that bur-
den for legitimate non-profit
financing ventures. However,
attorneys and their clients should
be aware of the elimination of the
exemption and the requirements
of registration, especially since
failure to comply with the re-
quirements of the act can lead to
very serious civil and even crim-
inal penalties.

White House
Fellowship Openings

The President has announced
the startof the twelfth nationwide
search for outstanding young
men and women to serve as
White House Fellows.

Established in 1964, the White
House Fellowship program is de-
signed to give rising leaders one
year of firsthand. high-level ex-
perience with the workings of the
Federal Government and to in-
crease their sense of participation
in national affairs. The program
is open to U.S. citizens from all
fields who are not less than 23
and not more than 35 years of
age. Employees of the Executive
Branch of the Federal Govern-
ment are not eligible, with the
exception of career military per-
sonnel.

Members of the tenth group of
White House Fellows are com-
pleting their year long assign-
ments. An eleventh group, the
1975-76 White House Fellows,
will begin their duties next
month.

In addition to their work as-
signments as special assistants to
the Vice President, Cabinet
officers or principal members of

the White House staff, the Fel-
lows participate in an extensive
education program that includes
150-200 off-the-record seminar
meetings with top government
officials, scholars, journalists,
and leaders from the private sec-
tor. The 182 young men and
women who have, to date, been
selected as White House Fellows
have included lawyers, scien-
tists, engineers, corporate busi-
ness executives and independent
entrepreneurs, scholars and
academic administrators, writers
and journalists, medical doctors,
social workers, architects, and
local public officials. Last year
2,307 applied for appointments.

The Fellowship is designed to
be a one-year sabbatical in public
service. Fellows are expected to
return to their professional
careers at the end of their experi-
ence in government, with their
perspectives of national issues
broadened and their qualifica-
tions for significant service in
their chosen careers and to their
communities permanently en-
riched.

Requests for applications for
next year’s program must be
postmarked not later than
November 10, 1975. Application
forms and additional information
can be obtained from the Presi-
dent’s Commission on White
House Fellowships,
Washington, D.C. 20415.

Medical Institute
for Attorneys

The University of Miami Law
Center in cooperation with the
School of Medicine announces
that the Eighth Medical Institute
for Attorneys will be held Feb-
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Clothiers of
Natural

Shoulder
Distinction |

Albert M1,

Olympic Hotel Building |
1210 Fourth Avenue :
Seattle, Washington 98101 623-3970

SAFECO

TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

The Title Company
of the Professionals

1109 Second Avenue e Seattle, WA 98101 o (206) 623-0870
OFFICES THROUGHOUT WASHINGTON STATE
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ruary 25-28, 1976 at the
Americana Hotel in Bal Harbour,
Florida. The sub ject matter to be
presented is INJURIES TO THE
NERVOUS SYSTEM (Diag-
nosis, Treatment and Rehabilita-
tion).

For further information, your
readers should direct their in-
quiries to: Eighth Medical Insti-
tute for Attorneys, University of
Miami Law Center, P.O. Box
248087, Coral Gables, Florida
33124.

Hospital Attorneys
Annual Meeting

Michael R. Green, President
of The Washington State Society
of Hospital Attorneys, an-
nounced plans for the Society’s
annual meeting scheduled for
Friday, October 17, 1975, at the
Washington Athletic Club.

The all day seminar will in-
clude lunch and will cover sub-
jects of interest to hospital attor-
neys such as the State Hospital
Commission, Professional Stan-
dards Review Organizations
(PSRO), Health Maintenance
Organizations (HMO), Medical
Staff Bylaws and other topics.
State Senator Peter Francis will
address the Society on medical
malpractice and the work of the
Senate Select Committee.

Interested attorneys who are
employed by or represent health
care organizations, and who
would like to become members
of the Society, can join by con-
tacting the Washington State
Society of Hospital Attorneys,
601 Broadway, Seattle, WA
98122, (206) 624-7240.

Registration for the annual
meeting can be made through the
Society office.




All Systems are Go for Washington Lawyers Service

PREPAID LEGAL SERVICES
IN WASHINGTON:
A STATUS REPORT

By Charles E. Ehlert

Many Washington residents will soon have an
opportunity to join a prepaid group legal services
plan operated by Washington Lawyers Service,
and endorsed by the Washington State Bar As-
sociation.

More than ten years of effort within the bar
have prepared the way. Thickets of problems,
legal and technical, faced those who reflected in
the mid-1960’s on the implications of N.A.A.C.P.
v. Button, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen vs.
Virginia State Bar, and United Mine Workers v.
Hllinois State Bar Association as to the traditional
means of providing legal services to the public.
The time had come for examining myths of the
past against the realities of the present; for
measuring traditional regulatory codes against
contemporary constitutional notions of free
speech and association, due process and equal

protection of the laws; for examining *‘ethical’’
controls over lawyers’ conduct from the perspec-
tive of quantity, cost and availability as well as the
quality of legal services; and beyond those
philosophical considerations, for beginning the
hard technical work of implementing new policies
as to availability of legal services. A sound,
workable, prepaid group legal services program
became one of the principal goals arising from this
reexamination.

Revising the Canons of Ethics

The first task was to revise the Code of Ethics to
comply with constitutional requirements and to
express these policies. When Lewis Powell was
President of the American Bar Association in
1964, he appointed a committee to study and
recommend changes in the old Canons of Ethics,
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which resulted in a 1969 report and the adoption
by the American Bar Association of a new Code
of Professional Responsibility in August 1969. A
year later, in December 1970, the Board of Gov-
emnors of the Washington State Bar Association
approved the recommendations of the Martin-
Pruzan special committee forrevision in the Can-
ons of Ethics and forwarded them to the State
Supreme Court, which in tum promulgated them
by order in 1971. As they related to group and
prepaid legal services, the Code of Professional
Responsibility adopted in Washington went con-
siderably further than the American Bar Associa-
tion Code. In fact, Washington departed further
from the old Code of Ethics than did any other
state.

The Legal Obstacles

The major legal problems remaining were
posed by the state insurance code, prepaid legal
services plans having some of the characteristics
of insurance contracts. Absent further legislation,
it seemed possible they might be subject to regula-
tion by the Washington State Insurance Commis-

FREE DIRECTORY -
LAWYER-TO-LAWYER

CONSULTATION PANEL

A few minutes telephone consultation with a
member of the Lawyer-to-Lawyer Consultation
Panel may saveyou hours of digging in the law
library. 771 consultants, each of whom concen-
trates his practice in one or a few related fields
and meets the standards for Panel member-
ship, are ready to assist you. This 344 page
directory, indexed by fields oflaw (122 covered)
and containing biographical information such
as authorship of legal articles, enables you to
select the Consultant who best meets your
specific needs. To introduce you to the Panel, no
charge for current Directory.

Write or phone, Lawyer-to-Lawyer Con-
sultation Panel, 5325 Naiman Parkway,
Suite B, Dept. JA-4, Solon, Ohio 44139, tele-
phone 217-248-0135.
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sioner. Following the precedent set twenty-eight
years earlier when legislation was enacted
exempting prepaid medical service plans from the
insurance code, Group and Prepaid Legal Ser-
vices Committee of the Washington State Bar
Association, a special committee appointed in
1971, drafted legislation to exempt prepaid legal
services from the Washington State Insurance
Code, and to provide an alternate form of regula-
tion forsuch plans. Two years of negotiations and
efforts to secure passage of a bill failed to produce
legislation.

