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I. INTRODUCTION

The fundamental question in this case is whether the undefined term “collapse” is
ambiguous—i.e., susceptible to more than one reasonable interpretation—and if so, whether
“substantial impairment of structural integrity” is one of those reasonable interpretations. State
Farm’s brief in this case proffers at least eight different definitions of “collapse,” so the word is
undisputedly ambiguous.

Thus, the only real dispute is whether “substantial impairment of structural integrity” is
also areasonable interpretation, The dictionary demonstrates it is. As Justice Stephens recognized
in Sprague v. Safeco Ins. Co. of Am., 174 Wn.2d 524, 534,276 P.3d 1270 (2012), the phraseology
may be different, but “substantial impairment of structural integrity” is consistent with the
dictionary definition, “a breakdown of vital strength.” See also, e.g., Am. Concept Ins. Co. v.
Jones, 935 F. Supp. 1220, 1227-28 (D. Utah 1996) (“[S]ome of the dictionary definitions of
collapse . . . include definitions such as ‘a breakdown in vital energy, strength, or stamina[,]’
... which suggest that the term ‘collapse’ is ‘fairly susceptible’ to an interpretation that it means
a substantial impairment of structural integrity.”).

The holdings of numerous courts also show that this is a reasonable interpretation. The
nature of the damage in those cases may or may not have been different. But the facts in those
cases would not change the significance of their holdings: scores of judges have considered the
purely legal question of whether “collapse” in an insurance policy can reasonably be interpreted
as “substantial impairment of structural integrity” and concluded that it can.

But perhaps most importantly, State Farm itself has repeatedly interpreted “collapse” as
“substantial impairment of structural integrity.” See Mercer Place Condo. Ass’n v. State Farm
Fire & Cas. Co., 104 Wn. App. 597, 602, 17 P.3d 626 (2000); ER 93. State Farm claims the facts

in those cases were different, and that Mercer Place is not a holding. True, but that does not affect
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the key point: State Farm has at times chosen to interpret “collapse”—a word that State Farm
wrote in the Association’s Policies—as “substantial impairment of structural integrity.” The
Association respectfully submits that if the insurer that drafted the Policies thinks “collapse” means
“substantial impairment of structural integrity,” then no one could say that this is not a reasonable
interpretation. This Court should therefore adopt that interpretation also. See Dairyland Ins. Co.
v. Ward, 83 Wn.2d 353, 358, 517 P.2d 966 (1974) (“It is Hornbook law that where a clause in an

insurance policy is ambiguous, the meaning and construction most favorable to the insured must

be applied . ...”).

II. ARGUMENT

A. “Collapse” Is Ambiguous Because It Is Susceptible to More than One Reasonable
Interpretation

The parties agree that an undefined term in an insurance policy is ambiguous if it is
susceptible to more than one reasonable interpretation.’ That said, State Farm appears to contend
that “collapse” is not ambiguous. See Brief of Appellee, at 16. The multiple definitions it offers
up demonstrate otherwise. For example, State Farm contends at page six of its brief that “collapse”
can mean either “a structure’s significant falling or caving” or “imminent falling or caving or
similar damage.” Brief of Appellee, at 6-7. But then at page 18, the insurer argues an average
purchaser would understand “collapse” to mean either “rubble-on-the ground” or “a significant
falling or caving in that does not reach the ground.” Brief of Appellee, at 18. At page 28, State

Farm offers yet another definition: “some type of falling down or caving in or tipping or leaning,

' See Brief of Appellee, at 14; see also Holden v. Farmers Ins. Co. of Wash., 169 Wn.2d 750, 756, 239 P.3d

344 (2010) (“A term will be deemed ambiguous if it is susceptible to more than one reasonable interpretation.”).
Contrary to the implication at page 34 of State Farm’s brief, the Association has never claimed that “collapse” is
ambiguous simply because it has multiple dictionary definitions; the word is ambiguous because it has more than one
reasonable definition,
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or a dangerous condition indicating that such a structural deformation was imminent”—
“STFDCITLDCISSDL” apparently, as opposed to “SISL.” Brief of Appellee, at 28-29. Elsewhere
State Farm argues that “actual collapse,” “imminent collapse,” and “[ijmminent actual collapse”
are reasonable interpretations. See Brief of Appellee, at 20, 38.

