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1)
No.: 30978-9-III
Case Name: State of Washington v. Aaron Leroy Briden

County: Yakima

Case Summary: Yakima police detectives found the body of Shelly Kinter in an alley and concluded she died from being raped, beaten, and run over by a car.  A surveillance video from earlier that morning showed a black 1997 or 1998 Dodge Avenger driving down the alley.  Later that day, officers stopped a black 1997 Avenger with front end and windshield damage consistent with having struck a person.  The vehicle’s undercarriage and interior were smeared with blood and hair.  The driver, Aaron Briden, was detained and waived his Miranda rights.  An hour into a police interview, Briden requested an attorney and the officers ceased questioning.  But within minutes, Briden again requested to speak to the officers without counsel.  He confessed to the killing and was charged with aggravated first degree murder, second degree rape, and first degree robbery.  Briden moved to suppress his statements as coerced.  He also moved to suppress evidence from the vehicle as the product of an illegal investigatory stop.  The court denied both motions.  After a bench trial, the court found Briden guilty as charged.  Briden appeals.  
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2)
No.: 31091-4-III
Case Name: Colleen Kelly v. Allianz Life Ins. Co., North America

County: Spokane
Case Summary: On June 27, 2005, the Washington State Insurance Commissioner informed Colleen Kelly that three annuity contracts she purchased from Allianz Life Insurance Company in 2004 were not authorized for sale in Washington State.  In August 2005, Kelly requested Allianz to terminate the contracts at their current value.  In September 2005, Allianz cancelled the policies and returned the premiums to Kelly with 3 percent interest.  Kelly deposited the checks in her bank account and the funds cleared.  Kelly subsequently informed Allianz that an attorney told her she should have received 12 percent interest.  Kelly filed a lawsuit against Allianz in August 2011, seeking unpaid interest at 12 percent under RCW 19.52.010 on a restitution theory.  The court summarily dismissed Kelly’s lawsuit as barred by the six-year statute of limitation for actions on contracts under RCW 4.16.040.  Kelly appeals.     
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3) 
No.: 30996-7-III

Case Name: Kittitas County v. Vern Thompson 

County: Kittitas
Case Summary:  Kittitas County officials determined that 27 vehicles on Vern Thompson’s property were unlicensed and inoperable and constituted a public nuisance.  The County issued a notice of violation and abatement informing Thompson that the vehicles were “junk” and the accumulation constituted an unlawful “junkyard” under Kittitas County Code provisions.  Thompson was cited for having a junkyard in an AG-3 zone—a use not approved or permitted under the county code—and for violating International Property Maintenance Code provisions pertaining to motor vehicles as adopted under the county code.  He was fined $500 and ordered to remove the vehicles.  A hearing examiner upheld the notice of violation and abatement after rejecting Thompson’s claims that he was a car collector and his vehicles were not inoperable or junk under code definitions.  Thompson appealed to the superior court, which rejected Thompson’s additional claims that his car collection was grandfathered as a pre-existing nonconforming use of the property.  The superior court affirmed the hearing examiner’s decision.  Thompson appeals.
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4) 
No.: 30977-1-III


Case Name: State of Washington v. Jason Charles Youker

County: Okanogan

Case Summary: Police officers executed a search warrant at Jason Youker’s residence in Oroville and seized marijuana, methamphetamine, heroin, scales, drug paraphernalia, and $9,000 in cash.  Youker moved to suppress the evidence at a CrR 3.6 hearing, arguing the search warrant affidavit did not contain information sufficient to establish probable cause that he was associated with drug activity.  The court agreed with Youker, suppressed the evidence, and dismissed the case without prejudice.  The State appeals.  
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5) 
No.: 30981-9-III
County: Chelan

Case Name: In re the Dependency of D.S.

Case Summary: The Department of Family and Child Services filed a petition to appoint a guardian for D.S., after his father, H.S., was deported to Mexico.  H.S., who remains in Mexico, contested the petition.  The superior court ordered guardianship on basis that it was in the best interests of D.S., and because conditions could not be remedied so that D.S. could be returned to H.S. in the near future.  H.S. appeals.
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6) 
No.: 31116-3-III
County: Spokane
Case Name: Hospice of Spokane v. Washington State Department of Health, et al
Case Summary: The Washington State Department of Health approved a certificate of need application by Family Home Care (FHC) to provide hospice services in Spokane County.  Hospice of Spokane (Hospice), an existing provider, requested administrative review of the decision, contending the Department incorrectly interpreted the methodology provided in WAC 246-310-290(7) for determining need for an additional provider in a particular area.  Hospice also asserted that projected need must be established within one year of the application, instead of the three year planning horizon set forth in WAC 246-310-290(6) and used by the Department.  An administrative health law judge adopted the Department’s interpretation and granted FHC’s application.  The decision was affirmed by the superior court.  Hospice appeals.
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