Enactment by Congress last September of the
Employees Retirement Income Security Act of
1974 (Pub. Law 93-406) provided an unexpected
breakthrough. The Act preempted from state law
prepaid legal services for employee groups in-
volved in interstate commerce. Although the fed-
eral law left many potential user groups still sub-
ject to regulation by state law—e.g. teachers,
municipal employees, self-employed persons,
small businesses, students and others —it cleared
the way for development of operational plans for
those groups who are expected to be the major
consumers of prepaid legal services.
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Committee Ob jectives

In October last year, the Group and Prepaid
Legal Services Committee decided to take advan-
tage of the opportunity offered by the new federal
law and to give first priority to getting a plan
developed and ready to offer to commerce clause
employee groups. The principle policies de-
veloped and followed by the Committee, and re-

Charles Ehlert is a member of the
State Bar Group and Prepaid
Legal Services Committee. He has
been since 1973. Assistant Di-
rector of the Department of
Licenses and Consumer Affairs,
City of Seattle. He received his
A.B. in Philosophy frem Yale
University in 1960, and his
L.L.B. from the University of
Illinois in 1963. He was in pri-
vate practice in Seattle from
1963 to 1966, and from 1966 to [973 held positions as Assistant
Director, Seattle Legal Services Center: Director A.C.L.U. Yakima
Valley Migrant Project; Director, Legal Economics Design Project,
Seattle Model City Program; and Law and Justice Planner. Seattle
Model City Program. He has held positions in a number of public
interest organizations and presently is a member of the Board of
Directors of the Washington Committee for Consumer Interests.

ported periodically to the Board of Governors are

these:

e The Washington State Bar Association should
develop and endorse a prepaid group legal ser-
vices plan.

e The plan should be a statewide, open panel,
free-choice-of -lawyer program.

e The plan should be operated by a non-profit
corporation distinct from the Washington State
Bar Association.

e The corporation, with its plan in operation,
should be governed by a board of directors in
which lawyers are not in the majority and
which should include representatives of unions
served and of employers who are parties to
collective bargaining agreements which in-
clude the plan as a fringe benefit.

The Committee has chosen to take an active
role in the development of a program, to tackle
major design and organizational problems, to
make decisions on them and, on converging
courses, to develop both a complete plan and an
independent organization to administer it. Major
tasks of the committee include creation of the
non-profit corporation to administer the plan, de-
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velopment of major documents (including
Bylaws, rules for participating lawyers, model
subscriber benefit contracts, claim forms, etc.),
recruitment of a statewide panel of lawyers,
promotion and marketing of plans to employee
groups, and negotiation with private firms offer-
ing specialized marketing and administrative ser-
vices. As the program is developed, the non-profit
corporation will take over active operation, direc-
tion and control, and the Committee’s role there-
after will be to observe, monitor, advise, report
and serve as liaison. Final decision-making pow-
er, including the power to change, revise or mod-
ify the initial plan developed by the committee,
will from the beginning reside in the corporation.

Organizing WLS

Articles of incorporation for the non-profit cor-
portion, named ‘‘Washington Lawyers Service,”’
were filed in Olympiaon May 21, 1975. The WLS
Articles are designed to provide a staged transi-
tion from the initial group of incorporators to the
operating board of directors, in three steps:

e The initial board of directors consists of six
lawyers from the Group and Prepaid Legal Ser-
vices Committee who served as incorporators.
They are: Frank J. Owens, Olympia; Stanley
D. Moore, Spokane; Merrifield B. Rees,
Tacoma; Charles I. Stone, Seattle; Gordon W.
Wilcox, Seattle; and Lionel E. Wolff,
Spokane.

e An expanded initial board, containing, in addi-
tion to the six incorporators, three representa-
tives of unions, three representatives of
employers and a seventh non-lawyer person
who will serve as President, all to be appointed
by the State Bar Board of Governors.

e As contracts with employee groups are signed,
six of the seven appointed non-lawyer board
members will be chosen by the employee
groups to be served and their employers, and
those six will elect the seventh nonlawyer
member, who will serve as president.

All members of the Washington State Bar As-
sociation in good standing will be solicited to
become members of the panel of participating
lawyers. Those who apply, pay an enrollment fee
and subscribe to the rules promulgated from time
to time by WLS will become members of the




panel. Membership on the panel will be by the
individual and not by firm or group, although it is
contemplated that a panel lawyer may be assisted
by a non-panel partner or associate as long as the
panel lawyers accepts responsibility for all legal
services performed for the plan beneficiary. Panel
lawyers will look to WLS as the sole source of
compensation for services to covered employees
which are provided for in the applicable schedule
of benefits. Arrangements for any additional ser-
vices will be made between the lawyer and the
employee and will be paid for by the employee
with reimbursement from WLS.

As soon as the panel of lawyers has been estab-
lished, a promotional and marketing effort will
begin, and the WLS plan will be offered to poten-
tially interested groups. The experience of similar
plans in other states suggests that rapid develop-
ment of membership contracts should not be ex-
pected and that the initial contracts arelikely to be
with small groups. A copy of the schedule of
benefits outlining kinds and quantities of reim-
bursable legal services and a list of panel lawyers
will be given to members of participating groups
as contracts are signed.

A plan beneficiary who needs legal services
which are available under the plan will be able to
choose any lawyer he or she selects, regardless of
whether the lawyer is a member of the panel. If the
lawyer is not a member of the panel, the bene-
ficiary will be reimbursed by WLS, but in an
amount which is only two-thirds of the rate at
which WLS will make direct payment to the panel
lawyer.

Since the program will have been developed
and endorsed by the Washington State Bar As-
sociation, lawyers will be asked to participate in
the solution to two of the basic problems facing all
such efforts—the need for start-up capital and
reserves and the lack of reliable actuarial data
relating to benefits, claims and costs. As to the
first problem, lawyers who wish to become mem-
bers of the panel will be charged an enrollment
fee. As an incentive to encourage early develop-
ment of a substantial panel, the enrollment fee
prior to December 31, 1975, will be $50, and
thereafter will be $100. Enrollment fees paid to
WLS will provide a fund from which start-up
expenses for printing, promotion, salaries and
administration costs can be paid.

.....
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The actuarial problem is this: How to design
and price and plan so that the total amount paid
out, plus expenses of administration, will not ex-
ceed premiums charged and collected. Precise
answers in the field of prepaid legal services are
not available. The approach taken by the WLS
program is to make informed, conservative guess-
es, relying on the limited data available from
other prepaid legal service operations and the
judgment and experiences of professional ad-
ministrators of other types of prepaid service
plans, and then to protect against over-utilization
by initially paying out to panel lawyers only a part
of the fees payable under the schedule of benefits.
The retention percentage has not yet been deter-
mined and may vary from time to time. The re-
tained portion will be withheld to establish a con-
tingency fund, to be disposed of periodically as
decided by the WLS Board of Directors. Depend-
ing on the amount available in the fund, the Board
may choose to pay panel lawyers the retained
portion or some part thereof, or to set up a future
reserve account, or both. As experience accumu-
lates over a period of time, price, benefits, and
contingency fund withholdings will be adjusted
by the WLS Board of Directors. In the meantime,
lawyers participating in the plan will be under-
writing the actuarial uncertainties of the plan by
their commitments to provide whatever volume of
services may be necessary to meet obligations to
plan beneficiaries.

Conclusion

With the establishment of Washington Lawyers
Service, the Washington State Bar Association
becomes the eleventh state bar to endorse or spon-
sor an open panel prepaid legal services plan,
according to the best information now available.
Programs of various designs and magnitude are
operational now in six states (Oregon, New
Mexico, Utah, Michigan, Ohio and Kansas) and
in planning stages in three other states (Arizona,
California and Texas).

