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TWENTY FIVE YEARS
CONSISTENT SERVICE

TO WASHINGTON STATE ATTORNEYS

PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY
INSURANCE

PLEASE TELEPHONE FOR
INFORMATION & APPLICATIONS

TOLL FREE 1-800-562-3010
IN SEATTLE 622-4260

ASSOC. MEMBER: NATIONAL LEGAL MALPRACTICE DATA CENTER
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One of the

highest performing
investment management
tearns in the nation

is available right here

in W ] g On.

Would you believe
they work in a bank?

Out of more than 700 fund managers measured
nationally in each of the last ten years, fewer
than 12 percent have been able to outperform the
median in eight out of ten years.* First Interstate
Bank of Washington is in this top 12 percent.
That’s high, long-term, consistent performance!

If that’s the kind of investment management
you’d like for your funds, our team would like
to put its performance to work for you. An
administrator and a portfolio manager both
stand ready to deliver the competent, personal
service you'd expect from a nationally
recognized investment leader.

Besides investment management service,
you may want to discuss other financial and
estate planning services offered by our
Trust and Investment Division as well.

We work as hard for your money as you do.
Our record speaks for itself. Please contact us.
Seattle, 292-3522. Tacoma, 593-5481.
Bellevue, 462-5507. Spokane, 455-6230.

Yakima, 575-7425. Chehalis, 748-1150.

First

. Interstate
Bank

»
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*Source: SEI Corporation
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@ Letters

Letters to the Editor should be
double-spaced typed and signed.
The Editor reserves the right to edit
any letter as may be appropriate.

Re: Directory

Editor:

Thank vou verv much for the 1985
Directory of Attornevs. My compli-
ments to vou on a nice edition. The
Directory of Attorneys is very helpiul

in the practice of law. It saves a lot of

time. Thank you very much.
JOSEPH P. ERICKSON
Kennewick

Errata

Editor:

One of the judges of my Court just
stopped by to tell me that cven
though [ was not listed in the Bar
News as a commissioner in this Divi-

sion, | still am on the payroll. Of

course. | was pleased to hear that, [le
also suggested [ drop vou a line to
confirm [ am still here.

I would take it kindly if’ vou would
he sure to include mv nane next year

among  the court commissioners of

Division [LL. I have becn in this posi-
tion since June, 1984, and plan to be
here in 1986 unless the judges stop by
with a different message.
Thank vou.
FRANK V. SLAK, )JR.
Spokane

Editor:

Please note that due to a clerical
error myv name was given to the Bar
News as a judge of Cascade District
Court. This is not correct. I am actual-
by a lull-time judge pro-tem/court
commissioner.

In order to avoid any unduce hostil-
itv from the local beneh and bar |
would appreciate it if vou would print
my letter of disclaimer in vour letters
colunm.

I hope that everyone in the bar will

accept my apology for this unfortunate
mistake.

PAUL F. MOON

Arlington

Vote By Mail

Editor:

Group Health  Cooperative,  the
largest consumer-owned health main-
tenance  organization in the United
States, recently adopted a new policy
to provide for voting by mail on reso-
lutions presented at its annual meet-
ing. | would like to suggest that the
Bar Association consider doing  the
sanme.

After the September, 1983, mect-
ing in Seattle, the Bar Association will
not hold an annual mecting in the
state of Washington until 1990,
Wouldn't now be a good time to adopt
a rule allowing for the members to
vote by mail on issucs tor the annual
meeting?

MARY ALICE THEILER
Scattle

ERISA

TEFRA,

DEFRA & REA

Since 1974, Congress has passed four major tax acts requiring extensive changes in pen-
sion and profit sharing plans. And each time, more and more busy lawyers have asked us

to assist.

We’'re a group of experienced consultants and actuaries who specialize in tax-efficient
compensation and retirement programs. We create, implement and administer them. Every
program is individually designed to meet specific client needs. We put the programs into
action and make sure they work smoothly and productively.

Our professional staff includes nine attorneys, four actuaries and four CPAs who know
all about ERISA, TEFRA, DEFRA and REA.

If you need help in revising pension and profit sharing plans,
take two aspirin, and call:

NATIONAL ASSOCIATES INC., N.W.

Actuaries and Consultants
PORTLAND, 400 Columbia Square Bidg.. (503) 227-5858
BELLEVUE, 1640 One Bellevue Center, (206) 455-0300  SPOKANE, 1770 SedaFirst Financial Center, (509) 747-2197

SEATTLE, 1600 Plaza 600 Bidg. (206) 448-0285
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See Page 5

lditor:

Page 6 of the Mayv issue of the Bar
Neies contained a letter from a law ver
in Fall Citv. He wrote that he didn't
have the time or inclination to involve
himsel in WSBA politics. didn’t know
who his representative was, and had
never been consulted on his views,
e was certain that contacting his un-
known representative would entail a
long distance call from Fall Citv. Tte
wanted all major decisions to be re-
solved by ballot.

[laving recently concluded three
vears as a member ol the Board of
Governors, 1 want to respond. On
page 3 of the same issuc is the name
and  congressional  district of  ecach
member of the Board. This informa-
tion is printed in every issue of the
Bar News. I the lawver from Fall City
would inquire of most anvone. he
could learn the number of his con-
gressional district, look at the Bar
News, tind the identity of his repre-
sentative, and communicate his
views. Actually, he has three repre-
sentatives to clect, one from his dis-
trict and two from King County at
large.

It he wonld attend a monthlyv meet-
ing of the Board, he would find that
these are hard working, conscientious
people who are indeed laboring in the
interests of the entire bar association,
[Te would find that there is seldom
unanimity on matters of major import.
They debate long and intelligently
and then abide a majority view.

This  complaint  reminds nie of
people who never run for the school
board, seldom vote at school elec-
tions, but are very vociterous on how
the district should be run.

The lawyer urges that on important
issues the membership should ballot,
This recommendation is from a person
who doesn’t exhibit the interest to
look in the Bar News to see who his
representatives are and probably
doesn’t return ballots when his repre-
sentatives are clected. Also, T suspect
he doesn't attend the annual meetings
of the WSBA and doesn’t volunteer to
serve on committees.

The WSBA is very well served by

its clected representatives. Thevare a
dedicated, intelligent group of first
class Tawvers who take the time from
their practices and private lives to
serve the members of our profession.

The $165 that the Fall City lawver
spends for his annual dues is the Dest
investment he can make. I he would
take the time to involve himself in or.
at least. inform himsell” of bar activi-

ties. he would find out that ours is a
real leader among bar associations and
that he is part of it. If he has a prob-
lem in learning how to become in-
volved. he should turn to page 5 for
the name of his representatives and
phone one of them. The phone toll
would be well spent.
J. A. VANDER STOEP
Chehalis

payments.

Pl'Oblem: Client with

poorly kept records declared bank-
ruptcy. Apparently made preferential

SOlutiOIl: Analyzed

financial records of several related
entities. Reported on findings of no
apparent preference payments.

We specialize in income reconstruction and loss
determination. .. business valuation, bankruptcy
and numerous other forensic accounting services.
Excellent legal references available on request.
Call Keith North. MS, CPA.

HUDSON & NORTH
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

200 West Mercer » Suite 407 « Seattle. WA 98119
(206) 285-6873

FOR CLIENTS ESTATE PLANNING

Give The Gift of Sight
Lions Eye Bank

Located at U. of W. Hospital and Spokane, WA
Providing corneas for
ransplants so others may see.
Sponsored By
Lions Sight Conservation Foundation of
Washington—N. Idaho, Inc.
(A SO1C) Non-profit Corp.)
P.0. Box 1018
Bremerton, Washington 98310
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Pool or Pipes?

Editor:
The May, 1985, Bar News had an

excellent article by Zachary Mosner

on Cox v. Helenius, 103 Wn.2d 383
(1985).

[ represent San Juan Pools Corpor-
ation and write to request that a cor-
rection e printed  concerning M,

Mosner's statement, in the third para-
graph of the article. that “The pool
was detective.” The Supreme Court's
interpretation of the facts found on
the second page of the written deci-
sion was that certain pipes installed by
San Juan collapsed, resulting in a
problem.

The most interesting aspect of this
whole matter is that the issue con-

CPT Office

i

The intelligence and flexibility
to work the way you do.

You know CPT for superb word
processing. The CPT Office
Dialog™ system adds Data Pro-
cessing, Electronic Malil, Filing,
Scheduling, Calendar, System
Security, In and Outboxes, Com-
munications, Confidentiality and
many other features to automate
your office. ODS is also an infor-
mation management system with
shared resource capabilities.

il
i

®
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The CPT Office Dialog system has
the intelligence to gather informa-
tion and communicate — and the
flexibility to work the way you do.
For more information on the CPT
Office Dialog system and the
complete line of CPT office auto-
mation systems stop in or call:

Efficiency

Efficiency, Inc.

901 Rainier Avenue S,
Seattle, Wa 98144-2839
(206) 322-1616

cerning any negligence on the part of
San Juan Pools in the installation of
the Cox’s pool has still to be deter-
mined, inasmuch as the initial lawsuit
filed in Superior Court for King
County under Cause No. §2-2-12123-1
has vet to come to trial. [tis San Juan
Pool’s position that it was not negli-
gent in any fashion. In fact, it has a
release signed by Mrs. Cox covering
the temporary repair work done to the
sewer line in question.

Of course, all of that will come out
at trial and be decided at a future
date. We do feel, however, that M.
Mosner’s statement that the pool was
defective is incorrect.

ROGER E. RAHLFS
Scattle

Just What Is
“Competency?”

Editor:

In the last Bar News, the President
of the WSBA reported that plans are
underway to improve lawyer compe-
tency. I would like to know what that
means.

The Board of Governors has recom-
mended to the Supreme Court that
competency be subject to disciplinary
enforcement. This is among the Rules
of Professional Conduct which the
Board would substitute tor the Code
of Professional Responsibility.

The Board did not explain what it
meant by competencey. The Rules do
not explain what competency means,
because the Board recommended the
deletion of commentary to the Rules.

In the April Bar News, President
Campbell reported that plans  are
under study to improve competency,
but space does not allow him to dis-
cuss them,

It is time for the Board to say what
it means by competency. It appears
that it intends to have the legal profes-
sion submit to regulation as if it were a
trade or industry. The Board does not
have that authority. The issues should
be brought betore the membership of
the Bar for its intormed review and
decision.

HOWARD K. TODD
Seattle



Come on Down!

his is an unabashed request for
some warm bodies . . foravery
licit purpose. The third Friday and

Saturday of every month the Board of

Governors goes on its road show. As
Bar News editor, T tag along and re-
port on the board’s work for the
13,000 of voir who are not editor.

A modest proposal: Why not take
time out from the tvranny of vour
schedule? Consider attending a meet-
ing ol the Board of Governors. You'll
be pleasantlyv surprised by what vou
sce and hear . . . and. I suggest at the
risk of sounding like I've been co-
opted, vou'll probably rest better at
night. The Bar Association is in good
hands . . but it still could stand some
tfresh ideas and input. (That's another
editorial.)

Sometimes I hear grumbling  that
the Board of Governors should meet

only within the confines ol Washing-
ton. The notion seems to he  that
meeting in Vancouver, B.C.. or Sun
River. Oregon. or Coeur d'Alence,
Idaho, just doesn’t jibe with our being
the Washington State Bar Association.

Inforimed sources in the Bar Asso-
ciation and/or the Board of Governors
comnter that the only lawyvers who
cver come to the Board meetings are
there on behalf of a group (judges,
voung lawvers, government lawvers,
ctel), or a Bar section or committec
{law office  management.  environ-
mental and land nse, ete.), or who
have a specific proposal to make.
Then  there are  the unfortunates
whose attendance hetore the Board is,
shall we sav, less voluntarv—that s,
for disciplinary purposes.

What can vou learn at a meeting?
That the governors whose names ap-
pear on the title page of the Bar News
have laces. That for each meeting thev
receive and review an agenda that is

Editor’s Page

weightv,  literally and  figuratively.
That the choices before them may
have tremendous repercussions for
the practice of law {e.g.. specializa-
tion) or none at all (¢.z., whether to
allow a second Seattle hotel to adver-
tisc a special rate for Washington
lawyers). That not one of them, thank
God, is a devotee of the tilibuster.

Once upon a time, the storyv goes,
the Board ol Governors met in Ta-
coma. The president, as was his habit,
introduced evervone who was present
(both  governors and groupies). Tle
then came to a lawver who was nei-
ther governor nor groupie. “Can we
help vou?” inquired the president.
“Aren't these public meetings?” asked
the lawyver. He was assured that they
were, "Well,” he continued. T just
came here to see what goes on at a
Board meeting.”

His attendance made him an en-
dangered species, but he was no
dodo.

