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I. ANSWER 

This Court should deny Petitioner Kevin Erickson’s motion for 

extension of time to file an amended petition for review,1 for the following 

reasons. 

First, an amended petition in this matter would be fruitless and 

would not assist the Court in reaching the correct decision. As explained in 

detail in US Bank’s Answer to Petition for Review, this case presents a 

straightforward application of established Washington law, and does not 

merit review by this Court. Erickson’s present motion does not point to any 

deficiency in the existing briefing or otherwise show that further briefing 

would shed additional light on the merits of this case. Although Erickson’s 

motion states that he “lost confidence” in his counsel, he does not identify 

any issue that was purportedly incorrectly argued in the Petition for Review, 

or any issue that purportedly should have been raised but was not. Nor does 

Erickson identify any specific objection to his former counsel’s approach to 

the case or to the existing briefing, either in this Court or in the Court of 

Appeals. Erickson’s motion also does not identify any prospective counsel 

who may enter an appearance in Erickson’s former counsel’s place. 

                                                 
1 Erickson styled his motion “Motion for Extension of Time to File an Amended Brief.” 

By letter dated September 5, 2018, the Deputy Clerk of this Court ruled that Erickson’s 

motion would be treated as a motion for extension of time to file an amended petition for 

review. 
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Allowing additional briefing in this matter would accordingly only serve to 

delay the proper resolution of this case. 

Second, Erickson’s motion similarly presents no reason to depart 

from the usual rule that a party to litigation is bound by the actions of the 

party’s counsel. Here, US Bank timely and properly answered the Petition 

for Review, properly relying on Erickson’s former counsel’s authority to 

file the Petition for Review on behalf of his client. See Heller v. Wallis, 89 

Wn. 2d 539, 548, 573 P. 2d 1302, 1308 (1978) (“once a party has designated 

an attorney to represent him in regard to a particular matter, the court and 

the other parties to an action are entitled to rely upon that authority until the 

client’s decision to terminate it has been brought to their attention . . .”).  

Third, Erickson’s motion now contends that Erickson did not hear 

from his former counsel since 2016, but provides no justification for waiting 

until 2018 to seek new counsel. If Erickson had doubts about his choice of 

counsel or any alleged lack of communication, there was ample time to 

address the issue during the nearly three years this case has been pending in 

the trial and appellate courts.  

/// 

/// 
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II. CONCLUSION 

 For these reasons, further briefing in this matter would be unhelpful 

and unwarranted. This Court should deny Erickson’s motion for extension 

of time to file an amended petition for review.  
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