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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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___________________________________________________________

9:00 a.m.
1)
No.:  34103-8-III

Case Name:  David Martin v. Gonzaga University

County:  Spokane

Case Summary: While David Martin was assistant director of Gonzaga University’s Rudolph Fitness Center, a student playing basketball at the Center ran into a bare concrete wall and was injured.  Mr. Martin bypassed the chain of command by sending a proposal to fund new wall pads directly to the senior associate director of the athletic department.  When Mr. Martin was counseled for insubordination, he resisted the counselling and then left work early without permission.  Gonzaga placed him on administrative leave and later terminated him when he failed to comply with conditions placed on his employment.  He sued Gonzaga for wrongful discharge in violation of public policy.  The trial court granted Gonzaga’s motion for summary judgment, dismissing the case.  Mr. Martin appeals.
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2) 
No.:  34542-4-III

Case Name:  Kelly Ramm v. Farmers Insurance Company of Washington

County:  Spokane

Case Summary:  One day, while driving his son down a Spokane street, Kelly Ramm began to feel nauseous.  He pulled over to the side of the road, placed the car in “park,” left the engine running, and leaned out the door to be sick.  Unfortunately, Mr. Ramm passed out and fell onto the pavement, striking his head and sustaining significant injuries.  His son drove him to an emergency room for treatment, resulting in over $10,000 of medical bills.  Mr. Ramm submitted a claim to Farmers Insurance under his personal automobile policy, which provided benefits for bodily injury caused by a motor vehicle accident.  Farmers denied coverage on the basis that Mr. Ramm’s injuries were sustained while his car was parked, not while his car was being operated as a motor vehicle.  Farmers also asserted that there was not a causal relationship between Mr. Ramm’s injuries and his use of the insured car.  Mr. Ramm sued Farmers for breach of contract and other claims.  He moved for partial summary judgment against Farmers on the breach of contract claim, and Farmers moved for partial summary judgment to dismiss the breach of contract claim.  The trial court granted Farmers’ motion, dismissing the breach of contract claim.  The parties stipulated to dismissal of the other claims in order to allow immediate appeal of the trial court’s order.  Mr. Ramm appeals.
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3)
No.:  34545-9-III

Case Name:  In re the Estate of Anne Marie Roe

County:  Spokane

Case Summary:  In 1991, Anne Marie and Theodore Roe loaned their daughter Kathleen $14,809.  The loan was memorialized in a handwritten note.  Kathleen repaid $2,800 of the amount quickly, but made no further payments.  When Theodore died in 1997, his estate papers did not mention the loan.  Anne Marie died in 2014.  The personal representative of her estate proposed withholding the amount remaining on the debt from Kathleen’s distributive share.  Kathleen objected and filed a Trust and Estate Dispute Resolution Act (RCW 11.96A) petition to determine her share of Anne Marie’s assets.  The trial court ruled that the transfer was a loan and not a gift.  Kathleen then moved for reconsideration and offered a declaration from her son that stated that he remembered a conversation when Anne Marie forgave the loan.  The trial court did not consider the declaration and ruled in favor of the estate.  Kathleen appeals.
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