A Cowgirl
Goes to Cambridge

cowgirl grows up on the Yakima

Indian Reservation on land her
father's tather received as an original
tribal allotment in 1899.

She is oftered admission at all five
prestigious law schools from sea to
shining sca to which she applies.

She is calm under pressure. tough
imder a beautiful exterior, percep-
tive, creative. A great eve for design,
a ready smile to combat the Dblahs.
The kind of person who only has to be
told how to do somethig once.

Add these up and vou get Karin
Foster, the Managing Editor of the
Bar News. For the last three vears
Foster’'s name has appeared in eight-
point tvpe on the table of contents
page as managing cditor; hefore that,
as business manager. Her daily efforts
in seeing that the Bar News makes it
to vour desk every month merit a 48-
point headline.

Yo iron-tisted. beerv-eved big city
managing cditor here. Foster's knack
for keeping the Bar News a monthly
realitv belies the complexity of her
tasks. Contract negotiator, red pen
artist, word processor whiz, humorer

Karin L. Foster
Bar News Managing Editor

of lawvers accustomed to having their
way, lavout and design star, disci-
plinarian. Exactly what this procras-
tinator of an cditor needs. Her shoes
will he tough to ll.

You might think that after five vears
with the Bar. Foster would have had
her fill of lawvers and the convoluted
webs we seem to delight in weaving,
Mot so. Foster wants a picce of the
legal action. So, with this issue of the
Bar News under her belt, she leaves
the misty Northwest for the musty
Northeast.  Harvard  Law  School
heckons.

Do va think that crusty institution
gives Advanced Standing to law stu-
dents who have had real-life, hands-
on dealings with lawyvers? It might he
a good idea.
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ADDING ANOTHE LAW PARTNER SHOUL’ T

MEAN ADDING ANOTHER COMPUTER.

Runningalaw prac-
licewith a personal
computerisfine as
long asyou reasingle
attorney witha hght

case load.

But add an extra
lawyer ortwo. plus the
supportpeople and ex-
trawork loads that soon

follow and youneed
abusiness compuler
One‘hat can beused by
more than one person
atatime Andcangrow

as your business @rows
Youneedatrue
multiuser system from

the Digital Business Cen-

ter. your single source
for multiuser solutions

Cometothe Digita
Business Center and
we | show you Bigital's
MicroPDP-11" family of
multiuser computers for
proiessional offices with
nigneeasand small
buceets

We [l also show you
one o' Digital ssystems
with software designed
to doeverything you
needto prepare briefs
pleadings. wills estate

plans contracts. discov-

eriesand much more
Best of all. we Il show
you howyougetallthe
professional advice.
serviceand support

you d expectfromthe
world s second largest
computer company
Digital Equipment
Corporation

dijgliltiall

BUSINESS CENTER

10900 NE 4th e Bellevue, WA 98004 ® (206) 462-2400
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The Door Is Open

omething has been bothering me

latelv. The May issue of the
Washington State Bar News included
a letter to the editor from a lawver
who practices in cast King County.
lle complained that the leaders of the
Bar didn't seem interested in obtain-
ing his views on issues and that he had
never been contacted by the governor
representing his  district. Also, he
commented that he didn't even know
the name of that particular governor.
This scemed rather strange to me as
the Bar News is mailed monthlyv to
cvery lawver in this state. One of the
first pages in cach issue contains the
names of all members of the Board
and the districts which they repre-
sent. The author of the letter in ques-
tion actuallv has three Board repre-
sentatives,  including  the  governor
from the Eighth District and two King
Countv at-large governors, Apparent-
Iv he had cither ignored the Board
listing in the Bar News. or he had
simply not taken the time to inquire.
A call to the Bar office would have
quickly solved his problem.

All of this underscores the need for
lawvers to know who is representing
their interests on the Board of Gov-
crnors. They should also know that
cach of the governors is anxious to
hear from anvone who wishes his or
her thoughts and ideas to be con-
sidered. Service on the Board re-
quires o great deal of time and it s
very difficult, if not impossible. for
the governors to communicate direct-
Iv with cach of the lawvers in their
respective  districts.  An - occasional
visit to a bar association luncheon
within a particular district allows for
good input on issues before the Board:
however, the best way for a governor
to learn how his or her constituents
feel is through direct communication.
A telephone call or aletter to the gov-
crnor is all it takes. Remember that
VOUT ZOVETNOr (OF ZOVErNOrs) are serv-
ing von without compensation and
cach is doing his or her best to also

The President’s Corner

maintain a law puctice. Still the time
which they give to Bar matters s
quite extensive. I any of vou have
idcas or thoughts which vou want to
he considered, just take a minute to
cither call or write vour representa-
tive. | can assurce vou that he or she
will be pleased to hear from vou and
that vour input will be given full con-
sideration.

There is one other matter which |
would like to address this month. 1t
involves specialization. In Mav. the
Board of Governors rejected the pro-
posal of the Specialization Board and
that subject is now at rest. We cannot,
however, overlook the outstanding ac-
complishment of that Board in tormul-
ating and bringing to us a plan which,
although rejected. represented hun-
dreds of hours of eftort, thought and
discussion. The Specialization Board
was giveu the assignment of present-
ing a plan to us— they did this. and

did it exceptionally well. NMembers of

the Board gave countless hours in ex-
plaining and debating the pln. Sel-
dom (if ever) has this association been
served so well by so few. OQur sincer-
est thanks and appreciation must be
cextended to Claude Pearson. chair-

person ol the Specialization Board,
who so efficiently and ably presented
the plan to the Board of Governors
and all members of our Association—
and to each ol the other members of
the Specialization Board. Ted

Kuhrau. Ben Gantt. John  Binns.
Brian Clark, Ric Fancher, Bob Jen-
sen, Dick  Mutthews, Dustin
McCrearv, Don Pictig and  Dave
Thorner. Their hard work gave each
ol us the opportunity to understand
and evaluate the subject of specializa-
tion. It and when this issue contronts
us again in the future, we should have
anexcellent basis for deliberation,
duc to their fine eftorts.
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Entorcing Intellectual Property
Rights in Computer Software

by Jeffrey T. Haley

ntellectual property rights in soft-

ware can be infringed in a myriad

of ways. Well-known wavs in-
clude:

® making cxact copies of distrib-
uted programs for use on more than
one computer without a license.

* modifving someonc clse’s com-
puter program and selling copies or
licenses as vour own, and

* taking copics of programs or pro-
gramming ideas by electronic in-
vasion of a major computer svs-
tem (computer trespass). :

Other less obvious forms
of infringement may go
unrecognized. For ex-
ample, a company com-
missions the creation of a
custom program and
hecomes the owner of
the copyrights under
the work for hire
provision of the Copyv-
vight Act, 17 U.S.C.
$20L(h). If the pro-
grammer later incor-
porates a portion of this program into
aprogram created for someone else or
for distribution to the public. he is
infringing  the  copyrights  of  the
original companv.

The risks for the programmer and
the recipient of infringing programs
can be high. Section 303 of the Copy-
right Act allows the court to order
infringing copies of programs in the
hands of third partics to be impound-

Jeftrey T. Haley is an attorneywith the Seat-
tle firm of Simburg. Ketter. Haley, Sheppard &
Purdy. whose practice s concentrated in com-
puter law. This article is based on materials
presented at a WSBA CLE on intellectual prop-
crty held March 22, 1955,

cd. The copyright owner can disrupt
the recipients of infringing copies. be-
cause impounding is antomatic once
requested by the plaintift. The Dis-
trict Court shall order impoundment
of “all articles alleged to infringe the
Copyright” upon posting of an ap-
proved bond. Rules 3 and 4, 383 U.S.
1031 (1966), 17 U.S.C.A. following
$501.

Snforcement of intellectual prop-
erty rights in software where the in-
bringement is less obvious s illus-
trated by the following hwvpothetical.

IYPOTHETICAL: THE FACTS
1. Work Made for Hire

Typical Business decides to com-
puterize a major portion of its opera-
tions that have thus far heen done by
hand. Tvpical asks Custom Soltware
to write this package of programs for
use on a minicomputer with many ter-
minals. Tyvpical approaches his banker
to finance the development. The
banker insists on some kind of writing
from Custom which states that Tvpical
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will own “all right, title, and interest”
in the programs.

Belore Custom Software begins its
work, Typical tells the two program-
mers who will be working on the pro-

jcct that it has developed special man-

ual processing methods which give
Typical an advantage overits competi-
tors within the county. Typical tells
the two programmers that thev are
not to disclose these methods to anv-
onc. These methods are to be incor-
porated into the programs.

Custom completes the package of
programs and, after six months of
debugging and minor improvements,
Typical no longer nceds additional
services from Custom.

2. Oral License Back to Author

Months later, realizing that the pro-
grams may be valuable to simikur busi-
nesses, Custom approaches Typical to
obtain the right to sell the programs to
others,  Tvpical  orally  anthorizes
Custom to sell copies of the programs
to any  business not in the same
county, provided  Custom  pavs
Typical 10% of the price received for
cach sale. During the next few
months. Custom reports four sales off
the programs to customers outside the
countv.  Custom pavs rovalties on
$5.000 for cach sale. Typical hears
nothing more from Custom for over a
vear,

3. Failure to Pay Royalties

At a regional trade show, Typical
visits a booth operated by Custom and
sees a demonstration of a package of
programs that appears to be the same
as his. He asks for a list of satisfied
customers and learns that there are at
least 30, including the oviginal four.

Typical contacts Custom and de-
mands rovaltics on the remaining 26
sales. Custom refuses, claiming that it
is no longer selling the same package,
that the new package is three times as
big as the old one and has many addi-
tional features, and that every module




ol the original  package  has been
changed. The programs now sell for
$20.000 cach.

Typical reports to his lawver that
Custom is handsomelv profitting on a
package o programs  that  Custom
would never have  developed  had
Tyvpical not requested and financed
the original programs. He teels that
Custom is being sneaky, What can
Typical do?

Ohvious Remedy:
Sue for Breach of Contract

The oral contract required Custom

to pav rovalties of 10% on cach sale of

the program. The right to obtain
rovaltics may be enlorceable under
contract law even il Typical holds no
valid intellectual property rights in
the new sottware. To the extent the
contract contemplates  perlormance
more than one vear in the future. any
statute of frands limitation is avoided
by the intervening part perlormance.

Unless there s diversity jurisdic-
tion, a suit under the contract must he
commenced in state court. 3 N, Nim-
mer. Copyright $12.01[A]. The litiga-
tion will focus on three issues:

(1) whether Typical holds anv valid
copyrights to the new program  that
compel paviment of rovalties.

{2) whether the program contains
trade scerets belonging to 'Tvpical that
compel pavment ol rovalties, and

3) whether the contract is enforce-
able even il Typical holds no valid
intellectual property interests in the
new package.

When suit is brought in state court
to enlorce contract rights to receive
rovalties,  state  courts can  decide
ancillarv issues regarding the validity
ol copvrights. even though federal

courts have exclusive jurisdiction of

25 U.S.C
Copyright

under
Ninmner,

copyright  cases
§1335. 3 N,
§12.01A]L

It would take at least a year or two
to obtain a trial court judgment in this
case. Attorney fees wonld he con-
siderable. but the prospects ol re-
covering them wonld be slim. By the
time a judgment is obtained. the pro-
gram may be nearing the end of'its life
evele. and Custom Software might

have paid out the profits it carned
from the software, leaving few assets
in the corporation.

Alternative Remedy:

Preliminary Injunction
W Typical has valid intellectual
property interests in the new version
of the program and can terminate the
oral license, additional reproduction
or distribution of the program by Cus-
tom infringes Typical's rights in the
software. It may then be possible to

The laws governing
softvware infringemeaoent
arc complex
and csoteric.

obtain a preliminary injunction
against further copving or distribution
under copyright or trade sceret law,
The injunction would bring Custom’s
business to a halt and provide sutli-
cient leverage to negotiate a fair and

speedy settlement with a minimum of

v ees. Typical's
might take the following steps.

attorney attorney

L. Terminate or suspend the license.

At common law. where no date of

termination is contemplated by the
partics, or where their intent cannot
he ascertained. a contract may be ter-
minated at will by cither party af'ter a
reasonable time and upon reasonable
notice.  Cromwell v, Gruber, 7
Wi App. 363, (1972).

This rule has been modified for
copyvright licenses. Absent anyv ex-
press provision.  the duration ol a
copvright license is presumed to be
the lite of the copyright. 3N, Ninmner,
Copyright §10.10F (198.1),

IHowever. where the licensee is re-
fusing to pay rovaltics under the li-
cense agreement. courts have refused
to allow the licensee to continue to

generate  income from the  license

without ensuring that rovalties will he
available for the licensor il she pre-
vails. In Colwmbia Broadcasting Sys-
twiy Ing. v ASCAP. 320 F, Supp.
389, (S.D.NLY. 1970), the defendant
was ordered to pay license lees while
the suit was pending. In Yale Univer-
sity Press . Row, Peterson & Co.. 40
F.2d 290 (1930), the defendant was
ordered to post a bond to cover the
rovaltics and to render monthly ac-
countings it he wished to continue
sales while the suit was peading. In
Pamar Systems. Inc.. v. Bair. imre-
ported (\W.1). Wash. cause #(84-
HH9R.1984), the court acknowledged
the termination of an oral license and
granted a preliminary injunction.