Setting aside the fact that these latter “definitions” are uselessly tautological—the labels
“actual collapse” and “imminent collapse”? make sense only if one first determines what the word
“collapse” means—they nevertheless show that State Farm itself believes “collapse’ has more than
one reasonable interpretation. Thus, whether or not State Farm agrees that “substantial impairment

of structural integrity” is one of those reasonable interpretations, it is undisputed that “collapse” is

ambiguous.
B. “Substantial Impairment of Structural Integrity” Is One Reasonable Interpretation
of “Collapse”

The key issue then is whether “substantial impairment of structural integrity” is a
reasonable interpretation of “collapse.” The dictionary, cases from other jurisdictions, and State

Farm’s own conduct all demonstrate that it is.

1L The dictionary shows that “the average purchaser” could reasonably interpret
“collapse” as “substantial impairment of structural integrity”

State Farm contends that “substantial impairment of structural integrity” is not a reasonable
interpretation because the “average purchaser of insurance” would supposedly “never think it
means ‘collapse.”” Brief of Appellee, at 7. According to State Farm, this is true because, well,

State Farm says so: “Even knowing the gypsum/plywood sheathing was decayed, the average

2 The “imminent collapse” standard also makes no sense because the Policies say “collapse,” not “imminent

collapse,” No one would claim that a policy covering “fire” covers “imminent fire”—either damage from fire exists
or it does not. Here, coverage exists for “substantial impairment of structural integrity” because “collapse” can
reasonably mean that, not because the Policies cover the precursors to something else.
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insurance purchaser would not think the [Association’s] buildings have collapsed, let alone 16
years ago® when the last State Farm policy was in effect.” See Brief of Appellee, at 11.

But this Court has never relied on that kind of ipse dixit in deciding what an “average
purchaser” would think. The whole point of the Boeing* rule is that insurance companies (and
lawyers) cannot really know what an “a{/erage purchaser” would think—so courts look to standard
English dictionaries to figure that out. See, e.g., Queen City Farms, Inc. v. Cent. Nat'l Ins. Co. of
Omaha, 126 Wn.2d 50, 77, 882 P.2d 703 (1994) (undefined terms “are to be interpreted in accord
with the understanding of the average purchaser of insurance, and the terms are to be given their
plain, ordinary and popular meaning, That meaning may be ascertained by reference to standard
English dictionaries.”).

When State Farm does finally address the Boeing rule, it claims that “substantial
impairment of structural integrity” is not a reasonable interpretation because “[a] building cannot
suffer a breakdown of vital energy, strength, or stamina.” Appellee’s Brief, at 18 (emphasis added).
Yet according to the Association’s engineer, that is exactly what happened here—parts of the
Association’s Buildings lost vital strength in that their structural elements became substantially
impaired. “Vital” and “subsfantial” are synonymous—both mean variations of “important,”
Thus, the record establishes that the Buildings lost “substantial” (i.e., “vital”) “structural integrity”

(i.e., “strength”) as a result of “hidden decay.” See ER 120-21. Conversely, “hidden decay” that

3 The Association was able to assert a claim under policies' that pre-dated when it discovered the damage

because the Policies simply require proof that the damage “commenc[ed] during the policy period.” See ER 152; see
also Ellis Court Apartments P'ship v. State Farm Fire & Cas. Co., 117 Wn, App. 807, 8§10 72 P.3d 1086 (2003)
(policy covers damage commencing during policy period, regardless of date of discovery).

4 Boeing Co. v. Aetna Cas. and Sur. Co., 113 Wn.2d 869, 784 P.2d 507 (1990) (courts should look to “standard
English language dictionaries” to give undefined policy terms their “plain, ordinary, and popular” meaning),

5 See APPENDIX A, Websier's Third New Internaiional Dictionary 2280 (2002) (defining “substantial” as
“important, essential™); 2558 (defining “vital” as “of the utmost importance”).
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has not risen to the level of “a breakdown of vital . . . strength” would not constitute “substantial
impairment of structural integrity” (as opposed to, for example, a non-substantial impairment of

structural integrity, or a substantial impairment of non-structural elements).®

2, Decisions from other courts demonstrate that “substantial impairment of
structural integrity” is one reasonable interpretation of “collapse”

Cases from other jurisdictions also demonstrate that the dictionary supports the
Association’s interpretation. In Am. Concept Ins. Co. v. Jones, 935 F. Supp. 1220 (D. Utah 1996),
for example, the court held that “collapse” means “substantial impairment of structural integrity”
in part because the dictionary shows this is a reasonable interpretation:

The court concludes that Utah would likely follow the modern trend for a
number of reasons: . . . (3) some of the dictionary definitions of collapse, discussed
by the cases listed above, include definitions such as “a breakdown in vital energy,
strength, or stamina” and “sudden loss of accustomed abilities,” which suggest that
the term “collapse” is “fairly susceptible” to an interpretation that it means a
substantial impairment of structural integrity . . . .