Washington Lawyers Service offers members
of the Washington State Bar a unique opportunity
to join with members and the lay public in an ex-
periment designed to make legal services gener-
ally available to the public to an extent never be-
fore realized, and thus make a reality out of Can-
on 2 of our Code of Professional Responsibility.

O



ONE FIRM'S TRACK RECORD
WITH THE IBM MAG CARD I

By Dennis L. Gaasland

Have you ever received services from a product
that far exceeds the usefulness that the manufac-
turer claimed was possible? May it be an au-
tomobile, photocopier, typewriter or any other
machine, such a product continually seems to
provide new and greater efficiencies and produc-
tivity. Simply, it is a pleasure to use the product.

Today, there is such a machine in our office. It’s
the new IBM Mag Card II Typewriter which,
when used in a word processing environment,

accomplishes a variety of typing jobs with a high
degree of speed and accuracy.

No question that our fiirm’s skilled operators
and word processing center equipped with Mag
Card II's are saving our firm substantial amounts
of time and money each year. The Mag Card I1
Typewriter is especially valuable in the prepara-
tion, editing and revision of lengthy documents,
and in the repetitive preparation of standard
documents.
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Our firm's word processing center was in oper-
ation about one year when I joined Karr, Tuttle,
Koch, Campbell, Mawer & Morrow in 1971. On
line at the time were three IBM Magnetic Tape
““‘Selectric”” Typewriters (MT/STs) and an IBM
Magnetic Tape *‘Selectric’’ Composer (MT/SC).

In the early days of word processing, our center
faced many typical problems common to any new
system. One problem was especially serious: po-
tential users of the center didn’t really understand
the new system. They didn’t truly appreciate that
by using our services, their practice would be
more productive nor did they understand how to
use the center to its greatest capacity.

At the start, there was some resistance to the
concept of a word processing center. Lawyers
were accustomed to the time honored, one-to-one
relationship with a secretary. The change, of
course, meant that his or her work going to the
center would be taken in the order received, in an
effort to be fair with all other users of the Center.

The challenge was to convince our lawyers that
the change would work to their advantage. But
before we could get more users involved, we had
to establish effective and efficient controls.

We began by setting up controls which would
allow the manager to keep his finger on the sys-
tem's pulse and measure its results. First to be
developed was a work-status reporting procedure,
through which the center’s operators could report
which projects they were working on at any given
time. We would thus determine the status of any
iob, and measure the operators’ productivity
through a line-count method.

Establishing a realistic and acceptable turn-
around time was another problem. When the
center opened, a 24-hour turnaround was re-
garded as Utopian, and this often stretched to 28
or 32 hours at the start. We launched our present
six-hour turnaround schedule (in by 10 a.m., out
by 4 p.m.) in 1973. We are now maintaining this
schedule better than 80 percent of the time, and
there are good and sufficient reasons when we
exceed it.

Before we nailed down this specific response
time, projects poured into the center and were
simply stacked on a desk. Before long we found
every project tagged ‘‘rush.’’ This very soon de-
generated to ‘‘rush-rush,’’ and finally, to ‘‘rush-
rush-rush’’.
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Organizing for Efficiency

We then eliminated all ‘‘rush’’ categories (al-
though we still hold ourselves in readiness for
emergency work). We arranged for every project
to be logged in at the center in a ‘‘Project Log
Book.’’ Each lawyer now has his own section in
this book, listing all his work by project number.
By consulting this log, we can inform a lawyer at
any given moment which of his projects are in
work, as well as what work we have stored for him
in our “‘library.”’

With these and other procedures, we began to
instill order into what had been something ap-
proaching chaos.

By the spring of 1973, we had added one more
MT/ST, giving us four MT/STs and an MT/SC.
We had decided to replace the composer system
with another MT/ST to give us a total of five
MT/STs by the fall of 1973. Meantime, however,
IBM had introduced its new IBM Mag Card II
Typewriter. My center staff and I viewedthis new
equipment with greatinterest, but also with mixed
emotions. First, we remembered vividly the
growing pains we had just experienced in getting
the MT/ST system organized. Second, all our
procedures were based on the MT/STs, and we
‘now felt comfortable with these machines. Fi-
nally, we had built a considerable library of mag-
netic tapes—some 300 of them—and realized
that a good percentage of these would have to be
converted to magnetic cards if we made the
changeover.

Dennis Gaasland has since 1971
been @ftfice Manager for Karr,
Tuttle, Koch, Campbell. Mawer
and Morrow, a 29-lawyer Seattie
firm. A business administration
graduate of the University of
Washington, he has been active in
the area of business education. He
# is presently Chairman of the Edu-
cation Committee of the Adminis-
§ trative Management Society in
y Seattle, and a member of the
Advisory Committee of the Seattle Public Schools System. Mr.
Gaasland served as an advisor to Edmonds Community College in
the development of the paraprofessional curriculum now available
there. He was recently appointedas lay member of the newly created
State Bar Para-Legal Committee.

Making the Transition

Nonetheless, we decided that if the Mag Card
IIs could really perform as demonstrated, we
should make the switch. So a little anxiously, we
placed an order for four IBM Mag Card II Type-
writers. Though we had planned to go to five
MT/STs, we ordered only four of the new ma-
chines because we really did not know how much
they could produce.

The first two Mag Card IIs were delivered after
our operators had been trained on these machines
in an IBM branch office. To make the transition
smoothly, we held on to three MT/STs while we
decided whatto do with our tapes. We had close to
150,000 lines stored in those tapes. and wished to
avoid the expense of having them converted
elsewhere. We finally decided to do the job our-
selves.

Checking with the lawyers and analyzing our
stored tapes, we found that mass conversion was
unnecessary, as much of the material could be put
in the ‘“dead file.”” All items converted from tape
to magnetic cards were keyboarded anew, when
needed.

By mid-December, we received the remaining
two Mag Card IIs, and all MT/ST machines were
returned. Since that time we have been exclu-
sively on the magnetic card machines. Formerly,
we had five operators but only four machines.
Since then, the center has reduced its staff to 3-4
operators, through attrition.

Results of the Change

Which brings me to the heart of the matter.
With four Mag Card IIs (instead of five MT/STs),
and with 3-4 operators (instead of five), the word
processing center is not only handling all we had
processed before but is steadily increasing its pro-
ductivity month after month. And at this writing,
no staff increases are anticipated.

In 1971, the center’s weekly line-count fluc-
tuated between 10,000 and 15,000 lines. By the
spring of 1972 the total had jumped to between
20,000 - 22,000. By early 1974, the weekly count
had climbed to something between 25,000 -
32,000 lines as one result of converting to Mag
Card II's.
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Approximately 30 percentof the paperwork at Karr, Tuttle,
Koch, Campbell, Mawer & Morrow is based on standard
legal forms which are bound and indexed in the three-ring
bindershown here. The operator has received an instruc-
tion from alawyer to reproduce a given document, filling in
the blanks with variable data he has supplied. Each format
document is marked with acode number which iskeyed to
the magnetic cards needed to reproduce that document.
Cards are filed, by subject matter and code number, for
automatic playout on the Mag Card Il Typewriter at 150
words per minute.

We asked ourselves, why the increase? There
had been no dramatic growth in the firm’'s staff.
We could conclude only that the yearly increases
reflected growing confidence in the word pro-
cessing center and in its capability to deliver
both quantity and quality.