2. Register the copyrights in the
original programs.

As an independent  contractor
rather than an emplovee, Custom
would have owned the copyrights in
the programs had it not given these
rights to Typical in writing. 17 U.S.C.
§101 definition of “work made for
hire”™) and §201(D).

17 U.S.C. §41a) requires claims ol
copyright to he registered before an
action lor infringement can be insti-
tuted. Registration usually takes 12
weceks, although it can be accomplish-
cd in five days or less by requesting
“special handling”™ and paving an addi-
tional $120. Federal Register, May 4,
1982, at 19254,

Lack of copyright notices on the
original programs does not invalidate
the copyrights if a relatively small
number have been distributed to the
public or registration is made within
five vears after the first publication
without a copyright notice and a
reasonable effort is made to add the
notice to all copies that are distributed
to the public after discovery of the
omission. 17 U.S.C. §405(a).

Since Custom knew  that Tvpical
was the holder of all rights in the pro-
grams, Custom cannot claim that it
was misled by the omission ol the
copyright notice or that it was an in-
nocent infringer entitled to the pro-
tection ol 17 U.S.C. §£03(D).

3. Select Federal or State Forum.
Il pliintitfs seck damages orinjunc-
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tions under the Copvright Act. 17
U.S.C. 88304, 502, the snit must be
brought in federal court. since 28
LS. CL§1338() grants exclosive juris-
diction over copyright cases. Under
25 11.S.C0 §1338(0) and federal case
law  of  pendent  jurisdiction.  e.g.
United Mine Workers v. Gibbs. 383
US 715, 724 (1966), the federal conrt
will also hear the trade seeret and con-
tract claims. since thev arise from a
common naclens of operative tacts,

I there is a tactical reason to be in
state court. the suit can be brought on
the trade seeret claims without men-
tioning copyrights. Injunctions can be
obtained under the Unilorim Trade
Sccerets Act. RCW 19,108,020

[owever, Castom may he able to
have the action removed to federal
court by arguing that the trade sceret
claim is preempted by §301() of the
Copyright Act: "All legal or equitable
rights that are equivalent to any of the
exclusive rights within the general
scope of copyright - . are governed
exclusively by this title.™ At least the
question of preemption, if not the en-
tire case. would probably he decided
by a federal court.

4. Collect Proof of Impending
Infringement.

To obtain an injunction under the

Copvright Act, Tyvpical must show

that Custom is reproducing or distrih-
uting a program that is a copy of. or a
“derivative work”™ based upon. the
original program. 17 U.S.C. §106.
“Dervivative work™ as applied  to
literary works is adequatehy defined in
§101 of the Copyright Act, hut it
sheds no light npon whether one com-

puter program is a derivative work of

another. Based upon limited judicial
precedents, commentators have  de-
veloped analyses Hor determining

when a program s a derivative of

another. See Reback & Siegel, "To-
ward a Comprchensive Test for Soft-
ware Copyright Infringement.” | The
Computer Lawyger. No. 11, pp. 1-1]
(December 19854).

Generally, il the alleged infringing
work contains many conscecutive lines
ol code which are identical to portions
of the origimal program, the copyright
is infringed unless there is no other
way to write this portion of the pro-
gram. On the other hand, i’ some
changes have heen made in every line
ol code. prool of copyright infringe-
ment becomes a diffienlt issne.

As soon as possible, counsel for

Tyvpical should attempt to find proof

that many consecutive lines of code
that could have been written many
wavs are identical. I a printed listing
ol source code recently distributed by
Custom can he obtained, excerpts of it
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can be competently examined by the
court.

It might be possible to obtain a
copy of the sonrce code by serving a
subpoena duces tecum npon Custom,
If Custom appears but refuses to dis-
close the source code. claiming it is a
trade sceret, have a copy of the code
placed in scaled envelopes or contain-
ers or subsequent in camera exami-
nation by neutral experts or a magis-
trate. This will ensure that no changes
are subsequently made.

As quickly as possible, depose Cus-
tom’s  programmers.  Explore  the
structure of the programs and the his-
tory of cach portion. The program-
mers will be able to deseribe the
origins ol cach portion ol the pro-
grams withont disclosing trade  se-
crets. With carcfully composed ques-
tions on the details of cach program, it
should not be diflicult to obtain ad-
missions from programmers that large
blocks of code have not been modi-
ficed.

A less desirable alternative is to ob-
tain an object code version of the pro-
grams to compare with the original.
Comparison will he far more difficult
than working with source code and
will require extensive use ol expert
testimony to present vour proof to the
judge.

3. Move for a Preliminary Injunction.

As soon as prool that Costom’s cur-
rent package ol programs infringes
Tyvpical's copyright is at hand., move
for a preliminary injunction. Be pre-
parced to post a large bond to indem-
nify Custom in the event that Custom
has been wrongfully enjoined, under
FRCP 63¢¢).

1. Proof of Copyrights. To establish
copvright infringement, a plaintift
must prove (1) ownership of a copy-
right. and {2) copving of the copy-
righted work. Atari, Inc. v. North
American Philips Consumer Electron-
ics Corp.. 672 F.2d 607, 614 (7th Cir,
1982). Issnance of a Certificate of
Registration by the Copyright Office
within five vears of the first publicaton
of a work is prima facie evidence of
copyright ownership. 17 U.S.C.
$410(¢).

In our case, the package of com-




puter programs was first published

when Custom transterred a copy of

the package of programs to the first
customer under  the oral  license
agrecment. If the date of registration
is less than five vears after the first
publication, Typical has established
ownership of the copvrights in the

package of computer programs. If

Custom wishes to contest ownership.
it will bear the burden of proof.
Rohauer v. Friedman, 306 F.2d 933
(Oth Cir. 1962); Williams Electronics,
supra. at 873

2. Granting a Preliminary Injune-
tion. Section 502() of the Copyright
Act specifically authorizes courts to
“grant temporary and final injunctions
on such terms as it may deem reason-
able to prevent or restrain inlringe-
ment of a copyright.”

To obtain a preliminary injunction,

plaintift must show (1) likelihood of

success on the merits. and (2) Virre-
parable harm™ if the injunction docs
not issue. See Modern Controls. Ine.
v. Andreadakis. 578 F.2d 1264 (Sth
(i)

lereparable harm has been pre-
sumed in copyright cases, at least
where computer programs are in-
volved. “A copyright plaintit! who
makes out a prima facie case of in-
fringement is entitled to a preliminary
inpunction without a detailed showing
ol irreparable harm.” Apple Com-
puter. Inc.. v. Franklin Computer
Corp.. 714 F.2d 1240. 1254 (1983).
See. 3 Ninmmer, Copyright $14.06[A],
14-50, 14-51 & n. 16 {collecting autho-
rities). Speedy remedies are required
because computer programs can be
easily copied and distributed and be-

cause product life eveles in the in-
dustrv are usuallv short. A knowing
inlringer cannot be permitted to con-
struct its business around infringe-
ment. Apple. T4 F 2d at 1255 Atari.
672 F.2d at 620.

SPOTTING SOFTWARE
INFRINGEMENT

Evaluating a claim tor infringement
of software rights is not casv. The laws
arc complex and esoteric. An inder-
standing  of the teclnology is re-
quired.

Generallv, infringement ol software
rights should he suspected and inves-
tigated:

() when substantial portions of

code. without an express or implicd
license. are “hased upon™ or copicd
from. with or without changes. soft-
ware developed by another, or

(2) when a company has saved sub-
stantial time or eftort in the develop-
ment of software by using the work
product of another without compensa-
tion or express or implied license.

The first test focuses primarily: on
principles of copyright and protection
of “expression”. The second test goes
bevond ideas or “expression” and fo-
cuses on work eftort. An underlying

principle of all intellectual property
law is that the result of productive
work which can be appropriated for
another’s benefit without the theft of
physical property should be protect-
cd. Those who seck the henefits of the
work product should be compelled to
pav compensation to the creator.

Where the benetits of the intellec-
tual work product of another have
heen appropriated without compensa-
tion or license and. for some reason.
no protection is alforded by establish-
cd intellectual property law, try to
revive the common law  theory of
“misappropriation” which  has heen
comatose since Sears. Roebuck & Co.
e. Stiffel Co.. 376 U.S. 225 (1964 and
Compco Corp. v. Day-Brite Lighting,
[ne.. 376 U.S. 234 (196-1). These cases
held that anv state law protecting in-
tellectual  property which  “elashes
with the objectives of the federal [in-
tellectual  property] laws™ are pre-
empted by the  supremacy clause.
S, 376 W.S. 231,

A suitable case to revive the theory
of misappropriation may exist where
substantial work effort has heen mis-
appropriated but the existing intellec-
tual property laws do not prohibit the
misappropriation because a new form
of technology exceeds the hounds of
existing law. ]
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The Admissibility
of Computer Recor
as BEvidence

by Anthony M. Medina

CW 545, Washington's Uni-

form  Business  Records s

Evidence  Act (The  Act))
establishes a statutory exception to
the hearsay rule, where records are
regularhy maintiined of events taking
place  contemporancously  with  the
making of the record. It reads:

A record of an act, condition or
event. shall in so far as relevant,
he competent evidence it the
custodian or other qualified wit-
ness testities to its identity and
the mode of its preparation, and
il it was made in the regular
course of business. at or near
the time of the act. condition or
event., and if. in the opinion of
the court, the sources of infor-
mation, method and time of pre-
paration were such as to justify
its admission,

The theorv is that records admis-
sible under the Act are relied upon in
the course of a business and therefore
should be sufficientlv reliable to be
heard in a suit.!

NWashington v. White, 72 Wn2d 524, 433 P.2d
682 (1967), citing Young v. Liddington, 50
Win2d 7S, 309 P.2d 761 (1957) Benjamin v.
Havens, Inc.. 60 Wn2d 196, 373 P2d 1049
(1962). 54 Wash. Pract. i Tegland) 2d ed. & 369,

Anthony M. Medina is a 1954 ygraduate of the
University of Washington School of Law. He
stucied fundamental computer theory al the
\ational Cryptologic School in 197 8.
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THE BUSINESS RECORDS
EXCEPTION

The business records  exception
evolved from principles which long
antedate computerized record keep-
mg:

Beginning in the 1600s a prac-
tice developed in England by
which the “shop books™ of
tradesmen and craftsmen were
admissible as evidence of debts.
The rules prohibited a party
from being a witness. This rule,
therefore. developed as aneces-
sitv, as well as a rule of conve-
nience, being the onlv wayv to
prove debts. Abuses in this rule
led to a number of statutory lim-
itations.

In the 17005 an alternate. but
broader doctrine developed in
English  common  law  courts.
This rule alter some expansion,
permitted use of all entries
made bv a person, since de-
ceased, it made in the ordinar
course ol business.

The rule developed  some-
what uncvenlv in America. By
the 1800s, however, an Ameri-
can equivalent to the English
regular business entries began
to emerge. Rule 803(6) simply
represents a later. more re-
laxed. codification of the Eng-
lish rules.?

The modern  theory behind  the
business records  exception is  that
business records have a special indicia
of reliability:

The element of unusual reliabil-
ity of business records s said
vawriously to be supplied by sys-
tematic checking, by regularity
and continuity which produce
habits of precision. by actual ex-
perience of business in relving
upon them, or by a duty to make
an accurate record as part of a
continuing job or education.?

The custodian or other qualitied
witness must testify to the methods of
keepmg the information. This pro-
vides the trier of fact with a rational
basis by which to evaluate the accu-
racy of the record, and thus its trust-
worthiness.

In the normal course of business.
three motives operate to make rec-
ords fairly trustworthy:

® [t is easier to state what is true
than what is false.

® Anerroror misstatement is likely
to be detected.

® o be inaccurate would subject
the record keeper to censure {rom the
emplover.?

The federal and Washington rules
also require the propounded evidence
to be authenticated or identitied.

COMPUTERIZED RECORDS

The historical reliance upon  the
testimony of the chief record keeper
may be misplaced when courts are
confronted with computerized busi-
ness records. The business records of
days past were written in the rela-
tivelv permanent medium of ink on
paper. by a small number of individ-

IN.L.R.B. v. First Termite Cantrol Co.. Inc..
646 ¥.2d 424, 427, n. 1 (9th Cir. 1951

“Wieds:

.




uals. Changes were ditficult to con-
ceal. Todav we deal with clectronic
impulses flowing within a hramework
ol silicon and metal. Ink on paper
compares with computerized records
fike a carving in wood with chalk on a
blackboard. We often underestimate
how casilv computer records can he
altered—cither intentionally  or - Dy
oversight—and how difficult it can be
to tind an crror.”

