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1)
No.: 31719-6-III

Case Name: State of Washington v. Terry Michael Hoefler

County: Franklin

Case Summary:  Terry Hoefler was charged with residential burglary and attempted first degree child rape after he entered a residence in the early morning hours and started gathering items.  He found three children asleep in a bedroom and carried 11-year-old L.S. to a couch in the living room.  According to the child, the intruder (whose face she could not see) put a plastic bag in her mouth and removed her shorts.  She resisted and he fled to his pickup truck where he told a waiting companion that a little girl woke up and police were on the way.  Hoefler then fled on foot and was later apprehended.  During a show-up, two of the children identified another of Hoefler’s companions (Gunter) as the intruder, but Hoefler claimed to be the only one who entered the residence.  He thus pleaded guilty to the residential burglary, but denied any attempted sexual contact.  The jury convicted him of the attempted rape.  He appeals, contending (1) the evidence was insufficient to support the conviction, (2) the court erred in admitting lay opinion testimony, (3) his counsel was ineffective, and (4) the prosecutor committed misconduct in closing argument.     
View briefs in Acrobat format by clicking the link below and entering the case number
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2) 
No.: 32209-2-III

Case Name: Maureen Erickson v. Qualchan Properties, Inc. et al

County: Spokane

Case Summary:  Maureen Erickson owns a residential lot in the Qualchan Hills subdivision in Spokane.  Her property is situated at the bottom of a v-shaped drainage basin.  The original 1992 plat for the subdivision showed a drainage easement on Erickson’s property.  In 2001, a Joint Drainage Agreement for Qualchan Subdivisions was recorded.  It included a plan for the Erickson property to be the terminus for surface and storm water drainage for the entire basin, including from properties located uphill from the Erickson property.  Prior to 2009, the homes located on these properties were constructed and drained water onto the Erickson property, which experienced no problems with the drainage.  In 2009, the Qualchan Hills Homeowners Association (HOA) authorized construction of a concrete trough that directed drainage directly onto Erickson’s property.  As a result, artificial water discharges flooded the property and overburdened a small drainage pond.  Erickson filed suit for intentional water trespass against the HOA and several uphill property owners whose drainage has flooded her property.  The court granted summary judgment in favor of the property owners.  Erickson appeals. 
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3) 
No.: 32119-3-III

Case Name: Seth Burrill Productions, Inc. v. Rebel Creek Tackle, Inc.

County: Spokane

Case Summary:  Rebel Creek Tackle (RCT) granted Seth Burrill Productions (SBP) an exclusive license to a patented fishing lure.  The license agreement included a clause granting SBP use of manufacturing injection molds owned by RCT.  A dispute  arose and an arbitrator determined RCT was in breach of the license.  The arbitration award (subsequently confirmed in a court order) required specific performance of the license and for RCT to cooperate in the “transfer and/or delivery” of the injection molds to SBP.  When SBP contacted the third-party manufacturer in possession of the molds to arrange for the transfer, RCT directed the manufacturer not to give the molds to SBP.  SBP then brought this action alleging contempt of the court order and seeking sanctions against RCT.  The court found RCT in contempt and imposed sanctions to cover SBP’s costs and attorney fees.  RCT appeals.  
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4) 
No.: 31845-1-III
County: Spokane
Case Name: State of Washington v. Clay Duane Starbuck

Case Summary:  A jury convicted Clay Starbuck of premeditated first degree murder and sexually violating the human remains of his ex-wife, Chanin Starbuck.  At trial, the court excluded his evidence that other suspects could have committed the crimes.  He appeals, contending (1) the evidence was insufficient to support the convictions; (2) the court’s decision to exclude evidence of other suspects denied him a fair trial; (3) the court erred in admitting the audio portion of a 911 recording from Ms. Starbuck’s cell phone; and (4) the prosecutor committed misconduct in closing argument.         
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   5) 
No.: 32027-8-III


Case Name:  State of Washington v. Joel R. Ramos

County: Yakima

Case Summary:  In 1993, Joel Ramos waived juvenile court jurisdiction and pleaded guilty to four counts of murder he committed when he was 14 years old.  The court sentenced him to four consecutive 20-year terms.  Subsequently, the United States Supreme Court in Miller v. Alabama, __U.S.__, 132 S. Ct. 2455, 183 L. Ed. 2d 407 (2012), held that the Eighth Amendment forbids sentences of mandatory life imprisonment without the possibility of parole for individuals who were under the age of 18 when they committed a homicide offense.  In 2013, Ramos received a full resentencing hearing in light of Miller.  The trial court increased his sentence to 85 years.  Ramos appeals, contending (1) the trial court failed to consider all of the potentially applicable Miller factors and relied on an unconstitutional presumption favoring a life sentence, and (2) the prosecutor breached the plea agreement at the resentencing hearing.  Ramos appeals, requesting a remand for another resentencing.      
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