Good Control is the Key

As noted earlier, much of our present level of
efficiency is traceable to the carefully planned and
diligently executed set of controls. Our coor-
dinator, or lead operator, after logging in each
project, assigns work to one of the operators, or to
herself, fortyping in draft form. The ‘‘hard copy’’
of this draft goes to the lawyer for content
proofing. While typing this draft, the operator is
recording the text on a magnetic card. As a rule,
each card contains one page of the project.
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The magnetic card is a very versatile recording
medium. About the size of a computer punched
card, it contains a magnetized surface. When in-
serted into the console of an IBM Mag Card II
Typewriter, it records data fed to it from the
machine’s electronic memory. This card, later
inserted in the machine’s console, will play out
text at 150 words per minute and the copy will
be error-free, for ail changes, additions, and
deletions will have been made in the electronic
memory .

Once the draft copy is proofed, the edited ver-
sion is returned to the center. If there are no
changes, the magnetic card is simply read into
memory and the final draft played out. If —as is
usually the case—there are alterations, the
operator simply makes all the editorial changes in
memory, by-passing all copy requiring no
change. She may then insert a single character or
even several sentences or paragraphs, without dis-
turbing the unaltered passages. Hyphenation, line
endings, and page endings are handled automati-
cally by the Mag Card II’s electronic memory.

This process cuts to a bare minimum all re-
keyboarding needed for editing. We find the IBM
Mag Card II Typewriter is much more efficient
than the magnetic tapes for our purposes. With
tapes, when we needed to update two pages of a
long brief, for example, it was necessary torun an
entire tape to search out and edit the necessary
passages. This was a time consuming chore. But
with the IBM Mag Card II Typewriter, it is neces-
sary only to edit the cards on those pages where
changes are indicated, without searching the text
preceding and following the revisions. Another
advantage to using a magnetic card is that it is
““‘writeable.’” That is, notes may be made directly
on the card for future reference. This can’t be
done on magnetic tape.

And the text on any IBM magnetic card can be
reproduced electronically on the IBM Mag Card 11
Typewriter, so that additional sets of these cards
may be made any time.

All our magnetic cards are filed in our center’s
library according to one of three categories:
(1) work which needs to be kept briefly, perhaps
one or two weeks; (2) work to be retained from
three to five months; and (3), permanent material
keyed to the firm's ‘‘bible’’ of standard legal
materials. Each lawyer has a copy of this com-



pendium of legal forms, in a three-ring binder.
Each page contains a code which refers to a
magnetic card bearing the same number. In this
thick binder are forms for such standard
categories as ‘‘insurance,’’ ‘‘personal injury,’”’
‘““insurance defense,’” ‘‘miscellaneous inter-
rogatories,”” *‘interrogatories to plaintiff,”” ‘‘real
property damage,’’ ‘‘workmen’s compensa-
tion,”’ various types of divorce forms, wills, and
other matters commonly used in the legal pro-
fession.

When such standard forms can be used (and
they account for about 30 percent of our Center’s
production), the lawyer merely indicates the code
of the item he wishes typewritten. He gives the
center the variable data he wishes inserted in the
appropriate blanks. The magnetic card feeds this
information into the Mag Card II's electronic
memory and, on reaching the space where the
variable is to be inserted, the machine responds to
a ‘‘stop code’’ on the card, which halts the type-
writer automatically. The operator then types in
the variables before touching a key to continue
automatic playout.

Obviously, the draft stage is eliminated in this
revisionary process, and work is produced swiftly
in final form. Contrast this with the conventional
practice in a one-to-one, originator-to-secretary
relationship where comparable documents are en-
tirely keyboarded each time an item is needed.

Our Standard Form Reference manual was de-
veloped while the firm was still in the MT/ST
stage, but it has since been refined and further
systematized. Its use has been greatly simplified
with the Mag Card [ls, as no tape-search is neces-
sary, and the appropriate card or cards can be
inserted and run off without delay.

The Bottom Line

To measure the cost-effectiveness of our Mag
Card IIs and the Center’s operations, a continual
tally is kept on such items as total lines typed, net
and gross (i.e. final draft and rough draft); total
number of projects; number of operators required
to produce these lines and projects; cost per page;
and cost per project.

Forexample, in a recent week 95 projects were
processed (our weekly average is now about 86).
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These projects averaged 300 lines. By extrapola-
tion, we determined that the average project costs
in terms of salaries and equipment (setting aside
such minor costs as paper) between $9 and $10, or
about $1.04 per page.

Tocompare the performance of the Mag Card 11
with our earlier MT/ST, two representative weeks
of MT/ST production were analyzed. The cost per
project for the MT/ST ranged between $13 and
$14, while the cost per page varied from a low of
$1.44 to a high of $1.72. This performance was
obtained with five MT/ST operators, versus 3-4
operators using the Mag Card II.

Thus itisreasonable to estimate that the savings
through use of the Mag Card II rather than the
MT/ST are close to 25 percent. We are now using
fewer operators, while increasing output by some
8,000 to 10,000 lines per week.

Changing Staff Requirements

We also measured our production against a
“‘Secretary Equivalent’’ yardstick. At the outset,
we asked the firm'’s secretaries (then numbering
16) to give us copies of all their output excepting,
such items as memos and bills. We tabulated their
collective output and found that, in a given
month, these 16 secretaries would type a total of
35,000 - 40,000 lines, with the average closer to
35,000. During the same period, center personnel
(fluctuating between four and five at that time)
were averaging 15,000 - 20,000 lines per week.
We also determined that at least half of the aver-
age secretary’s day was spent at her typewriter.

A national study of secretarial typing output has
established that the average secretary will type
between 200 - 400 lines per day. (Of course, we
recognize that most secretaries do many other
tasks and only give about half or less of their time
to typing.) But for purposes of our study, we
assumed that our secretaries were producing the
maximum lineage, or 400 lines.

We then asked: How many secretaries would it
require, at 400 lines per day, to equal the volume
we are now outputting in the center with 3-4
operators? Depending on the workload of a given
sample period, it came out to between 7 and 19
secretaries. In the week in which this was written,
it would have required 11 secretaries, at the 400-
lines-per-day rate, to handle the production level
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achieved by our center’s 3-4 operators.

One of the features which first attracted our firm
to the word processing concept was the possibility
that in such a system there would be less need for
the one-to-one relationship, and that lawyers
might double-up, with consequent cost savings.
Though we have not yet achieved the two-to-one
objective (there are now 17 secretaries for 29
lawyers), we are much closer to it today than we
were five years ago.

The day conceivably could come—though I
personally believe it to be somewhat distant—
when larger law firms will have lawyers sup-
ported by staffs of legal assistants, with a word
processing center handling all correspondence,
briefs, and other paperwork. There would be no
secretary as she is defined today. The secretary
would, in this new day, have advanced to a higher
echelon, becoming in effect, a legal assistant.
This trend already is evident in other professions,
so itseemslogical to assumethatit will eventually
become established in the practice of law.

As for resistance to change, my experience in
business administration over more than two dec-
ades has convinced me that people will change,
given sound reasons and logical persuasion. Our
center’s experience is a case in point. First, the
veteran users are turning to us more and more.
Second, new users are continually joining us. The
lawyers are discovering that the word processing
concept is sound, that it works, and that things
really are happening back there in the ‘‘corner
pocket’” where we operate.

Conclusion

*‘I'take the stuff in and walk away,’’ [ heard one
lawyer comment recently, ‘‘and it’s back on my
desk before I get there.”” He was exaggerating, of
course, but there is a grain of truth to what he said.

Of course, the results we achieve don’t just
happen. The ingredients must be there—such
things as the best equipment that modern technol-
ogy can product and the best available personnel
to run that equipment. These must be linked to-
gether in an orderly system with the necessary
procedures and controls.