The computer operation ina busi-
ness usuallv reqguires several individ-
uals in two or more departments such
as  data processing, accounting,  or
sales. This decentralization of control
means that a supervisor may know
only a limited aspect of the data pro-
cessing operation.  Therclore. it s
difficult to establish a toundation con-
sistent with the historical  reliance
upon the chiel record keeper's testi-
mony.

Decentralization  of control  over
computerized records makes it easy
tor errors to be ereated accidentally:

The possibility of an undetected
crror in computer  generated
evidence is a function ol many
tuctors: the underlving data may
be hearsay; errors may be intro-
duced in anv one of several
stages of processing; the com-
puter might he erroneonsly pro-
granmmed, progranimed to per-
mit an crror to vo undetected,
or programmed to introduce an
errorinto the data; and the com-
puter mav inaccurately display
the data or display it in a biased
manner.”

Computers also offer opportunitics
for hraudulent record alteration:

Since the record can bhe erased
as easily as standard recording
tape, and since no prior records
are available to check consis-
tenev or continuity, safeguards
must he established to ensmre
against tampering. [Safeguards

implores
that il one makes a programming error. that it
be a big one: ifone can find it. one can fix it
°1. Roberts, A Practitioner's Praner on Com
puter Generated Fridence. 41 UL Chi. L Rev.
234, 253-36 (1974).

A comiputer programmer’s Tpraver”

would include| codes. restricted
access to machines. and periodic
compilation ol records . to
protect against the possibility of
fraudnlent  alteration ol rec-
ords.”

Note, Adwmivsibility of Computer-Kept Busi-
ness Records, 35 Comell 1. Rev. 10330 1035
1970

N
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mechanical integrity of a computer
may be generally reliable, it "a com-
puter is not secure from all possibil-
itics of tampering, then it cannot be
said for sure that the information
stored within the computer has not
been altered.™ Moreover, the pro-
liferation of telecommunication net-
works provides “out-of-shop” access to
many compnter systems. It terminals,
tapes, disks, or cards have not bheen
kept ina secure place at all times,
doubt may exist as to the accuracy of
the records.

Four steps should be  taken  to
evaliate the reliability of a particnlar
operation:

(1) Study the input procedures for

possible errors. '
(2) Evaluate the program sof tware

. Sprowl. Evaluating the Credibiliy of Come-
puter-Generated  Ftidence. 52 Chi-Kent L.
Rev. 547, 557 (197G).

g g, what is the source of the information
put into the computer? Is the intormation veri-
fied for acenracy. and it so, how? What becomes
of the original information?

to see it the evidence could possibly
be altered.!!

(:3) Investigate the physical security
of the system from intentional altera-
tion. 2

{4) Judge the eredibility of the wit-
ness conveving the print-out from the
computer to the court. ”

THREE-PRONG TEST

Applving a lax standard of founda-
tion testimony with respect to com-
puter records admission could pos-
sibly erode the validity of the business
records exception, especially as it may
pertain to computer generated rec-
ords. Admission of computer records

"Some programs might not be completely de-
buggzed for months or even vears after initial
operation. Tlns. some information might disap
pear. be altered. or placed in unintended field.s.
Sprowl, at 559.

ECan anvone access a database via a terminal or
via a telecommunications link? If 5o, are there

any records to indicate such access? What sale-
guards are installed to flag intentional alteration
of the corupnter vecords, il anv?

B Sprowl. supra at 562,

in Washington is relatively easv. Tes-
timony of administrative level super-
visors, as opposed to operator level
supervisors, has heen allowed to lay
an acceptable foundation.

In the leading Washington  case,
Seattle v. Heath.™* appellant sought to
exclude abstracts of his driving record
in a negligent driving case. The attack
focused upon the foundation laid by
the prosecution. which consisted of
testimony from the assistant director
of the Traflic Violations Burcau of the
Seattle Municipal Court. His testi-
mony established that:

(a) the Municipal Court had access
via teletype to a computer at the De-
partment  of  Motor  Vcehicles  in
Olvmpia:

(h) the abstract of defendant's driv-
ing record was a record in the com-
puter;

(¢) the driver’s license information
was contained in the computer:

U0 W App. 949. 520 P.2d 1392 {1971).
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() the records were retrieved by
name and birthdate;

(e) the computer matched the rec-
ords with name and hirthdate; and

() the records before the court were
printed out under his direction and
observation several minutes carlier.

Cross examination established that

the assistant director was custodian of

the records from the teletype but not
of the department. Apparently there
was no cross-examination about the
accuracy and verification of the rec-
ords.

The court found the assistant di-
rector a qualificd witness with respect
to the identification and preparation
of the teletype printouts. The counrt
noted that RCW 5,45 was intended to
permit  admission  of  systematically
entered records made in the usual
course of business without having to
identify, locate and produce as wit-
nesses each individual who made the
original entries into the records. In a
footnote, the court cautioned. how-
ever. that great care should be exer-
cised by oa trial court in admitting an
entry whose trustworthiness is ques-
tionable and which could not be re-

futed because of the exigencies of
time. 2 Still. the court was satisfied of

the integrity of the computer records
offered under the business records ex-
ception to the hearsay rule. '©

Heath also incorporated the three-
prong approach of the Mississippi
court to admitting computer records.
In King v. State. 222 So.2d 393 (Miss.
1969). the issue was whether wit-
nesses were required to testifv as to
the input of cach item of information.
King held that such testimony was not
required as long as the records passed
a three-prong test:

(1) The computer is “recognized as
standard equipment.”

(2) Entries were made in the reg-
ular course of business at or near the
time of the event recorded: and

(3) The foundation presented satis-

Y10 W App. 949, al 955.

WThe records were hewrsay for being out of

court statements offered for the trath of the
matter asserted. However, this information was
said to have been entered regularly wnd at or
near the time ol the happening of the event.

fics the court with respect to the trust-
worthiness of the information pre-
sented.
In weighing the third element. the
court shonld consider the source of
information, mecthod and  time  of
preparation.

Heath tells us that it is not neces-
sary to provide testimony about cach
item of inlormation entered into a

T

/
If vou seek
10 exclude
computer records,
attack their
accuracy.

computer recording svstem. Cliting
the carlier Seib case, Heath equates
“tape or some other appropriate mem-
oryv bank” with an “account or record
recording the same information.”

The facts in Heath do not indicate
whether the assistant director’s testi-
monyv reflected any technical knowl-
cdge of the electronic or mechanical
aspects of the record keeping device
or of the system through which the
deviee was operated. Had this aspect
of the testimony been examined, the
records oftered for evidence might
have been rejected as hearsay lacking
sufficient foundation for admission.
Despite leaving open the possibility of
a snccessful attack upon the records
admissibility, the Heath decision s
not inconsistent with those federal de-
cisions on the admissibility of com-
puter records under the hearsav ex-
ception.

BRADLEY MAY WEAKEN
REQUIREMENTS

In the 1977 case of State v. Brad-

/(’g/,"'L computer printouts recorded
the actions of police in response to
telephone calls. Defendant. convicted
of felony murder, claimed that the
computer printont contained double
hearsav: it had the statements of the
person who received the call. dis-
patched the officers and recorded the
time of their arrival; and it contained
the declarations of the person who
placed the phone call and described
the nature and location of the inci-
dent. In ruling that a computer print-
out which was evidence of police re-
sponse to telephone calls is a record
made in the regular conrse of business
without the testimony of its maker re-
quired. the court noted:

The printout is a record of an
event made in the  regular
course of business that satisfics
the requirements for admission
under The Uniform Business
Records as Evidence Act. A doc-
ument that qualifies as a busi-
ness record camot be  denied
admission on the ground that
the person who entered the in-
formation in the record does not
testihv in court. Thus the state-
ments of the person who re-
ceived the phone  call come
within - an  exception to  the
hearsay rule for business ree-
ords. [Citations omitted. "™

There is no indication that the de-
fendant raised the reliability of the
records as a basis for objecting to their
admission. The only attack was based
upon the double hearsay theory.

A LOWER ADMISSIBILITY
THRESHHOLD?

The 1979 case ol State ©. Kane®
continued the trend of avoiding close
examination of the computer process.
Unless a legitimate question is raised
about the reliabitity of the evidence.
technical information about the com-
puter equipment or programming is
not necessary.

Kane was convicted of passing had

See ¢ United States v, Escobar, 674 1°.2d
169 S3th Cir. 1952) wvithout a foundition besing
laid, information received from a computer is
ohjectionable as hearsay )

IT WL App. 916, 567 P.2d 650 (1977, review
denied. 89 \Wn.2d 1013 (197S).

S

2093 Wi App. 107, 394 P.2d 1357 (1979).




checks. The prosccution introduced
computer  evidence ol other bad
checks written by appellant. Appel-
lant claimed that admission of pre-
vious bad checks was proof of in-
charged crimes. but the court dis-
agreed. Alternatively, appellant at-
tacked the foundation laid by the
prosccution. The trial conrt’s admis-

sion of a computerized summary of

Enjoy

Seattle

| atour

special
trial,
rate,>75.

close to the business. financial and legal
districts. We offer elegant suites. a full health
club with an indoor pool, elegant dining in
Prego and Maxwell's. two exciting lounges and
the many amenities you'd expect from Stouffer:

Seattle. Stouffer
Madison Hotel.

Try our special rate

for ali members of

the bar. and enjoy
Seattle’s newest

hcary hotel. You'll be

in the heart of downtown,

515 Madison Street, Seattle, WA 98104.

(206) 583-04300. Or call toll-free 1-800-HOTELS 1.

*Rates subject to avatlability, Good through Dec. 31, 1985

appellant’s account activity, the com-
plete records of which were stored in
the bank’s computers, was upheld.
The hank’s hranch officer testificd
that the bank used computers to store
records on closed accounts and that a
summary was prepared  because o
bring all the records contained i the
computer would have been too bur-
densome. Tle also testified that he was

— !

STOUFFER HOTELS

PACIFIC TESTING LABORATORIES

Licensed Professional Engineers

For 55 years we've been providing expert Forensic Evaluation.
Investigative and testing capabilities include:

e Product Liability
e Accident reconstruction

e Construction Plan Compliance

e Non Destructive Evaluation

e Structural Analysis
e Geotechnical Services
e Flammability Consultation
e Failure Analysis

(206) 282-0666

3220-17th Ave. W. Seattle, WA 98119
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the custodian of the records and that
the records were kept in the ordinan
course of business. Although the jurs
did not see the computer records. the
court admitted the bank ollicer’s testi-
mony.

Where the reliability of the com-
puter generated evidence is not at
issuc, the proponent need not submit
techmical information about the tvpe
of computer or program that
used:

WS

Certainly when the computer-
generated evidenee is provided
Iy a well established national
hanking institution, maintaining
numerous branches in the state.
it is reasonable for a comt to

that  the  “clectronic-

assume
computer” equipment is re-

. 2

liable.?!

KAeane thus scems to lower the

threshhold of admissibilityv for com-
puterized records. First. the court
looked primarily at the reliability of
the computer cquipment—a reason-
able concern, but perhaps too narrow
in scope. Reliability of computer rec-
ords is as much a function of svstem
and process as it is of well-maintained
hardware.

Sccond. the decision implies that
one should consider the status. size,
and stature of the institution operat-
ing the computer cquipment. This
sugeests  that  admission  will - he
weighted in favor of records created
and maintained by large institutions
and against those of smaller com-
panics—cven  though  the  tormer
might he using first or second genera-
tion cquipment and the latter employ-
ing state of the art equipment. Fur-
ther, the nature of the computer in-
dustry is such that company size af
feets  the  volume of information
processed. but not necessarily the re-
liability of that information.

EXPERT FOUNDATION
WITNIESSES
The 1983 case of State ©. Ben-

Neth?? concerned appellant’s convic-
tion  for unlawful issue ol checks

2123 W App. at 112,
2231 \Wn App. 602, 663 .2d 139 (J953).



drawn on insufficient funds. Rather
than attack the reliability of the com-
puterized  bank records, appellant
sought exclusion of the evidence be-
cause the bank officials were not pro-
per foundation witnesses. The two
witnesses neither created nor super-
vised creation of the computer rec-
ords. Theyv did not imderstand how
the records were assembled at the
computer center, nor had thev ever
been to the computer center.

