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The following summaries are drawn from briefs and lower court judgments. The summaries have not been reviewed for accuracy by the judges and are intended to provide a general idea of facts and issues presented in the cases.  The summaries should not be considered official court documents. Facts and issues presented in these summaries should be checked for accuracy against records and briefs, available from the Court, which provide more specific information. 
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1)
No.: 30220-2-III
Case Name: State of Washington v. Jona Renee Zeigler   

County: Grant 
Case Summary: Jona Zeigler was arrested for attempting to elude and endangerment by eluding a police vehicle.  She made incriminating statements to an officer while she was hospitalized for injuries sustained in the incident.  The statements were admitted after a CrR 3.5 hearing at which she was represented by counsel but did not attend personally.  A jury found Zeigler guilty of attempting to elude.  She appeals.    
View briefs in Acrobat format by clicking the link below and entering the case number
Division Three Briefs
2)
No.: 30555-4-III
Case Name: State of Washington v. Ely Hernandez Garcia

County: Yakima
           Case Summary: Ely Hernandez Garcia was charged with three counts of drive-by shooting after he slowed his vehicle and his passenger (a gang member) fired gunshots that struck cars in front of a rival gang member’s house occupied by three people.  Jail officers gave Hernandez Garcia Miranda warnings and asked standard questions used to determine inmate housing.  He told the officers he was associated with the Sureños.  The court denied his pretrial motion to suppress that statement.  The “to convict” instruction included the drive-by shooting element of “substantial risk of death or serious bodily injury.”  Another instruction defined bodily injury as “physical pain or injury, illness, or an impairment of physical condition.”  Hernandez Garcia objected to that instruction as lowering the State’s burden of proving risk of “serious” bodily injury.  He also argued lack of evidence to support an instruction on an aggravating factor that he committed the crimes “with intent to directly or indirectly cause any benefit, aggrandizement, gain, profit, or other advantage to or for a criminal street gang, its reputation, influence, or membership.”  The jury found Hernandez Garcia guilty of the three drive-by shooting counts, as well as the gang-related aggravator.  He appeals.    
View briefs in Acrobat format by clicking the link below and entering the case number
Division Three Briefs
3) 
No.: 29645-8-III

Case Name: State of Washington v. Vincente Ruiz, aka Vincente Mendez

County: Franklin
Case Summary: Vincente Ruiz was charged with five counts of aggravated first degree murder and one count of attempted first degree murder, stemming from the 1987 gunshot killings of five victims and the wounding of a sixth at Medina’s Body Shop in Pasco.  The surviving victim and sole eyewitness, Aldo Montes-Llamas, positively identified Ruiz and Pedro Mendez-Reyna as the perpetrators.  Ruiz’s fingerprint was lifted from the getaway vehicle.  He disappeared the day after the shootings and his whereabouts were unknown until he was apprehended in Mexico in 2007.  Meanwhile, Mendez-Reyna pleaded guilty in 1994, and during his plea hearing gave a detailed sworn in-court statement implicating himself and Ruiz in the murders.  At Ruiz’s trial, Mendez-Reyna claimed an invalid Fifth Amendment privilege and was found in contempt after being ordered to the stand and refusing to answer the prosecutor’s questions about his knowledge of the murders.  The court, on hearsay grounds, denied Ruiz’s request to admit claimed exculpatory identification evidence by a witness who died before trial.  The jury rejected defense theories that Ruiz was either intentionally or inadvertently misidentified as a perpetrator.  Ruiz was convicted as charged and sentenced to life in prison without the possibility of release.  He appeals.         
View briefs in Acrobat format by clicking the link below and entering the case number
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4) 
No.: 30826-0-III


Case Name: Magdaleno Gamboa, et ux v. John M. Clark, et ux  


County: Yakima

Case Summary: Clarks and Gamboas own neighboring property in Sunnyside.  After several years of sharing a roadway without formal knowledge of their property boundaries, they began disputing ownership of the roadway.  Once it was determined that Clarks owned the majority of the roadway, Gamboas filed for judgment declaring that they had obtained an easement for ingress and egress.  The court ruled that Gamboas established a prescriptive easement.  Clarks appeal.          
View briefs in Acrobat format by clicking the link below and entering the case number
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5) 
No.: 30809-0-III, consolidated with 30811-1-III; 30810-3-III
Case Name: State of Washington v. Unters Lewis Love
County: Spokane

Case Summary: Unters Love was charged with six counts of second degree theft and one count of bail jumping, stemming from a real estate leasing scheme.  During jury selection the court heard “for cause” and “peremptory” challenges by counsel at a sidebar conference that did not include Love, although he was present in the courtroom that was also open to observers.  One of the theft charges arose from Love taking a postdated check from a prospective lessor, who cancelled the check before it became due because she was denied occupancy and learned that Love lacked authority to lease the premises.  Love was convicted on all counts.  He appeals. 
View briefs in Acrobat format by clicking the link below and entering the case number
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6) 
No.: 30795-6-III


Case Name: Kevin Grudzinski v. Randy Grudzinski, et ux

County: Walla Walla
           Case Summary: Randy Grudzinski dumped demolition debris on land that his mother owned.  After her death, the land passed to Randy’s brother, Kevin Grudzinski.  Kevin alleged that the debris was toxic, devalued the land, and clouded title.  He sued Randy for relief under the Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA), chapter 70.105D RCW, chapter 82.21 RCW, damages for negligent injury to property, an injunction ordering Randy to clean up the land, and a declaration quieting title.  The court dismissed all of Kevin’s claims on summary judgment.  He appeals.
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