Given these components, a word processing
system can achieve impressive results. Our own
system is no dream, but it performs like one. O



STATE BAR COMMITTEES

Bar-Bench-Press Committee

Storrs B. Clough, Mon-
roe—Chairperson; Phillip H.
Ginsberg, Seattle; E. Glenn
Harmon, Spokane; Valen
Honeywell, Tacoma; Terrance
C. Schmalz, Selah; Charles H.
Todd, Seattle; Wayne L. Wil-
liams, Olympia.

Board of Bar Examiners

G. Keith Grim, Seattle—
Chairperson; Eugene C. Ander-
son, Anacortes— Vice-
Chairperson; Patricia H. Aitken,
Seattle; Philip H. Austin, Olym-
pia; Nyle G. Barnes, Seattle;
Daniel C. Blom, Seattle; George
G. Bovingdon, Seattle; Elizabeth
J. Bracelin, Seattle; Stimson Bul-
litt, Seattle; Terrence A. Carroll,
Seattle; Peter P. Chevis, Belling-
ham; Theodore J. Collins, Seat-
tle; Cleary S. Cone, Ellensburg;
Michael M. Corless, Sunnyside;
Martin Crowder, Seattle; Wil-

1975-16

liam E. Cullen, Olympia; John
M. Darrah, Seattle; Richard B.
Cathlamet; Theodore J. Ellis,
Seattle; Robert Felthous, Selah;
Carolyn P. Garbutt, Seattle; Wil-
liam H. Gates, Seattle; Horace
Geer, Tacoma; Charles A.
Goldmark, Seattle; Jonathan E.
Goldmark, Seattle; William W.
Goss, Jr., Spokane; Thomas B.
Grahn, Yakima; Ray Graves,
Tacoma; Peter Greenfield, Seat-
tle; Camden M. Hall, Seattle;
Lowell K. Halverson, Seattle;
Albert Hanan, Seattle; Joan E.
Hanson, Seattle; Bernard J.
Heavey, Jr., Stevenson; B.
Franklin Heuston, Shelton;
James M. Hilton, Seattle; Valen
G. Honeywell, Jr., Tacoma;
Lembhard Howell, Seattle; John
E. Iverson, Seattle; Edmund F.
Jacobs, Puyallup; Bertil
Johnson, Jr., Tacoma; Bradley T.
Jones, Seattle; William L. Kin-
zel, Bellevue; Judson Klingberg,
Longview; Carl G. Koch, Seat-
tle; Michael Leavitt, Yakima;

Edward Level, Everett; Donald
McGavick, Tacoma; Jack
McSherry, Cle Elum; James H.
Madison, Seattle; James Magee,
Seattle; Muriel Mawer, Seattle;
MaxR. Nicolai, Seattle; Hugo E.
Oswald, Jr., Seattle; Darrell E.
Ries, Moses Lake; Kermit M.
Rudolf, Spokane; Rembert Ry-
als, Richland; Gerard M. Shel-
lan, Renton; D. McKay Snow,
Seattle; Jerry W. Spoonemore,
Seattle; Murray Taggart, Walla
Walla; C. Robert Wallis, Olym-
pia; William H. Wilson, Everett;
Thomas S. Zilly, Seattle.

Civil Rights Committee

Winslow Whitman,
Seattle— Chairperson; Jack J.
Ackerman, Seattle; Stephen M.
Brown, Yakima; Charles W.
Cone, Wenatchee; Kenneth W.
Elfbrandt, Olympia; William

43



Lemke, Chehalis; James Mor-
ton, Tacoma; Dennis G. Opacki,
Seattle; Symone B. Scales, Seat-
tle; Richard J. Schroeder,
Spokane; Robert J. Tomlinson,
Seattle.

Code of Professional Respon-
sibility

W. Ronald Groshong,
Seattle— Chairperson; G. Wil-
liam Baker, Yakima; Peter
Greenfield, Seattle; David R.
Koopmans, Seattle; Leonard W.
Kruse, PortOrchard; Don Miles,
Olympia; John T. Slater, Bellin-
gham; John Bertram Troup,
Tacoma; Betty B. Fletcher —
Board of Governor’s Liaison.

Contemporary Problems and
Public Interest Committee

James M. Dolliver,
Olympia— Chairperson; David
F. Berger, Seattle; John S. Biggs,
Walla Walla; Charles R. Bush,
Seattle; J. Gregory Casey,
Spokane; Merton Elliott,
Tacoma; Joseph D. Holmes, Jr.,
Seattle; Roger M. Leed, Seattle;
C. James Lust, Yakima; Timothy
A. Manring, Seattle; L. Carl
Maxey, Spokane; Russell J.
Mazzola, Yakima; Lyle E.
Neeley, Bellevue; Thomas H.
Oldfield, Tacoma; Stephen T.
Osborme, Kennewick; John A.
Rorem, Tacoma; J. R. Sherrard,
Bainbridge Island; Walter B.
Williams, Seattle; John M.
Wolfe, Aberdeen; Willard A.
Zellmer, Davenport.

Continuing Legal Education
Committee

Albert R. Malanca,
Tacoma— Chairperson; Michael

R. Green, Seattle—Vice-
Chairperson; C. William Beres-
ford, Seattle; R. Crane Bergdahl,
Pasco; William G. Boland,
Olympia; Dale L. Carlisle,
Tacoma; John C. Coughenour,
Seattle; James R. Dickens, Seat-
tle; Bryce H. Dille, Puyallup:
John Huneke, Spokane; Richard
G. Jeffers, Wenatchee; Frank H.
Johnson, Spokane; Ralph L.
Jones, Walla Walla; Milburn D.
Kight, Wenatchee; Arthur
Knodel, Tacoma; Robert M.
Leadon, Selah; Hugh McGough,
Seattle; W. Thomas McPhee,
Olympia; James C. Middle-
brooks, Seattle; Jan G. Ot-
terstrom, Spokane; David E.
Rhea, Bellingham; Paul E. Sin-
nett, Tacoma; Bert H. Weinrich,
Jr., Seattle; G. Perrin Walker,
Tacoma.

Corrections Committee

Croil Anderson, Seattle—
Chairperson; Christopher J.
Bell, Port Orchard; David W.
Boerner, Seattle; John Henry
Browne, Seattle; Catherine Lee
Campbell, Yakima; Harvey H.
Chamberlain, Seattle; Donald
Chisum, Seattle; William C. Col-
lins, Olympia; John M. Darrah,
Seattle; Lonnie G. Davis,
Everett; Richard Emery, Seattle;
John D. Leinen, Camas; Kent
Millikan, Everett; Gerald A.
Reitsch, Longview; Allan Ress-
ler, Seattle; Jerry A. Votendahl,
Walla Walla; Arnold E. Whed-
bee, Everett; John M. Woodley,
Seattle.

Courts and Judicial Selection

Will L. Lorenz, Spokane—
Chairperson; Thomas B. Foster,

44 WASHINGTON STATE BAR NEWS Sepiember, 1975

Seattle; George E. Frasier, Seat-
tle; William W. Goss, Jr.,
Spokane; Daniel J. Hurson,
Kennewick; Bertil F. Johnson,
Tacoma; Jeremiah M. Long,
Seattle; John S. Moore, Yakima;
Charles F. Murphy, Olympia;
Bemard E. Newby, Sr., Tacoma;
Dwayne A. Richards, Seattle;
Grant J. Silvernale, Kirkland;
Andrew J. Young, Seattle.

Court Rules and Procedures

Walter G. Meyer, Jr., Yakima,
Chairperson; Mark H. Adams,
Tacoma; Eugene I. Annis,
Spokane; James F. Henriot,
Tacoma; William C. Klein, Van-
couver; Joan Smith Lawrence,
Seattle; Albert L. Levinski, Seat-
tle; William M. Lowry, Olym-
pia; Hugh A. McClure, Seattle;
Frederick M. Meyers, Seattle;
Jerry T. Moore, Centralia; Wil-
liam Fremming Nielsen,
Spokane; James N. O’Connor,
Seattle; Ronald L. Peters,
Tacoma; John G. Schultz, Pasco;
Michael E. Stevenson, Tacoma;
Karl B. Tegland, Seattle; Theo-
dore D. Zylstra, Oak Harbor.