In affirming admission of the cvi-
dence, the court noted that Washing-
ton courts have broadly interpreted
the statutory terms “custodian™ and
“other qualified witness™ under RCW
5.45.020. and further, that it is not
necessary to examine the person who
actually ereated the record provided it
is produced by one who has custody of
the record as a regular part of the job.
or who supervises its creation. Thus
the production of computer records
by one who either has custody or has
supervised the creation of the record

concludes that the evidence was re-
liable.

Judge Ringold indicated why Wash-
ington courts” serutinv of computer
records is not induly rigorous:

Given the complexity of modern
mstitutions one cannot expect
routine record-keeping to  he
crror-free. Where actual error is
suspected the challenge shoald
be to the accuracy of the busi-
ness record. not to its admissi-
bility.>?

CONCILUSION

The hearsay nature of computer
generated records does not appear to
be a significant barrier to proponents
of such evidence under Washington's
Business Rccords Act, RCW
5.-45.020. provided that a supervisor
or administrative chiet’ supplies the
foundation testimony that the entries

were made in the regular course of

business and the equipment used “is
of a standard type.”

Washington courts scem to have
departed from the original application
of the business records exception to
the hearsay rule which was concerned
with the inherent reliabilitv ol the
records before admitting them into
evidence. Todav. this concern with
the rcliability of the records has
shifted from pre-admission to post-
admission attacks on the weight and
credibility of the evidence. This shitt
warrants our attention.

It vou scek to exclude computer
records, attack their accuracy, Sys-
tems analvsts or programmers could
be a resource as expert witnesses in
this regard. You mav have more suc-
cess in attacking the ceredibility of the
cvidence than in attempting to bar
admission of the evidence. If, on the
other hand. vou wish to rely upon
computer records for evidence. con-
sider additional efforts to buttress anv
prima facic impressions of accuracy

meets the statutory requirements of and  reliability.  Again,  expert  wit-
RCW 5.45.020, if the trial cowrt then 2663 P2d. « 159, n. 2. nesses could be helptul. a

— — _ = - —_ _— = = — = —_— = = — Il
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WASHINGITON STATIE NEWSLINE

The Board’s Work @

by Carole Grayson

OCEAN SHORES--June 21-22, 1985. Present: All Governors (Gibbs absent p.m. 6/22). Also present:
L. Edward Brown (Magistrates Assn.), Dale Green (Ct. of Appeals Judges Assn.), Patricia Schlosser
(washington Women Lawyers), Robert Farrell (WSBA Counsel), Mary Alice Theiler (SKCBA Young Law-
yers). Deborah Arron (SKCBA Board of Trustees), John Gray (Governmental Lawyers). 6/21: Jeff
Campeche {wa. Assn. of Prosecuting Attorneys). 6/22: Terence Hanley (Superior Ct. Judges Assn.)

MANDATORY MALPRACTICE Article X, Section 1, of the WSBA Bylaws reads: "As soon as is
COVERAGE SOON? feasible, every active member except those who satisfy the condi-

tions for exemption in Section 4 of this Article shall be insured
for professional errors and omissions on an insurance contract or plan arranged for by the Asso-
ciation.”

The Board of Governors unanimously passed an amended motion by Governor Dwyer to appoint a
short-term task force (to include nonlawyers expert in the field) to study implementation or
amendment of Article X. H. Graham Gaiser, Seattle, chair of the Attorneys Professional Insurance
Committee, said mandatory insurance would work if all lawyers could be assured of reinsurance,
but currently, he said, this is not the case. Washington could start its own plan, or join with
Oregon, the only other state bar with mandatory malpractice coverage. The Oregon plan has gen-
erated a $7.5 million surplus, with an average premium of $900, and no deductible.

According to the National Legal Malpractice Data Center, 70 per cent of claims are resolved
for between $0-$1000. 82 percent of claims are made during the first five years of coverage.
"Underwriting is not a science or an art; it's black magic,"” said Gaiser, as he contrasted the
premiums charged for a $200,000 liability policy: $656 (Home Insurance), $1,442 (CNA), and
$2,890 (St. Paul).

Governor Moceri wondered: "Is there any information that the uninsured lawyer is a problem
in this state?" Lane suggested mandatory insurance in combination with self-insurance. Gibbs
feared that would result in all the high risk candidates being covered under the self-insurance
plan, and said he thought the private market should take its share of high risk candidates.

CLIENT$ $ECURITY FUND The Board of Governors followed three recommendations of the

Clients Security Fund Committee: 1) unanimously denied the claim

of Jose A. Correa against Robert J. Gunovick (suspended) (no evidence Gunovick received funds or

misappropriated them); 2) unanimously approved the claim of Kathie Lynn Ackley against R. Bruce

McFarlane (disbarred May 29, 1985) for $75; 3) unanimously denied the claim of Fisherman's Boat

Shop, Inc., against Michael M. Moore (disbarred) (no evidence of misappropriation, over one year
since disbarment (see Rule 7B), over one year since "discovery" made (see Rule 7A).

The Governors voted 9-1 (Delay dissenting) to table the Committee's recommendation that
$25,000 (beyond the $25,000 approved by the Governors in February, 1985) be paid to Doris
Johnson against J. Rex Behrhorst (disbarred May 29, 1985). Committee member Deborah Arron,
Seattle, said the parties had a long-term fiduciary relationship, and also were neighbors.

PHYSICIAN~-WITNESS what is the duty of a lawyer requesting information from a physi-

cian in the absence of knowledge by the lawyer that the doctor-

patient privilege has been waived? David Boerner, chair of the Code of Professional Responsi-

bility Committee and assistant dean of the University of Puget Sound Law School, presented the

committee's proposed ethics opinion, but the Board of Governors approved 7-1 a substitute propo-

sal by Fred M. Zeder of Seattle. Petruss dissented; Gibbs and Bond abstained. New formal opin-
ion #115 reads:
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(1) It is improper for a lawyer to discuss any matter pertaining to a patient with a physician
who has examined that patient, if a patient physician privilege exists and has not been waived.
(2) Wwhere no patient physician privilege exists or where the privilege has been declared waived
by Court Order or by the express written consent of the patient, a lawyer may interview a physi-
cian in the same manner as any other witness.

(3) Where a patient physician privilege exists and waiver is claimed upon any basis other the
above, a lawyer may discuss matters pertaining to a patient with an examining physician only
through the use of discovery procedures provided in the Superior Court Civil Rules.

NEW DISCIPLINE: ADMONITION The Board of Governors unanimously adopted RLD 5.8, which creates

the admonition as the newest form of discipline an attorney may

receive. The admonition is a sanction which involves a finding of misconduct, as are four other

forms of discipline: disbarment, suspension up to two years, reprimand, and censure. The ad-

monition does not replace the advisory letter, which is not considered a sanction and does not
involve a finding of misconduct.

The admonition will be "limited or restricted to (matters involving) inattention, neglect or
lack of competence." An attorney who within 30 days after receiving an admonition contests it
is entitled to a hearing. The admonition implements the recommendation of the Task Force on
Continuing Professional Qualifications in October, 1984, for "discipline for demonstrated incom-
petence".

CRIMINAL RULES The Board of Governors unanimously approved the Court Rules and

Procedures Committee's recommendation to amend the following

Superior Court Criminal Rules: 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 3.1, 3.3, 4.2, 4.3, 4.7, 7.1, 7.2, a companion

amendment to RAP 5.3, and new CrR 7.8. These rules will be forwarded to the Supreme Court with
the recommendation that, after publication for comment, they be adopted.

The committee had rejected the amendment of CrR 3.2 ("Release of Accused") proposed by the
washington Association of Prosecuting Attorneys (WAPA), which would allow consideration of the
defendant's dangerousness in the pretrial determination of release. The committee was concerned
with possible constitutional infirmities, and because, in committee chair Malachy R. Murphy's
words, it was "so thoroughly a departure from current policy that it should be subjected to full
public hearing."

Governor Dwyer moved that the Board adopt all the committee's recommendations except as to
3.2, which it would forward to the Supreme Court without a recommendation and with comments pro
and con. But by a vote of 6-2, the Governors approved Governor Vhugen's amended motion to en-
dorse all the other changes and defer consideration of the WAPA-proposed 3.2 until Augqust. Gov-
ernors Delay and Dwyer dissented. Said Delay, "It is not a function of this Board to determine
constitutionality. The Board should not act in a judicial capacity.” Governor Gibbs was absent.

OTHER WORK:

® COMPLAINTS ANYONE? -- In 1983, the Bar received over 1,400 written complaints; in 1984, 1,545;
in 1985, 1,701 are projected. As of May 1, 1985, 991 cases were pending. 1In September, 1983,
when the Bar staff was increased to its current size (five lawyers, three investigators, and
five support staff), 632 cases were pending.

® DISPUTE!?# RESOLUTION!?# -- The Board of Governors endorsed 9-1 a resolution supporting estab-
lishment of a dispute resolution center in King County.

® JUDICIAL IMMUNITY - Thomas D. Loftus of Seattle was appointed by President Campbell to a task
force headed by Chief Justice Dolliver studying the U.S. Supreme Court's Pullion decision, under
which judges may be responsible for attorneys fees and costs.

® EVERGREEN APPOINTMENT -- J. Rick Potter of Vvancouver was unanimously appointed to the Board of
Directors of Evergreen Legal Services.

® TODAY'S CONSTITUTION & YOU - The Governors unanimously approved a request for $5,500 for the
Today's Constitution & You project for an exhibit booth.

e DEATH & THE ATTORNEY GENERAL -- The Governors unanimously approved $4,000 for the Office of
the Attorney General to revise and reprint its booklet on "what to Do When a Death Occurs."




Real Estate Contract
Forfeiture, Skills Training
& Estate Planning

Iy John M. Redenbaugh
Assistant Divector of CLE

Learn about the new REAL ESTATE
CONTRACT FORFEITURE ACT
from members of the Task Force
Committec involved in drafting this
important legistation. A hall=dav semi-
nar will introduce the new statute this
fall at four sites throughout the state:
Octoher 4 at the Sheraton [otel.
Scattle; October 9 at the Thunderbird
Hotel. Yakima: October 16 at Cava-
naugh's Tno at the Park. Spokane: and
October 24 at the Seattle Hvatt House
near Sca=Tac Airport.

The distinguished faculty comprises
Ned M. Barnes (Witherspoon, Kel-
lev. Davenport & Toole). Robert M.
Leadon (Velikanje, Moore & Shore,
Inc.. Yakima), and David H. Rock-

=,

i TRADEMARK
& COPYRIGHT SEARCHES

TRADEMARK--Supply word and/or
design plus goods or services.

FEES: TRADEMARK OFFICE Files—
Wordmark—$55. 2 or more—3$50 each.
COMMON LAW—$30 additional.
EXPANDED COMMON LAW—$75 ad-
ditional. DESIGNS—$70 per class.
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COPYRIGHT-—Supply titie/author/
regs.—FEE—$80. 2 or more—

$75 each.

GOV'T LIAISON—AIl agencies—SEC
(10 K's}, ICC, FTC, Court Records,
Congress. Records, etc. Fees on
request

APPROVED—Our services meet stan-
dards set for us by a D.C. Court

of Appeals Committee.

Over 60 years successful
experience—Not connected with the
Federal Government

GOVERNMENT LIAISON
SERVICES, INC.

Sulte209, 3030 N, FairtaxDr. o P.O.Box 10848
Arlington, VA 22201 . Arfington, VA 22210
Phone: (703) 524-8200
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[L]) CLE Clearinghouse

well (Jones. Grev & Bavley. P.S.,
Scattle).

The focus will be on changes in for-
feiture under the new act. including a
review of legislative history and how
to apply the new provisions. The
conrse materials [eature helptul forms
and a checklist of issues to consider
when forfeiting a real estate contract.
Ample time will be allowed for ques-
tions to the faculty.,

For more information contact pro-
gram coordinator Sharon Clemence.
WSBAL 505 Madison Strect, Scattle.
WA 98104 telephone 206) 622-6021 .

Get involved' in the new SKILLS
TRAINING: TRIAL PRACTICIS scmi-
nar on Saturdav, Angnst 3. at the King
County' Courthouse in Secattle. Nt-
tendees at this intensive one-day pro-
gram will participate in voir dire and
present an opening statement. direct
examinalion, cross-examination  and
closing argument. Fach registrant will
be assigned to a group of six. and cach
group divided into three teams of two.
Fxperienced trial attorneys ywill plav
snperior court judges and  preside
over an entire mock trial.

