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1)
No.:  32490-7-III
Case Name: In re the Termination of: K.J.B.

County: Yakima
           Case Summary:  The Department of Social and Health Services (DSHS) received a referral for K.J.B. on April 20, 2012, the day she was born.  K.J.B. was then removed from her parents’ custody and placed in foster care.  She was adjudged dependent in October 2012.  K.J.B.’s mother voluntarily relinquished her parental rights in February 2014.  Meanwhile, DSHS petitioned to terminate the parental rights of K.J.B.’s father, J.B., in May 2013.  In January 2014, J.B. was convicted of first degree unlawful possession of a firearm and possession of a stolen firearm and sentenced to 74 months incarceration.  After a trial in April 2014, the court entered an order terminating J.B.’s parental rights to K.J.B.  J.B. appeals, contending the trial court erred in finding (1) the Indian Child Welfare Act did not apply to this case, (2) that all necessary services were expressly and understandably offered or provided, (3) that continuation of the parent-child relationship diminished K.J.B.’s prospects for early integration into a stable and permanent home, and (4) that it was in K.J.B.’s best interests to terminate J.B.’s parental rights.
2) 
No.: 32436-2-III

Case Name: Gaston Cornu-Labat v. Hospital District #2 of Grant County dba  

County: Grant

Case Summary:  Gaston Cornu-Labat worked as a surgeon for Hospital District #2 of Grant County, d/b/a Quincy Valley Medical Center (QVMC).  After receiving complaints regarding Cornu-Labat’s conduct and competency, QVMC’s medical staff initiated two separate investigations of Cornu-Labat.  Both investigations revealed no wrongdoing, but QVMC still placed Cornu-Labat on paid medical leave and conditioned his return on his participation in the Washington Physicians Help Program.  Eventually, citing his refusal to comply with QVMC’s requests, QVMC fired Cornu-Labat.  Cornu-Labat made several requests under the Public Records Act (PRA) for all documents related to both investigations.  QVMC refused to disclose any relevant documents, or identify the documents it intended to withhold.  Cornu-Labat brought an action under the PRA to compel disclosure of the documents.  The trial court granted summary judgment to Cornu-Labat after it determined that none of the statutory exemptions to disclosure asserted by QVMC applied.  QVMC appealed.  The Supreme Court reversed and remanded, directing the trial court to make two factual determinations whether PRA exemptions applied.  On remand, both parties moved for summary judgment and the trial court denied both motions based upon the Supreme Court’s determination that genuine issues of material fact existed.  This court granted QVMC’s motion for discretionary review of the trial court’s denial of its motion for summary judgment.
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3) 
No.: 32473-7-III

Case Name:  John D. Kovacs v. Dept. of Labor & Industries, State of Washington 

County:  Spokane

Case Summary:  On September 29, 2010, John Kovacs was injured while working.  He filed an application for workers’ compensation benefits with the Department of Labor & Industries on September 29, 2011.  The Board of Industrial Insurance Appeals ruled the application was untimely.  The Spokane County Superior Court reversed that decision, finding Kovacs’ application timely.  The Department of Labor & Industries appeals, contending that under RCW 51.28.050, Kovacs’ application had to be filed within one year from the date of his injury—by September 29, 2011—and that his application was filed one day late. 
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4) 
No.: 31792-7-III, consolidated no. 32576-8-III

Case Name:  State of Washington v. Keith R. Scribner 

County: Spokane
Case Summary:  Keith Scribner assisted his mother in filing an insurance claim for over $200,000 for the replacement of an awning over his mother’s deck.  After the insurance company discovered the original awning was not as large as Scribner claimed, the State charged Scribner with false claim or proof and attempted first degree theft.  A jury found him guilty as charged.  He appeals, alleging ineffective assistance of counsel based on evidentiary and instructional error.  In his consolidated personal restraint petition, Scribner requests a new trial based on newly discovered evidence showing he has a medical condition that caused him to be unable to recall events with specificity.      
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5) 
No.: 32389-7-III

Case Name: Mariya Tarasyuk v. Mutual of Enumclaw Insurance Company

County: Benton

Case Summary:  Mariya Tarasyuk purchased a homeowner’s policy from Mutual of Enumclaw Insurance Company. The policy excluded coverage for business use of the home or any outbuilding.  Enumclaw’s agents noticed a large shop on the property and a car repair business.  Tarasyuk explained that she mostly repaired cars for family and friends and no work was done in the shop.  Enumclaw required additional coverage for the 1200 sq. ft. shop and increased Tarasyuk’s premium. About eight months later, a fire destroyed the shop.  Enumclaw denied coverage for the structure under the business use exclusion. Tarasyuk file suit for breach of contract, violation of the Insurance Fair Conduct Act, violation of the Consumer Protection Act, and breach of a duty of good faith. The trial court granted summary judgment in favor of Enumclaw and dismissed Tarasyuk’s claims.  Tarasyuk appeals, claiming the business use clause of the contract is ambiguous and that Enumclaw acted in bad faith by collecting premiums on a structure it knew was not covered.  
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6) 
No.: 32066-9-III

Case Name: Brent McFarland v. BNSF Railway Co.

County:  Franklin
Case Summary:   Brent McFarland injured his shoulder while using a sledgehammer to hammer a steel cross key into a freight car owned by his employer, BNSF Railway Company.  McFarland sued BNSF, contending its negligence led to his injury.  A jury found for BNSF.  McFarland appeals, contending the trial court erred in granting two of BNSF’s motions in limine to exclude evidence relating to another alleged safer method for securing the cross keys and denying Mr. McFarland’s CR 50 motion for a new trial.  
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