Disciplinary Board

Robert Moch, Seattle —
Chairperson; Tom Bostic,
Yakima; William Church, Van-
couver; Julian C. Dewell,
Everett; George Dixon, Tacoma;
Edith Lobe, Seattle; Richard
Montecucco, Olympia; Patrick
H. Murphy, Spokane, Paul W.
Steere, Seattle.

Editorial Advisory Board

Michael Kight, Everett—
Chairperson; F. Ross Boundy,




Seattle; David L. Broom,
Spokane; Odine H. Husemoen,
Longview; C. James Judson,
Seattle; Randall L. Marquis,
Yakima; Merrifield (Bud) Rees,
Tacoma; Marjorie W. Rumley,
Seattle; Paul M. Silver, Seattle.

Group and Prepaid Legal Ser-
vices

Charles [. Stone, Seattle—
Chairperson; F. Ross Burgess,
Tacoma; James P. Curran, Kent;
John W. Dayhoff, Tacoma;
Charles E. Ehlert, Seattle; De-
nnis L. Fluegge, Yakima; James
J. Gillespie, Spokane; Phelps R.
Gose, Walla Walla; Henry Haas,
Tacoma; David C. Hutchison,
Vancouver; Bartholomew G. Ir-
win, Port Angeles; Donald L.
Havoni, Seattle; Frank J. Owens,
Olympia; William A. Roberts,
Seattle; Charles R. Twede, Bur-
lington; Gordon W. Wilcox,
Seattle.

International Law

Robert C. Mussehl,
Seattle—Chairperson; Leslie S.
Edmondson, Tacoma; Samuel
W. Fancher, Tacoma; Jerry L.
Kagele, Ritzville; Theodore A.
LeGros, Seattle; Malcolm S.
McLeod, Seattle; Frank A. Mor-
row, Bellingham; R. L. Parlette,
Wenatchee; Raymond Royal,
Seattle; David Michael Salen-
tine, Seattle; Cameron Sher-
wood, Lacey; Donald Van Fre-
denberg, Seattle; Douglas A.
Wallace, Vancouver; Griffifth
Way, Seattle; Thomas L. Whit-
tington, Issaquah.

Internship Committee

Dale Ramerman, Seattle—
Chairperson; Thomas G. Bruce,

Tacoma; Thomas A. Dietzen,
Yakima;John T. Krall, Spokane;
Malachy R. Murphy, Olympia;
Frederick L. Noland, Seattle;
Warren R. Peterson, Tacoma.

Interprofessional Committee

James M. Danielson,
Wenatchee—Chairperson; Clif-
ford L. Stilz, Olympia— Vice-
Chairperson; Brian L. Com-
stock, Seattle; Theodore P.
Cummings, Seattle; F. James
Gavin, Jr., Yakima; Joel E. Hag-
gard, Seattle; Ray Hayes,
Tacoma; Everett A. Holum,
Tacoma; Richard B. Johnson,
Everett; Dennis J. Sweeney,
Pasco; Julie W. Weston, Seattle;
Richard E. Williams, Seattle.

Lawyer Referral Committee

Herbert Springer,
Longview—Chairperson; M.
Wayne Blair, Seattle; Daniel N.
Clark, Walla Walla; Mark R.
Fortier, Yakima; Fred D. Gentry,
Olympia; Joseph H. Gordon, Jr.,
Tacoma; Hugh B. Horton, Ken-
newick; Gerald Knight,
Lynnwood; Irwin Landerholm,
Vancouver, Darrell Lee, Van-
couver; Marvin H. Olsen,
Tacoma; Richard Price, Omak.

Legal Aid Committee

Paul A. Bastine, Spokane—
Chairperson; Murray J. Ander-
son, Tacoma; Patrick R. Coc-
krill, Yakima; Gregory R. Dal-
laire, Seattle; Robert Deutscher,
Tacoma; Edward G. Holm,
Olympia; Rita S. Geier, Walla
Walla; Brian D. Leahy, Van-
couver; William S. McGonagle,
Bainbridge Island; Stephen M.
Randels, Seattle; Norman R.
Rosenberg, Spokane.

Legal Education Liaison
Committee

Lawrence L. Longfelder,
Seattle—Chairperson; Linda
Lee Dawson, Seattle; Richard D.
Eadie, Seattle; William E. How-
ard, Port Townsend; William J.
Kamps, Port Orchard; Grant
Kimer, Spokane; Ruth Norden-
brook, Seattle; Philip M.
Raekes, Kennewick; Gary C.
Randall, Seattle; John F. Sher-
wood, Seattle; Timothy R.
Weaver, Yakima.

Legal Services to the
Armed Forces Committee

Melvin L. Kleweno, Kent—
Chairperson; William D. Ait-
ken, Sunnyside; William H.
Griffies, Tacoma; Don M. Gul-
liford, Seattle; Mary Ellen Han-
ley, Seattle; John A. Hoglund,
Olympia; George A. Klawitter,
Seattle; Paul J. Kleinwachter,
Tacoma; John E. Lamp,
Spokane; Douglas B. Leightner,
Vancouver; Larry E. Levy,
Tacoma; Joseph S. Montecucco,
Olympia; Clarence James
Rabideau, Pasco.

Legislative Committee

Patrick C. Comfort,
Tacoma—Chairperson; William
W. Baker, Everett; Quinby R.
Bingham, Tacoma; Thomas
Keefe, Seattle; Edward N.
Lange, Seattle; F. P. Mason,
Vancouver; Gerald K. Mooney,
Olympia; Joseph Panattoni,
Ellensburg; John W. Riley,
Seattle; Curtis L. Shoemaker,
Spokane; Terrance Schmalz,
Selah; John H. Strasburger,
Seattle.

45



Office Practice Committee

Claude M. Pearson,
Tacoma—Chairperson; William
F. Almon, Yakima; F. Lee
Campbell, Seattle; Arthur L.
Davies, Olympia; Henry R.
Dunn, Kelso; Lowell Halverson,
Seattle; H. H. Hayner, Walla
Walla; M. Gerald Herman,
Bellevue; Carl A. Jonson, Seat-
tle; Robert C. Kaeting, Seattle;
GeorgeKargianis, Seattle; James
Maddock, Port Orchard; Steven
A. Memovich, Vancouver; John
Murray, Spokane; H. Eugene
Quinn, Tacoma; Donald A.
Senter, Everett.

Public Relations

Harvey S. Poll, Seattle—
Chairperson; Sandra D. Bates,
Seattle; Richard R. Beresford,
Seattle; Joseph E. Brennan,
Olympia; Gordon G. Conger,
Seattle; Homer Crollard, Yaki-
ma; Frederic G. Fancher,
Spokane; Albert M. Franco,
Seattle; Charles E. Gallup, Van-
couver; Warren J. Gilbert, Jr.,
Mount Vernon; Lyman W. Hull,
Seattle; Kenneth Ingalls, Au-
burn; Don W. Schussler, Yaki-
ma; Neal J. Shulman, Richland;
H. Frank Stubbs, Tacoma.

Resolutions

Jack M. Cunningham,
Centralia — Chairperson; John
E. Calbom, Moses Lake; Gary
D. Gayton, Seattle; Bradford M.
Gierke, Tacoma; Ronald K.
McAdams, Walla Walla; Greg-
ory H. Pratt, Tacoma; Walter J.
Robinson, Yakima; Lawrence C.
Smith, Spokane.