Program co-chairpersons David D.
Swartling (Karr. Tuttle. Koch, Camp-
bell. Mawer & Morrow, P.S.)) and
Bruce E. Larson (Karr. Tuttle, Koch,
Campbell. Mawer & Morrow. .S,
have assembled a top-noteh faculty:
Kathy A. Cochran (Reed. NeClure.
Mocert. Thoun & Moriarty).  John
Patrick Cook (Lee, Smart. Cook,
Martin & Patterson, P.S., Inc.). Jocel
D. Cunningham  (Williams, Lanza,
Kastner & Gibbs). Thomas [I. Fain
(Williams. Lanza. Kastner & Gihhs),
Steven F. Fitzer (Burgess, Kennedy,
Fitzer & Strombom). Eric L. Friese
(Law Office of Eric .. Freise). H.
Graham Gaiser (Gaiser & Tibhs),
Duniel G, Goodwin (Goodwin, Gritz
& Scott). Douglas A. Holmann (Wil-
s, Lanza. Kastner & Gibbsh.
Ronald B. Lecighton (Gordon,
Thomas. Honevwell, Malanca. Peter-
son & Daheim), Lawrence L. Long-
felder (Longfelder, Tinker, Kidman &
Flora). David L. Martin (Lee. Smart.

Cook, Martin & Patterson. P.S..
Inc.), Frederick M. Mevers (K,
Tuttle, Koch. Campbell. NMawer &

Morrow), Delbert DL Miller (Bogle &
Gates). Peter P. Strand (Peter P

Strand. P.S.). John D, Wilson, Jr.
(Reed. McClure, Moceri, Thonn &
Moriarty). and Fred M. Zeder (Ired
M. Zeder, PS).

Enrollment is limited to 120, and
pre-registration by mail or in person is
required  (no - over-the-phone or at-
the-door signips allowed). For more
information contact program coordin-
ator Debbie Kirehhauser, \WSBA, 505
Madison Street. Scattle, WA 95104,

It's not too carlv to begin making
plans to attend the 30TH ESTATIE
PLANNING SEMINAR. This vears
program  will be presented at the
Westin Hotel in Scattle on November
7-8. It will feature Henry Gissel,
Carolvn McCaffrey, John A. Wal-
lace. Mark Neese, Jere MceGaffery,
Stan  Jolmson, Jack THluston and
Robert Muckleston. Watch for the
seminar brochure that describes this

important program!’

APPROVED CLE COURSES

WASHINGTON STATE BAR ASSOCINTION
Collection of Judgments in Washington

July' 12: Seattle . . 6.50
Creative Estate Planning

July 12: Spokane . .. 6.50

Julv 19: Seattle .6.30

Creditor-Debtor Section  Mid-Year Meeting
and Seminars

July 19-20: Richland. ... .. ... 11.50
Alternatives to Litigation

July 26: Seattle . b5
Skills Training: Triad Practice

AngZust 3: Scattle. el 830

What You Need to Know Ahbout Construction
Late and Claims Managoment

Angnst 9: Seadtle. S 675
The New Real Fstate Contract Forfeitnre Act

October 4: Seattle . S 3000

October 9: Yakima . 3,00

Octoher 16: Spokane . 3.00

October 24 Seu-Tac .3.00
30th Estate Planning Seminar

November 7-8: Seattle. 15.00



SEATTLE-KING COUNTY
byJAMES L. VARNELL

Office Shifts. Johm Veblen has be-
come a member of Jones. Grev &
Bavley and  John ). Sullivan and
Lawrence Repeta have hecome asso-
ciates.  Roberts & Shefelman  an-
nounces that Jon W, MacLeod and
Paul L. Ahern, Jr., have become
partners and that ], Tavloe Wash-
burn, Gregory C. Simon, Bradley J.
Berg, William H. Chapman and Gail
T. Voigtlander have become asso-
ciated with  the firm.  Carney.
Stephenson, Badley, Smith, NMueller
& Spellman announces that John D.
Spellman, former governor of the
State of Washington. has become a
sharcholder of the firm. Helsell, Fet-
terman, Martin, Todd & Hokanson
has opened a Bellevue office with
resident partners John E. Ederer and
Thomas W. Huber.

Michael D. Sandler has become a
partner of Foster, Pepper & Riviera,
and William C. Erxlehen has become
of counsel to the firm. Joy K
Smucker has joined Adler, Gicrsch
and Read as an associate. John M.

Junker. professor at the University of

Washington School of Law. has be-
come of counsel to the firm of Sharon
E. Burrows. lardwick & Conrad an-
nounces that Bovd F. Buckingham,
Jr.. and M. Scott Ericson have be-
come partners, and the name of the
firm has been changed to Hardwick,
Conrad, Buckingham and Erieson.

Tailor Macde. After exhaustive re-
scarch and thorough consultation, the
committee appointed to  determine
the 10 best-dressed attorneys in the
Seattle  area  has  selected:  Jackie
Brown, F. Lee Campbell, Elsa Cole,
Kelly "Bow Tic” Corr, Gary “Flash”
Gayton, Darcy Goodman, Heng-Pin
Kiang, Ron “Add In" Necubauer,
Marsha Pechman and Robert M.
Tavlor.

This vear the committee selected
four individuals for induction into the
Sartorial  Splendor  Hall of  Fame:
Charles A. “Jack” Burgeson (he was
wearing collar pins hefore they were
stocked at Nordstrom): Gary Faull
(and vou thought Paris has something

Around the State @

over Renton); Sally Gustafson (how
can she aftord it on an Assistant U.S.
Attorney's salary?): and Mike Cohen
{what else can vou say about a man
who taught Rex Reed how to dress).
In the Judicial Division. the Wil-
liami Faulkner Southern Gentleman
Award was presented o Chief Justice
James Dolliver. In the Sport/Letsure
Activitics categorv. the plaid,  golf
slacks of Judge Jack Scholfield were

retired and are now being used as an
out-of=bounds marker at the Enum-
claw Golf Club.

IN MEMORIAM

Ralph E. Foley, 84. died April 15 in
Spokane. The father of U.S. Rep.
Thomas S. Folev. he was a Superior

Volkswagen, Porsche, BMW

When the service
has to match
the performance.

& Audi Specialists

6800 Roosevelt Way N.E. Seattle
(University District)
206 522-7766 522-7771
All major credt cards accepted

/ UW Law School Alumni Activities

WSBA Annual Convention Events

Hosted Wine and Cheese Reception
Wednesday September 11, 1985 5:30-7:00 pm
Columbia Seafirst Center
No-Host Alumni Breakfast
Thursday September 12, 1985 8:30 am
Seattle Sheraton Hotel

Annual Alumni Recognition
Banquet
Saturday, November 2, 1985 6:00 pm
Madison Hotel
HONORING:
US Congressman Thomas S. Foley '57
DeWitt Wiliams "32
Judge Eugene A. Wright '37

For details about any of theseevents, calt
Susan Schroeter-Stokes (206) 543-8707




@ Briefly Noted

Court judge for 34 vears. At his retire-

ment in 1974, he was the senior men-
ber of the state’s judiciary. Born in
Barnesville, Minnesota. Foley moved
to Washington in 1907, His playmates
at Webster Grade  School included
Harry Lillis "Bing” Crosby. Folev re-
ceived his bachelor’s  degree  from
Conzaga in 1923 and graduated from
its law school in 1926: in 1940, he

became its first graduate to serve as a

Superior Court judge. A teacher of

criminal Taw for manv vears at Gon-
zaga and a judge pro tempore on the
Washington Supreme Court, he
served as president of the Washington
Prosecuting  Attorneys’  Association
and the Association of Superior Court

Judges.

Harold M. (Hi) Tollefson, 76, dicd
February 28 in Tacoma. A three-ter
mavor of Tacoma. Tolletson attended
the then-College of Puget Sound and
the University of Washington.  FHe
began practicing law in Tacoma in
1939. His brother, Erling, is a NMuni-

cipal Court judge in Tacoma. Another
brother, Thor, represented the 6th
District in Congress for many vears.

DISCIPLINE

Suspended

Spokane attorney Riner E. Deglow,
admitted to practice in 1954, has been

suspended pending the outcome of
disciplinary: proceedings by order of

the Supreme Cowrt, ettective May 7.
1985. The suspension results from
numerous trust account violations. in-
cluding a tailure to identifv client de-

posits of $87.405, and the issuance of

$21.900 in checks to himselt that
tailed to identitv the client against
whose account the funds were draw,
Also cited in the complaint were
Deglow’s refusal to answer the formal
conmplaint and his tailure tp appear tor
a show cause hearing,

In Januarv. 1954 Deglow stipulat-

cd to the issuance of three Letters of

Censure for neglecet of a legal matter.
intentionally failing to seck the lTawtul
objectives of a client. intentionally
failing to carry out a contract of em-
ploviient, intentionally prejudicing a
client. conduct involving dishonesty,
fraud. deceit or misrepresentation,
and tailure to pay out client funds.

Federal Wav attorney Hamilton B.
Underwood, admitted to practice in
1976, was ordered suspended pend-
ing the outcome of disciplinary pro-
ceedings against him by order of the
Supreme Court entered May 7. 1955,
The suspension resulted from a pat-
tern of neglect of Tegal matters, failure
to provide information to clients and
tailure to cooperate with the Bar in-
vestigation, including a fuilure to ap-
pear when subpoenacd. These violate
RLD 1.1lic), RLD L1¢g). DR 1-102(A
(3), DR 6-101(A)3) and DR 7-
10LAN2).

Seattle attornev - Don Gordon
Willhite, admitted to practice in 1964,
has been suspended from the practice
of Taw pending the outcome of disci-

.

N

™,

In two months, 27,000 deposition exhibits scattered all over the coun-
try in 800 deposition volumes compiled over a three year period by
36 parties to the lawsuit. . .all had to be located, acquired, labeled,
and organized so that they could be produced for review for all par-
ties to the suit. Two months! Whom did Counsel call?

-“=sripher

The Vance Building
1402 Third Avenue
Seattle, WA 98101
(206) 682-3663

Call us and see how we work — for you, with you—to meet the
complex litigation challenges of today. . .and tomorrow.
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plinary proceedings against him by
Supreme  Court Order entered April
26, 1985. The suspension resulted
from Willhite's conviction in King
County Superior Court Cause No.
84-1-03468-4 for vehicular homicide,
a Class B telony. On the evening of
November 17, 1984, Willhite's auto-
mobile struck and killed a motorevel-
ist. At the time of the accident, Will-
hite was driving without his lights and
under the influence of alcohol. \Will-
hite has a previous DW1 conviction.

Reprimanded

Everett attorney Victor E. Haglund,
admitted to practice in 1953, has becen

ordered to receive a Reprimand pur-
suant to a stipulation that he had paid
himsclf fees from client trust tunds
without his client’s consent. and that
he had failed to account to his client
for funds received on the client’s he-
half. These actions violate RLID 1. 1(i),
DR 9-102(A)2) and DR 9-102(B)(3).
By terms ol the stipulation, Tlaglund
agrecd to submit to arbitration the fec
question and will pay attornev’s fees
and administrative costs of $200. Hag-
lund was reprimanded in 1972 for
mishandling client funds and for inap-
propriate behavior in court, and was
suspended for sixty davs for conduct
involving the retention ol uncarned
tees.

Resolutions at the
1985 WSBA
Annual Meeting

WSBA bylaws require resolutions
and reports received by the Reso-
lutions Committee at least 60
days before the Annual Business
Meeting to be published in the
Bar News preceding the Annual
Business mecting,

The Resolutions Committee re-
ports to the membership of the
Association on each resolution,
giving its recommendation and
any proposed amendments or
comments.

Send vour written responses
and comments about proposed
resolutions to the Resolution
Committee, ¢/o Washington State
Bar Association, 505 Madison,
Seattle, WA 98104.

On September 5 at 10:00 a.m .,
the Resolutions Committee will
hold an advance public hearing at

business or at the chair’s discre-
tion, the hearing will be ad-
journed to reconvene on Septem-
ber 11 at 9:00 a.m. at the Scattle
Sheraton. The advance hearing
will provide more time for those

the WSBA. Upon completion of

presenting views and will give the
committee more time to consider
resolutions and request additional
information hefore making its rec-
ommendations to the member-
ship.

Proponents and opponents ol
resolutions are urged to attend
the September 5 hearing or to
present your written views before
September 5 to the committee ftor
its consideration on September 5.
Your presence at or absence from
the September 5 hearing does not
aftect your right under the hylaws
to present vour views at the re-
convened public hearing on Sep-
tember 1I. You will receive
preference on September 11 il
vour views were not expressed on
September 5. Proponents and op-
ponents will be given reasonable
opportunities to be heard at both
the advance session and the re-
convened hearing,

The Resolutions Committee
will recommend approval or re-

jection ol each resolution follow-

ing discussion at the reconvened
hearing on September 11.

The WSBA bylaws contain in-
tormation about time deadlines
and submission of resolutions.
You may obtain a copy from the

WSBA ofhice.

[ rEe——a— ————=——r

PROBLEM:

You or your firm are
in need of a fresh,
new..

D Corporate identity (logo/business
card/letterhead). . .

[:] Promotional brochure or
pamphlet . . .

(] Magazine or newsletter. ..

[:] Advertisement. . .

[] Technicalillustration. . .

