WASHINGTON STATE COURT OF APPEALS

DIVISION THREE

ISSUES SUMMARY FOR ORAL ARGUMENT

****************************************************


When this court schedules cases for oral argument, it attempts to identify and summarize the principal issue or issues each case presents.  Those issues appear below.  Please note that the judges have not reviewed or approved the issues and there can be no guarantee that the court’s opinions will address these precise questions.


More Information about these cases can also be found on the current docket page of this website.

******************************************************

Date of Hearing:  Wednesday, April 27, 2016

Location:  500 N. Cedar St., Spokane

___________________________________________________________

9:00 a.m.


1.  
No.  331792



Robert Larson, et al v. State of Washington 



Spokane County


Case Summary: Three men sued for damages under Washington’s Wrongly Convicted Persons Act (WCPA).  After a trial, the trial court entered judgment in favor of the State.  The plaintiffs now appeal arguing the trial court erred in ruling: (1) they had failed to prove their convictions were vacated on the basis of significant new exculpatory evidence; (2) they are barred from pursuing a claim under the WCPA if there are other legal remedies available to them; (3) they are required to prove the basis for the dismissal of the charging document even though a new trial was ordered; (4) a recorded witness interview was inadmissible; and (5) they failed to prove they are actually innocent of the alleged crimes in the charging documents.
Division Three Briefs

2.
No.  325687



RockRock Group, LLC, et al v. Value Logic, LLC, et al



Spokane County 


Case Summary: RockRock Group sought a loan from Riverbank when it purchased two parcels of adjacent land in Airway Heights.  RiverBank retained Value Logic to prepare appraisal reports for the properties.  RockRock claims that Value Logic overvalued the properties and sued Value Logic for negligent misrepresentation, negligence, and violation of the Consumer Protection Act (CPA).  The trial court dismissed RockRock’s suit on summary judgment.  The issues on appeal are whether (1) the statute of limitations bars RockRock’s suit; (2) whether Value Logic owed RockRock a duty of care; and (3) whether RockRock justifiably relied on the appraisals in deciding whether to buy the properties.
Division Three Briefs

3.  
No.  332411



Kittitas County v. Sky Allphin



Kittitas County


Case Summary: Kittitas County brought a declaratory judgment action, asking the court to rule that the county need not disclose e-mail and letters sent by the county’s prosecuting attorney concerning litigation over whether a company operated a waste facility without proper permits.  The prosecuting attorney sent some of the correspondence to the Washington State Department of Ecology.  The trial court ruled that the county need not disclose the correspondence in response to a Public Records Act request.  The requestor appeals, contending the county waived any work product privilege by sharing the correspondence with the Department of Ecology.  He also argues that the county violated the public records act when it released records in installments and withheld a “smoking gun memorandum.”     
Division Three Briefs

4.
No. 336531



Edward Coyne, et al v. Growth Management Board, et al



Benton County


Case Summary: The city of West Richland (City) amended its comprehensive plan, redesignating three properties from residential to commercial, and rezoning the properties from low-density residential to commercial general.  Mr. Coyne opposed the changes and petitioned the Eastern Washington Growth Management Hearings Board for review.  The Board ruled against Mr. Coyne. Mr. Coyne petitioned the superior court for review of the Board’s decision and now appeals the superior court’s dismissal.  He argues: (1) the City unlawfully added two additional lots to the comprehensive plan amendment docket, (2) the City did not provide adequate notice or allow for adequate public participation in adopting the comprehensive plan changes, (3) the rezone of the property amounted to an illegal spot zone, (4) the changes to the comprehensive plan and the rezone are inconsistent with the comprehensive plan, and (5) the Board failed to make formal findings of fact and conclusions of law. 
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5.
No. 327621



In Re Detention of: Scott R. Halvorson



Spokane County 


Case Summary:  Scott Halvorson appeals his civil commitment as a sexually violent predator. Mr. Halvorson contends (1) the trial court abused its discretion by admitting expert testimony that he suffered from antisocial personality disorder, alcohol dependence, and cannabis abuse; (2) the trial court abused its discretion by excluding evidence of consent by the person he was convicted of raping; (3) the trial court erred by admitting evidence of the dynamic risk assessment known as Structured Risk Assessment-Forensic Version (SRA-FV) under the Frye standard; and (4) cumulative error deprived him of the right to a fair trial.
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