Statute Law
Robert L. Charette,

Aberdeen — Chairperson; Ber-
nard J. Gallagher, Spokane;
Charles P. Moriarty, Jr., Seattle;
Daniel B. Ritter, Seattle;
Thomas C. Warren, Wenatchee.

Travel Committee

John D. McLauchlan,
Seattle — Chairperson; Irving
M. Clark, Jr., Seattle; Charles P.
Curran, Kent; Marian G. Gal-
lagher, Seattle; David M. Ken-
worthy, Olympia;Joel E. Smith,
Yakima; E. Frederick Valikanje,
Yakima.

Unauthorized Practice of Law

Phelps Gose, Walla Walla—
Chairperson; John Howard
Binns, Jr., Seattle; Peter D.
Byrnes, Seattle; Richard A.
Clark, Seattle; James E. Feamn,
Seattle; A. Clemens Grady, Port
Townsend; H. John Hall,
Chehalis; Hugh B. Horton, Ken-
newick; Phillip S. Tracy,
Tacoma.

Attorneys Professional
Insurance Committee

William H. Gates, Seattle—
Chairperson; John E. Heath, Jr.,
Spokane; Robert Johnson, Ad-
visory Consultant, Snoqualmie;
Victor D. Lawrence, Seattle;
Richard D. McWilliams, Seattle;
Robert R. Redman, Yakima;
Richard H. Riddell, Seattle.

Task Force
On the Criminal Code

Murray B. Guterson,
Seattle— Chairperson; Patricia
H. Aitken, Seattle; John M. Dar-
rah, Seattle; Richard H.
Holmquist, Seattle; Marco J.
Magnano, Jr., Seattle; David A.
Thorner, Yakima.

46 WASHINGTON ST.ATE BAR NEWS September, 1975

Task Force
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TAXATION SECTION
By MALCOLM KATZ

Important Federal Tax Changes

In Sunset Fuel Company v. United States, 75-2
USTC par. 9590, the Ninth Circuit reversed a trial
court and held that the taxpayer was not entitled to
a loss on losing certain accounts from a business
which it has recently acquired. The customer list
was held to be a single mass asset, rather than a
group of separate individual assets which had
been individually negotiated and valued, even
though the purchase agreement allocated 4 cents
per gallon of fuel oil purchased by each customer
as the value for each customer on the list.

In reversing the wial court’s fact finding that the
parties had individually priced each customer on
the list and that the purchaser had therefor estab-
lished the cost of each particular customer that
was lost, the Ninth Circuit placed primary em-
phasis on the fact that: a) the values assigned to
each account could have been computed on the
same basis by adding up all of the gallonage, first,
and then by multiplying the total gallonage by 4
cents, instead of computing each customer on an
account by account basis, b) the contract made no
provision for adjustment in the purchase price in
the event that some of the accounts were lost prior
to closing, c) the testimonial evidence by the
purchaser’s price in the event that some of the
accounts were lost prior to closing, c) the tes-
timonial evidence by the purchaser’s president
that losses would presumably be offset by new
customers, thereby indicating that total gallonage
was negotiated for, d) that the buyer did not see
the customer list prior to closing and therefor
could not have valued the customers individually,
and e) the uniform rate of 4 cents per gallon was
shown to reflect a sort of averaging out of the

N
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relative values of each account, thereby indicating
that the accounts were negotiated on an over all
basis. The net result was the appellate court’s
adoption of the *‘indivisible asset rule’’ customar-
ily applied in cases involving the acquisition of
goodwill and a rejection of the *‘individual valua-
tion’’ exception made to that rule by the same
court in Commissioner v. Seaboard Finance
Corporation in 1966.

The rationale for the indivisible asset rule, said
the court, is that it prevents speculative deduc-
tions for non-wasting goodwill, and more spe-
cifically, is based on the recognition that when a
particular account is lost, a rateable portion of the
mass of goodwill is not necessarily lost with it.
This is because the lost customer, said the court,
may refer other customers to the business, may
later resume his orders, and because the president
of the remaining customers on the list may well
serve to attact new customers. Customer lists that
are not negotiated on a customer-by-customer
basis do not, by definition, have a cost basis with
respect to which the amount of the loss can be
calculated, and also does not depreciate in value
even if, as in Sunset Fuel Company, approxi-
mately 40% of the accounts are lost within a one
year period following the acquisition.

By footnotes, the courtindicated that the inabil-
ity toestablish a cost basis for particular accounts
does not mean that a taxpayer will be prevented
from writing off a particular account, because as
long as a limited useful life can be established for
the mass, it may be depreciated over that life. No
comment, however, was made as to how the court
would resolve the inconsistency between proving
a limited useful life for a court-determined intan-
gible and the countless numbers of cases denying
depreciation for assets with an indeterminate use-
ful life. And nocomment was made withregard to
the practical difficulty of negotiating accounts-
by-accounts in transactions which may not close,
except that a closing subject to a condition sub-
sequent wherein the buyers performance is con-
ditioned upon finding out the customers’ names
and their payment history might help. But the
other factors relied upon by the court are not
particularly difficult to overcome, especially the
use of industry wide percentages or other stand-
ards commonly accepted in the industry.
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TRIAL PRACTICE SECTION
By F. LEE CAMPBELL, Chairperson

The annual business meeting of the Section will
be held at 3:30 P.M. on Thursday, September
I1th, during the annual meeting in Vancouver.
The agenda will include various committee re-
ports and election of officers and members of the
Executive Committee.

A Nominating Committee has been appointed
incidental to the forthcoming election. The
Chairman is Leon Wolfstone and the others are
Dan Sullivan (President, Washington Trial
Lawyers Association) and Harold Fosso (Presi-
dent, Washington Association of Defense Coun-
sel). Their nominations will include
Chairperson-elect, Secretary-Treasurer and two
members of the Executive Committee. Those
presently serving and whose terms will expire at
the annual meeting are Willard Walker (Long-
view) and Murray Kleist (Seattle).

The Section will present a seminar commenc-
ing at 2:00 P.M. on September 1 1th, just prior to
the business meeting. The topic will be ‘*Recov-
ery for Wrongful Death’’ and the following will
serveaspanel members: Statutes Authorizing Re-
covery, Craig P. Campbell; Beneficiaries of
Wrongful Death Awards, Garfield Jeffers; Pro-
cedural Aspects of Wrongful Death Actions, Al-
bert Malanca; Damages for Wrongful Death,
Shannon Stafford.

The Trial Practice Manual Committee, chaired
by Leo Anderson, is working hard on preparation
of the proposed manual. One of the committee
members, George Bassett, is preparing a draftand
itis hoped that the manual will be in final form by
the end of the current year. This should be excep-
tionally helpful to trial lawyers in this state.

The Section is planning to present Trial Advo-
cacy Il in the late fall. This will follow the format
of Trial Advocacy I, which was presented last
year. The seminar will involve two-day sessions
in Seattle, Spokane and Olympia. Terry Brooks,
of Yakima, is serving as Chairman of the seminar.
The subject matter will include a detailed review
of evidence in both civil and criminal matters.



Notices

For Sale: A used, IBM tran-
scriber, Model 212. $225.00.
Paul F. Bonnell, Seattle, WA.
Phone 246-4646.

For Sale: Rabkin & Johnson Cur-
rent Legal Forms with Tax Analysis;
and Collier on Bankruptcy, l4th
Edition. Contact Mike Sweet, 1103
IBM Building, Seattle, 624-1230.

For Sale: U.S. Code Annotated.
Call Puyallup — 848-3515.