(] visuai aid. . .

(] Annual report/manual/whatever. . .

and you...
[j Don't have any clever ideas. . .

(] Don't know where or how to
start. ..

() Don't know who to see for help. . .

EI Don't know or have a graphic
designer or consultant in your
firm. ..

(] Don't have a large budget. . .
(] Don't have a lot of time.

Or perhaps you're
tired of...
(] Indifferent treatment. . .

[:] Astronomical pricing. . .
I:] Missed deadlines. . .

[:] Poor results. . .

from your present
graphics people.

SOLUTION:
Check us out.

DON COPPOCK
GRAPHIC SERVICES

GRAPHIC DESIGN & PRODUCTION
TECHNICAL ILLUSTRATION

VISUAL AIDS

DESIGN CONSULTATION

(2006) 283-1622

[V}
Ut




Big Names
in a Small Town

The Poulsbo Bar Association is
preeminent among non-metro-
politan bars. Its second annual
CLE, on August 1, features some
of the biggest names in the U.S.
and Washington. For vour $95
(attornevs), $25 (full-time judges),
or $45 (others), vou get to see and
hear Justice John Paul Stevens of
the U.S. Supreme Court; “Race-
horse” Haynes of Houston; Al
Lindseth  of  Atlanta;  Greg
Canova, head of the Attorney
General's Criminal Division in
Olvmpia; Paul Luvera of Mt
Vernon; and Richard Johnson of
Everett. The full-day program in-
cludes lunch. Jeff Tolman, (206)
779-5561, will be glad to give yvou
more information on the hottest
CLE in Washington in vears . .

well, since last year in Poulsbo.

Notice

Spokane attornev. Larry E. Krueger
was transferred to inactive status on
Mayv 8.

Hearings on DWI
Client Assessment System

The Department of Social and [ealth
Services Office on Alcoholism and its
DWI1 Assessment Monitoring Com-
mittee will sponsor public hearings to
elicit comment on the progress, prob-
lems, and future dircction of the DWI
Client Assessment Svstem.

On Januarv 1, 1984, the DWI
Client Assessment Svstem was imple-
mented in Washington pursuant to
HB 495 By June, 1983, 33,000
people had been evaluated by the
svstem.

The hearings will be: July 10-—1:00
p.m. to 4:00 p.m.. DSHS, 12th &
Franklin, Olvmpia: and Julv 11—9:00
a.m. to 4:00 p.m.. Crestview Conler-
ence Center. 16200 42nd Ave. So.,
Seattle.

ATTORNEYS

Your Legal Publications can be published any
business day including Saturday in the

Established 1893

Seattle Daily B =

ournalo

‘Commerce

Member United Press International

622-8272

Journal Bidg., 83 Columbia St.,
Seattie 98104

Washington’s Court Newspaper

Consumer Pamphlet
on Wills

The Washington State Bar Associa-
tion, as part of its consumer informa-
tion pamphlet series, has a new pub-
lication on wills. For a sample copy
and ordering information, send a self-
addressed,  stamped  business  en-
velope to: "Wills Pamphlet,” WSBA,
505 Madison Street, Seattle, WA
98104.

WSBA Credit
Union News

New directors and officers were clec-
ted at the 7th Annual Meeting of the
Washington  State  Bar  Association
Credit Union in Scattle recently. Di-
rectors for 1985 are: Anthony Butler,
Robert Denomy, Thomas Havward,
Robert  Henry, Christine  Higashi
(Secretary), Brian Lawler (President),
li. Tony Martin (Treasurer), Barry
Mills, and Marce Slonim (Vice-presi-
dent).

Over the past vear, Credit Union
assets  have increased 30 percent,
IRAs 45 percent, and Money Market
Accounts 45 percent. New branches
have opened in Mount Vernon and
Puvallup, i addition to existing
branches  in Seattle,  Bellevue,
Tacoma and Everett.

WALJA Convention

The Washington Administrative Law
Judges' Association (WALJA) has its
annual convention August 1-3 at Sun
Mountain Lodge in Winthrop. A CLE
program on administrative law on
August 2 deals with proposed revi-
sions to the Washington Administra-
tive Procedures Act, proposed Al
orders, Fair Labor Standards act pro-
visions on exception work periods,
and child abuse.

monmembers may register for the
CLE by paving $30.00 at the door or
by mail to WALJA, P.O. Box 7249,
Olympia, WA 98506. Contact Christy
Gerhart, (206) 464-7095. or Ernest
Heller, (206) 753-2472, tor more infor-

— mation.
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Notices

NOTICES ADVERTISING

Professional: WSBA Members
only. $40.00 per inch. Billed at
publication.

Classified: Members—3$25 for
25 words, ecach add’l 25¢. Non-
members—3$35 for 25 words, each
add’l 75¢. Box number service—
$6. Prepaid.

Deadline 25th of each month
tfor second issue following. No can-
celtations after deadline.

Submit double-spaced typed
copy (no phone orders) to Lorraine
Wall, Bar News, 505 Madison
Street, Seattle, WA 98104.

Worker's Compensation referrals in-
vited. Thirteen years experience
before agency and courts throughout
Washington.
Tracy B. Madole
1928 One Union Square
Seattle, Washington 98101
Telephone (206)622-2200

Matt L. Alexander welcomes your
Workers' Comp. referrals Many years
experience as practicing attorney and
former hearing officer in this field

Matt L. Alexander
1411 4th Ave. Bldg., Suite 1001

Seattle, Washington 98101
Telephone (206)624-3766

PROFESSIONAL

1

Ann Forest Burns, attorney and [
forester, is available for consultation
or association in timber-related mat-
ters.

Ann Forest Burns

Attorney at Law
1218 Third Avenue, Suite 1300
Seattle, Washington 98101
Telephone (206) 624-4212

Antonio Salazar, an attorney with nine
years active experience in immigration
matters, is accepting consultations
and referrals in United States Immigra-
tion and Nationality matters.

Antonio Salazar

Attorney at Law
The Interurban Building
157 Yesler Way
Seattle, WA 98104
Telephone (206)624-6414 _J

Consultation, association or referral
in Tri-Cities, Benton, Franklin Coun-
ties, and Hanford area.

Law Ofttices of
Gregory C. Dow
1100 Jadwin Avenue, Suite 225
Richland, WA, 99352
Telephone (509)946-7661

Wall Street MBrokers, Jur.

BRILLIANT IDEAS

and/or

CASH

for
Disputed and problem-free

REAL ESTATE
CONTRACTS

and

DEEDS OF TRUST

.Hiall %Irgrt
Brokers, Jur.
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500 WALL STREET, SUITE 405 - SEATTLE, WA 98121
(206) 622-0131
Tacoma (206) 535-4884




When your legal firm requires |
Q copying service consider
Superior Reprographics

We are not just a copy center! We are Copy
Specialists offering Quality Service in:

® | egal Copying

® Color Copying by Canon & Xerox
® Large Copy Reducing & Enlarging
® Printing from Microfilm
()
)
)

Offset Printing
Dry Mounting for Presentations and Exhibits
Pick Up & Delivery '

superior reprographics
1925 5th Ave. e Seattle, WA 98101 e 447-6900

314 Marion 5t. e Seattle, WA 98104 o 621-8380
Toll Free 1-800-542-7835 Hours 8 AM to 5 PM

LEGAL BILLING

A Professional Time Billing Program For Your

APPLE II or IBM PC

LEGAL BILLING is an incredibly comprehensive time billing program
for an incredible price. And it's packed with features that enable you
to get your billings in the mail in record time. For example, the ex-
clusive 'Video Time-Slip" allows super fast data entry and is easier
to use than a typewriter. In fact. most users are up and running as
little as 15 minutes. In addition to printing your bills (in user-designed
formats). LEGAL BILLING will also give you client aging reports and
detailed records of billable time and productivity for up to 18 different
attorneys or paralegals. And LEGAL BILLING is so friendly there’s
no prior computer sophistication needed.

This is the only program to offer all these (and more) features at such

a low price. |
eMultiple Statement Formats Available $450‘ |

*Exclusive Video Time-Slip Hard disk
40 Character Remarks Line version

*No Prior Computer Sophistication Needed 3499'

*Satisfaction Guaranteed y
SATORI

8 QFTVEANRNE

Available at your dealer or directly from:

SATORI SOFTWARE
5507 Woodlawn Ave. N. Ia
Seattle, WA 98103 (206)633-1469
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Douglass A. North announces his
availability for referral, consultation,
or association on appellate
arguments and briefs.

Douglass A. North

Hennings, Maitman,
Weber & Reed
215 Norton Building
Seattle, Washington 98104
Telephone (206)624-6271

Patrick Mcintyre and Gerald R. Tarutis
announce their availability for referral,
consultation, or associationin the rep-
resentation of clients before the Wash-
ington State Office of Child Support
Enforcement (OSE), or in related judi-
cial proceedings
Law offices of
Mcintyre & Tarutis
Second Floor - Hoge Bldg.
Second Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104
Telephone (206)382-0000

Ralph I. Thomas, an attorney with
more than 20 years’ experience in
local government and municipal
law, announces his availability for
consultation on matters involving
disputes, problems, and other legal
relationships with local government
(municipal corporations) other than
City of Kirkland, Washington.

Ralph I. Thomas

Van Eaton, Thomas, Slusher
& Phippard
505 Market Street, No. 200
P.O. Box 787
Kirkland, Washington 98083
Telephone (206) 822-2288

California Counsel
Domestic and International Busi-
ness, Real Estate, Civil Litigation.
Immigration and Nationality.

David F. Mainland

Attorney at Law

100 Bush Street, Suite 1812
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone (415) 362-0245
1111 Third Avenue, Suite 1500
Seattle, WA 98101
Telephone (206) 623-6501




Douglas G. Anderson

former trial attorney, U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice, tax division senior
tax analyst, Weyerhaeuser Com-
pany, now of

Halverson & Strong

900 Hoge Building

Seattle, WA. 98104
(206) 623-1590

is available for consultation, media-
tion and planning with regard to the
federal tax consequences of di-
vorce.

42 USC. §1983
Lawrence B. Linville would like to ex-
change briefs, ideas and other infor-
mation with other attorneys who aiso
represent clients pursuing claims
under 42 USC. §1983.

Lawrence B. Linville
Clinton, Fleck, Glein & Linville

2112 Third Avenue, Suite 500
Seattle, Washington 98121

John Cooney announces his avail-
ability for referral, consultation or
association on refusal to take
breathalyzer, loss of driving privi-
leges, hearings on appeal with De-
partment of Licensing.

John C. Cooney

W. 910 Garland
Spokane, WA 99205
Telephone (509)326-2613

DonC. Pearson announces his avail-
abiiity forconsuitation in medical-legal
litigation involving the eye and visual
system.

Amer. Board of Ophthalmology. FACS,
FCLM, WSBA, WSTLA.

Don C. Pearson, M.D., J.D.
B-6001 Allenmore Medical Center
Tacoma, Washington 98405
Tetephone (206)272-9309

——
FOR SALE/WANTED

Washington Citation—$120; Wash-
ington Reports First—S$1,950; Am-Jur

" MILLS
& UCHIDA

Court Reporters

(206) 292-9063

Computenized Transcnpuon
Key Word indexing
Nine-Track Tape

Travel Anywhere
Conference Rooms

Color Videotape

Fastest Available Delivery
Daily Copy Available

A
Mills & Uchida

Court Reporters

318 Seattle Tower 12

Third Avenue and University
Seattle. WA 98101
After Hours Call 542-6949

Franco, Asia '
Bensussen, Coe
& Finegold

|| bas been serving the public since
1940 and is available fer censul-
tatien and referral of matters
generdlly relating to:

Immigration

Imvestors

Intra-company transfierces

Permanent status

Student Visas
Naturalization
Deportation |
Labor Certificates
|| Loss of Citizenship

We have language availability

in Spanish, French, German
and Chinese (Cantenese
and Mand.arin)

For further information call

| (206) 624-5622

| — |

Legal IForms Second—$450; Washing-
ton Digest—=5400; antique captains
chairs—S$135 each: secretary desk—
$125: Lathem time clock—$50: (509)
TT73-5888.

Attorney Jobs: The National and
Federal Legal Emplovment Report
a monthly detailed listing of hundreds
of attorney and law-related jobs with
the U.S. Government and otherpublic
and private emplovers in Washington,
DC throughout the U.S. - and abroad.
3 months—$30: 6 months—$50; 12
months—3$90. Send check to Federal
Reports, PO, Box 3709, Georgetonwn
Station, Washington. DC 20007, or
call (202) 393-3311. Visa/MC.

Law Books—New and  used—
Bought for cash. sold {convenient
terms). consignment service, com-
puter-assisted appraisals, John Teskey
Law Books—Seattle (206) 325-1331;
Portland (503) 644-5481.

For Sale: Olivetti ET 221, attor-
nev's desk, eredenza, and chairs, Call
(206) 624-9400

For Sale: Corpus Juris Secundum
(West). Complete set. Mint condi-

Top Medical
Experts‘Free
Case Evaluation

At JD-MD we only do one thing.
We help attorneys win medical
malpractice cases.

And we do it better than anyone
else.

We'll evaluate your case and give
you a screening report firee of
charge.

If it's meritorious, we'll refer your
case to a Board-certified expert of
medical school calibre at our risk.
And we'll get you as many back-

up experts as you need. And best
of all —

There is no charge or obligation
until we have a supportive
report from a qualifiable expert.

JI3WD.

Call toll free for our
free case evaluation offer.

1-800-225-JDMD




tion.  Bender's Federal Practice
Forms. Complete set. Mint condition.
Contact Librarian, Sax & Maclver,
(206) 624-1940.

New and used law hooks for sale,
steel book shelving also. Call us for
vour library needs. Rod Pullen &
Company, Rt. 1, Box 48, Colbert, WA
99005, (509) 466-6312.

For Sale—ILanier No Problem
Word Processor with extensive torms

for general practice. 35,000 or assume
monthly pavments. Will train vour
word processor. (206) 483-5878.

For Sale: Complete set of Corpus
Juris Secundum, in excellent, up-to-
date condition. $1200, (509) 488-5636.

For Sale: Mag Card II with cards,
alwavs under Maintenance Contract.
51500, (309) 488-5636.

Wanted: Attorney seeks adoptable
baby for client who can provide a good

Charles F. Warner

John J. Costelio
Robert H. Thompson

Thomas Patrick Keefe

Quality Legal Services Since 1930

WORKERS COMPENSATION

Industrial Injury and Occupational Disease
have been emphasized in our practice for over 50 years.

We welcome and appreciate your referrals in this specialized area.

THE WALTHEW FIRM
Robert M. Keefe
Edward F. Boyer
John F. Warner

Christopher M. Eagan

John F. Walthew

of Counsel

(206) 623-5311
Toll Free 1-800-824-6215
The Walthew Bldg.
123 Third Avenue South Third South & Washington
Seattle, WA 98104

720 OLIVE WAY, SUITE 1012
SEATTLE. WA 98101

(206) 623-9398—Seattle
(503) 220-0699—Portland
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home. Please call or write Alexandra
Cock, PO Box 19343, Seattle, WA
98109, (206) 282-9818.

For Sale: Proot of Facts, 1 & 2 com-
plete. Price negotiable. David Welts,
PO Box 1108, Mount Vernon, WA,
(206) 336-5141.
B |

OFFICE SPACE

Market Place Two. One to four offi-
ces available in ten-office suite. Excep-
tional  view—Puget  Sound,  Mt.
Rainier. Across from Scattle Club.
Parking within building. Sccretarial
space, receptionist, telephones. cop-
ier access. law librarv. conference
room. kitchen. le and supply storage.
Contact Anita, (206) 445-1010.

Colman Building, Pioneer Square:
Attractive office space available in top
floor suite. Conference room, library,
receptionist, copier, messenger ser-
vice, supplies, ete. Word processing
available. Very convenient location.
Browne, Ressler and Foster, (206)
624-7364.

Bellevue: Two-person firm secks
one experienced attorney to share
beautiful site. View of lake/Olvmpics.
Across trom One Bellevue Center.
Parking, secretarial space, reception-
ist, library, copier and conference
room. Wang equipment, time and
billing, and phone system available.
(206) 462-8222.

First Interstate Center: Several
offices in attractive 25th Floor Suite.
Superior facilities, special amenities.
Call (206) 382-2600.

Congenial independent attornevs
seek additional office sharers, or small
{irm. First Interstate Center. Call
Barbara (206) 621-1110.

Onc Union Square. View office
available in four attorney suite. Re-
ception.  Library/conference  room.
State of the art word processing. A
multi-service office for attorneys with
complementary practices consistent
with future association. (206) 623-
9052.

Architect designed suite with view
office to share with two attorney plain-
tiff s personal injury firm. 30th Floor,
Smith Tower. State of art equipment,
reception, phones, library, view con-
ference. copier, kitchen. Some secre-




tary and word processing available, or
space for vour sccretary. Pence &
Dawson. Call Joan Kline, (206) 624-
5000,

Office in five-attorney suite. Word
processing,  receptionist, conlerence
room, library, copier. $476.21/month
plus share of services used. Parking in
building. Bobh Dawson, (206) 624-
5000.

Oftice space: Very attractive office
in three attorney suite in downtown
Seattle, five minutes trom  court-
house. Amenities include copier, re-
ceptionist, telephone. parking, sec-
retarial, ete. Excellent space for be-
ginning practitioner.  Available im-
mediately. (206) 682-1771.

Broadway Area, Scattle: Profes-
sionally designed. Two vears old. Five
offices, large reception area plus area
for conference room and additional
offices. (206) 325-9159.

Statc-of -the-art office space avail-
able. 6th and Pike Building. Western
view, off-clevator  exposure, recep-
tionist, word/data processor,  secre-
tarial space, copier, parking, tele-

@I ELS T

phones, conference room. ete. Call
(206) 621-1823.

SEEKS ASSOCIATION

Bellevue—Two experienced attor-
nevs with emphasis in litigation and
real estate seek experienced third at-
torney to share office space with view
toward future partnership.  Direct
confidential reply/inquiry to  Attor-
nevs, 10112 N.E. 10th Street. Bel-
levue, WA 98004; telephone (206)
451-9565.

POSITION AVAILABLE

My practice is mostly real estate
and convevaneing. 1 want to hire or
make a partnership with a lawver ex-
perienced in these areas. James Deal,
209 4th Ave., S., No. 201, Edmonds,
95020.

Medium size Scattle law firm secks
associates for its Wenatchee office. 1-3
vears general business and/or litiga-
tion experience plus strong academic

record required. Reply to Ogden,
Ogden & Murphy, 2001 - 6th Avenue,
Seattle 98121, Attn: John Wallace,

Southcastern  Washington  firm
seeks associate for general practice
with emphasis on litigation.  Send
resume to Box 60, WSBA.

Insurance defense litigation asso-
ciate: Seattle firm with established in-
surance defense litigation practice in-
vites resumes from attorneyvs with 3-5
vears experience in product, personal
injury or medical malpractice defense
litigation.  Superior credentials and
Jury trial experience are essential.
Compensation and placement com-
mensurate with experience. Response
to Reed McClure Moceri Thonn &
Moriarty, 3600 Columbia Center, 701
Fifth Avenue, Seattle, WA 95104-
7007.

Medium-sized southwest Washing-
ton law firm is seeking an associate for
the general practice of law with some
emphasis on business and commercial
work. Superior academic record pre-
ferred. Reply with resume to Box 61,
WSBA.

ATTORNEY
INVESTIGATIONS

BACKEGROUND
REPORTS

FREE PHONE CONSULTATION
TOLL FREE 1-800-321-2935

ORBANCO BUILDING

1111 THIRD AVENUE
7th FLOOR
SEATTLE WA 98101

206)467- 1044

1001 SW FIFTH AVENUE
SUITE 1000
PORTLAND OR 97204

s03) 248- 0204

OFFICES ALSO LOCATED IN
San Francisco ® Los Angeles ® San Diego
Beverly Hills e Santa Ana

ASSETS
LOCATED

CHILD
RECOVERY




Drake & Whiteley seeks a lawver
with a minimum of two vears” experi-
cnce in general corporate practice
with a strong tax background. Appli-
cants with excellent academic ereden-
tials and the requisite  experience
should apply to David R Wilson,
1300 Skvline Tower, Bellevue, Wash-
ington 95004, Inquiries will be kept
confidential.

Spokance Law Firm—sccks experi-
enced eriminal and felonv attornev.,
Salary negotiable. All correspondence
confidential. Submit resume to PO,
Box 9081, Spokane, WA 99209,

Small  Spokane  business-oriented
law firm sceks attorney with emphasis
in taxation. Candidate must  have
strong  academic  credentials.  CPA
and/or advanced degree in taxation

United Graphics now operates
24 hours per day to mect
your critical deadlines.

IS your

printer working

a8 h"lrd a8 },’()ll? If youre like most cliens, you have tight delivery
schedules on your printing. So isn't it nice 10

Know that even at 3:00 @ o vou can have 2 team

of professionils working so that your printing will
be ready when you need it

Enited Graphies has camed coreputation of
meceting vour commitments. Around-the-clock
operation i just another wny swe work hard for
vou

Give me a call on your next printing
project — Greg Hill, 325-4400

oy
United Graphics

Waatmgion 98122 m
n et R
e840 20 NGAE

1401 Brosdwan » Neat

< Porland Oeggon 72

MEDICAL EXPERTS FOR:
MEDICAL and HOSPITAL MALPRACTICE
PERSONAL INJURY

1650 Board Certified Medical Experts in all
specialites, nationwide and Washington, on our
Consulting Staff who will testify in support of their
own independent opinions. All eminently quali-
fied. Experts guaranteed for meritorious cases.

* Reasonable Fee-for-Service programs or
* Free or from $150, with our cptional Contingen-
cy Fee Programs. Under these non-discoverable
contracis, the Experts are prepaid in tull, are not

contingent and are unaware of this program.
These contracte are ethical and approved by the
American Bar Association.

e Local Attorney References.

TOLL FREE 1-800-336-0332
The Medical Quality Foundation
The American Board of Medical-Legal Consultants
National Headquarters
11345 Sunset Hills Road, Reston, VA 22090

32 WASHINGTON STATE BARNIWS  July, 1955

highly recommended. Reply o Box
62, WSBA.

Established Skagit County Firm
sceks associate with an interest in
general practice ol law Opportnnity
to hecome firm member within three
vears. Compensation hased on qualiti-
cations and experience. Resumes to
Box 63. WSBA.

Medium-size Seattle insurance de-
fense firm secking lawver with 2 to 5
vears  experience.  Confidential - re-
sunies to Box 64, WSBA.

Experienced  litigation  attorney
desired by small but growing law firm
located in Yakima, WA, Minimum of
three to five vears experience. All re-
plies strictly confidential. Reph to
Powers & Therrien, P.S., 8J1 Sum-
mitview, Suite -4, Yakima, WA 95902,

POSITION WANTED

Tax attorney secking position with
lavwv firm in Seattle-Bellevue  area.
Memnber of Washington  State Bar.
Law Review, LL M. Reply to Box 53,
WSBA.

Attorney with five plus vears ex-
perience in general business,  con-
struction  and  securities  litigation
seeks position with Scattle or Bell-
evue firm committed to producing
top quality legal work. Law review
cditor: top 5% of law class; academic
honors. Reply to Box 65, \WSBA.

ﬂ

SERVICES

Contract Legal Work: Admitted in
Washington and Oregon. Reasonable
hourly rates. Dave Kubat, (206) 441-
9022, Seattle.

WILL SEARCH

Secking will of Florence Jean Satre
of North Scattle who died April 1985
Contact John M. Haggerty, Attorney,
1712 Pacific Ave., Everett, WA
95201. (206) 339-23206.

Will Information: Any person hav-
ing knowledge of a will excecuted by
Ravmond Lee Vanllorn, a/k/a Ray-
mond Lee Noggles, please contact
Houger Law Oftices. 1319 Lee Blvd..
Richland. \WA 99352, (509) 943-8331.




Michael Smith Comp )

Auctioneers/All Real and Personal Property
Complete Sale Management

When You Want
It Done Right!

Experienced in settlement of dissolution, part-
nership, bankruptcy, and business problems
as well as debtor-creditor arrangements and
receiverships.

Financing available on most residential real
estate in association with Washington Discount
Mortgage Exchange, Inc.

Fe e, ke A e e ek i RSk A

Michael Smith Company
1611 116th N.E.
Bellevue, Washington 98004

206-455-2373 (Bellevue/Seattle)
1-800-824-3295 Toll-free Washington /




COMPLETE ANNOTATIONS TO
THE RCW FOR $200?
YES!

» We produce a sturdy, soft-bound edition of Annotations to the Revised
Code of Washington. We have been annotating the code since 1951.

« Supplemented by a cumulative volume twice a year, the Annotations
are current, accurate and easy to use. They are in a format compatible
with the official RCWs published by the State.

« Our Annotations occupy less than a foot of shelf space, are supple-
mented simply by replacing the supplement volume, and are easily

photocopied.

« Recently reedited, the Annotations contain only relevant material. The
Annotations are prepared by Washington attorneys who use them every
day in their research.

GIVE OUR ANNOTATIONS A TRY! YOU'LL BECOME A BELIEVER.

Order From
Book Publishing Company
201 Westlake Ave. N.
Seattle, WA 98109
(206) 343-5700
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