For Sale: Complete set of
Washington Reports (Vols. 1-94,
leather bound): Vols. 1-71,
Washington Reports 2d; and com-
plete set of Washington Digest. Les-
lieL. Woods, 817 Northtown Office
Building, Spokane (509) 487-1651.

For Sale: One set of RCWA up to
date—$1000.00. One set of
Washington Digest up to
date—$200.00. One set of Washing-
ton Reports thru W2d vol.
65-—%$900.00. Inquire at I00ON. Di-
vision, Cashmere, WA 98115.

Wanted: Set of Shepard’s
Washington Citator. Washington
State Association of Prosecuting At-
torneys, 105 E. 8th Ave., Suite 307,
Olympia, WA 98501, (206)
943-1812.

Will Sought: For E. K. (Buster)
Wolfe who died in Yakima on April
3, 1975. Please contact Walter B.
Dauber, 626 Miller Bldg.. Yakima
98901.

Space Available: Attorney or at-
tomeys to share office space, secre-
tary, library, conference room and
equipment. Arrangements flexible.
Contact Dennis Helmick, 329-6800,
Seattle.

For Sale: Washington Re-
ports, Washington Appellate Re-
ports, Washington Digest, Am
Jur 2d, Moore’s Manual, and
Rabkin & Johnson current legal
forms. All are complete. P.O.
Box 11285, Tacoma 98411;
475-77717.

Calendar

Sept. 11-13  State Bar Annual Meeting, Vancouver, B.C.

Sept. 26 CLE seminar, Practice Under the New Federal Rules of Evi-
dence; 1-6 p.m., Greenwood Inn, Olympia; John C. Coughe-
nour, chairmian; J. Paul Coie, Paul R. Cressman, Smithmoore
P. Myers, the Hon. Donald S. Voorhees, John C. Coughe-
nour, speakers.

Oct. 3 CLE seminar, Practice Under the New Federal Rules of Evi-
dence; 1-6 p.m.. Olympic Hotel, Seattle.

Oct. 10 CLE seminar, Practice Under the New Federal Rules of Evi-
dence; 1-6 p.m., Ridpath Motor Inn, Spokane.

Oct. 24 CLE seminar, Labor Law Ground Rules: How to Counsel and
Save Your Client; 1-6 p.m., Olympic Hotel, Seattle; J. David
Andrews, chairman; Patrick Donnelly, Elizabeth J. Bracelin,
Harold Green, Hugh Hafer, Dustin McCreary, Douglas Ehlke,
John R. Rick, J. David Andrews, speakers.

Oct. 30-31  20th annual Estate Planning Seminar; 9 a.m.-4 p.m. each day,
Olympic Hotel, Seattle: James B. Gilchrist, chairman; speak-
ers: Albert J. Fink, Los Angeles; Scott B. Lukins, Spokane;
Prof. Alan N. Polasky, Ann Arbor, Mich.; Joseph Kartiganer,
New York; Charles L. Thomas, Tacoma; T. Neal McNamara,
San Francisco; Robert Erickson, Seattle; Prof. James J. Free-
land, Gainesville, Fla.; Ms. Karen Ferguson, Washington,
D.C.; the Hon. Jerome M. Johnson, Seattle; Austin Fleming,
Chicago; Malcolm A. Moore, Seattle; Donald D. Perkins,
Seattle; Victor D. Alhadeff, Seattle.

Nowv. 7 CLE seminar, Labor Law Ground Rules: How to Counsel and
Save Your Client; 1-6 p.m.. Ridpath Hotel, Spokane.

Nov. 21-22  CLE seminar, Trial Advocacy II: Evidence; 9 a.m. to 4 p.m.
both days, Ridpath Hotel, Spokane; Terry A. Brooks, Yaki-
ma, chairman, David Boemer, Seattle, chairman for the crim-
inal law portions.

Dec. 4-5 CLE seminar, Trial Advocacy II: Evidence; 9 a.m.-4 p.m.,
Tyee Motor Inn, Olympia.

Dec. 11-12  CLE seminar, Trial Advocacy II: Evidence; 9 a.m.-4 p.m.,
Olympic Hotel, Seattle.

Lawyer Placement

Ohio attorney would like to relocate in the Seattle, Olympia or Bellingham
area. Eleven years insurance claims experience. Three years in practice of law
concentrating primarily in the personal injury field—workmen’s comp., pro-
ducts liability, malpractice and auto B I. Outstanding record of achievement.
Write to Box 9, c/o the Washington State Bar Assn., 505 Madison, Seattle
98104.
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21 Brokers State-Wid

Professional
Liability

Member Brokers

Bremerton

R.S. Hayward Company, Inc.
531 Fourth Street / 98310
{206) 373-2596

Ellensburg

P.O. Box 694 / 98926
{509) 925-9425

Herbert Snowden Insurance
Agency
|

1. All policies written on an occurrence basis . . .
You are covered for incidents occurring during your
policy term, even for claims filed years later.

2. Pay only a small monthly premium, if you wish,
without interest charges. For example, $500,000
coverage costs only $18.67 per month; $1,000,000
coverage costs only $20.25 per month. No need to
cope with large annual premium payments.

3. Youdeal withexperienced local brokers. Choose
any of our 21 member brokers, state-wide. When
you need fast, personal attention, you get it.

For full information on coverage, prices and ser-
vices, call our free information number without ob-
ligation.

CALL COLLECT (206) 623-6360

Pacific

et

Insurance
.Resources

FOR INFORMATION CALL COLLECT, STATE-WIDE (206) 623-6360

Enumclaw

American Heritage
Corporation

P.O. Box 1776 / 98022

(206} 825-1150

Everett

Century Insurance, Inc.
2531 Wetmore / 98201
(206) 259-9208

Insurance Center of Everett
3605 Colby Avenue / 98201
(206) 252-5811

Kirkland

Shinstrom Agency
117 Lake Street South
P.O. Box 638 7 98033
(206) 822-6002

Longview

Pacific Pioneer Insurance
Agency, Inc.

1418 - 15th Avenue/ 98632

(206) 423-6810

Lynnwood

Fran Likkel Insurance, Inc.
4212 - 196th S.W. /98036
(206) 788-2168

Mt. Vernon

Wycoff Insurance

723 South First Street / 98273
(206} 336-2171

Olympia

Baffaro Insurance Agency
1415 E. State / 98540
(206} 352-0544

Yakima

Renton

William F. Davis Insurance
Agency, Inc.

1000 S. Second Street / 98055

(206} 255-6872

Richland

Spencer - Kinney

1383 George Washington
' Way ¢ 99352

{509) 946-6161

Seattle

American Heritage
Corporation

P.O. Box 99095 / 98199

(206) 283-6451

Dickison Insurance Agency

4201 Aurcra Ave. No. ¥ 28103

(206) 634-3131

Erwin Dow & Company

2819 First Avenue/ 98119

(206} 623-6360

Kehle & Hawley, Inc.

1411 Fourth Ave. Bldg. / 98105

206) 624-6043

John A. Soderberg Company

Plaza 600, Sixth & Stewart /
98.101

(206) 682-7112

Spokane

Jones & Mitchell

720 Hutton Bldg. / 99204
{509) 838-3501

Tacoma

Brad Bannon Ins. Agency
1601 Center Street / 98409
(206} 572-8744

Crenier & Gallagher Insurance
3802 No. 26th Street / 98407
(206) 752-7791

Fife Number: 922-6312

Walla Walla

Cox - jones Ins. Agency

S. First & E. Alder/ 99362
(509) 525-1320

Colvin, VanAmburg & Emerick
201 E. Lincoin / 98902

(509) 248-5460
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