The court concludes that Utah courts would find American’s collapse
coverage provision ambiguous at best and, thus, construe the policy in favor of the
Joneses. Accordingly, the Joneses need only show that there is an issue of material
fact regarding whether their home “or any part of” their home sustained substantial
impairment to its structural integrity.

Jones, 935 F. Supp. at 1227-28.
The court in Beach v. Middlesex Mut. Assur. Co., 532 A.2d 1297 (Conn. 1987), drew

essentially the same conclusion:

A “collapse” is [in the dictionary] defined as “a breakdown in vital energy, strength,
or stamina: complete sudden enervation: sudden loss of accustomed abilities . . . an
abnormal falling together of the walls of an organ . .. .” Webster, Third New

6 State Farm seems to dlso contend that “collapse” means “caving or fallen in” simply because some
g

dictionaries do not include “a breakdown of vital . . . strength” as a definition. See Brief of Appellee, at 11-12, But
this Court has never held that every dictionary must support the policyholder’s interpretation. If a word has more than
one reasonable dictionary definition, then the court must construe that ambiguity in favor of the insured. See, e.g.,
Dairyland, 83 Wn.2d at 358. That means pick the definition that favors coverage, whether that definition is one of
many in a single dictionary, or one in multiple dictionaries. To hold otherwise—to say that “collapse” means “a
breakdown of vital . . . strength” only if every dictionary definition says that—would turn the rule on its head.
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International Dictionary. This definition does not definitively support the
[insurer’s] narrow reading. Although “collapse” encompasses a catastrophic
breakdown, as the [insurer] argues, it also includes a breakdown or loss of structural
strength, as the [policyholders] maintain. If the [insurer] wished to rely on a single
facial meaning of the term “collapse” as used in its policy, it had the opportunity
expressly to define the term to provide for the limited usage it now claims to have
intended. As presently drafted, “collapse” is not on its face unambiguous.

Beach, 532 A.2d at 1299-1300.
As the court explained in Rankin ex rel. Rankin v. Generali-U.S. Branch, 986 S.W.2d 237
(Tenn. Ct. App. 1998), the fact that “substantial impairment of structural integrity” comports with
a reasonable dictionary definition of “collapse” is one of the primary reasons that it represents “the
majority view””:
In [Jones, 935 F. Supp. 1220], the Court summarized several policies

underlying the majority view: . . . (3) some dictionary definitions of “collapse”
suggest that the term means a substantial impairment of the structure’s integrity . . . .

This analysis is persuasive.
Rankin, 986 S.W.2d at 238-39 (citations omitted).

The reasoning in these non-Washington cases also demonstrates that “substantial
impairment of structural integrity” is one reasonable way to interpret “collapse.” Forty-plus judges
around the country have considered this issue and decided that a policyholder could reasonably
understand the undefined term “collapse” to mean “substantial impairment of structural integrity.”

Nevertheless, State Farm takes issue with the Association’s assertion that ““unless . . . these
other judges who interpreted “collapse” as [substantial impairment of structural integrity] did so
unreasonably, then . . . [this Court] must also adopt that definition.” See Brief of Appellee, at 15.
This is wrong, State Farm contends, because “[t]his Court has always maintained its independent
right to determine whether a term is ambiguous.” Brief of Appellee, at 15.

The Association never said otherwise—and State Farm is missing the point. A term is

ambiguous if it has more than one reasonable interpretation. Either “collapse” has more than one
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reasonable interpretation (and is therefore ambiguous) or it does not; there is no middle ground.
Thus, if this Court agrees with the 40-plus judges who have decided that one reasonable
interpretation of “collapse” is “substantial impairment of structural integrity,” then according to
cases like Dairyland, this Court “must” also adopt that interpretation. See Dairyland, 83 Wn.2d
at 358 (where term is ambiguous, construction most favorable to the insured “must be applied™).
Conversely, this Court could reject the “sub;stantial impairment of structural integrity”
interpretation, according to Dairyland, only if the Court were to first conclude that this is not a
reasonable interpretation, i.e., that the 40-plus judges who interpreted “collapse” as “substantial
impairment of structural integrity” did not do so reasonably. That deduction flows from the
definition of “ambiguous” and the holding in cases like Dairyland, it does mean the Court has lost
its “independent right” to determine anything.

State Farm also claims that some of the Association’s non-Washington cases are
distinguishable because they involved policies with the phrase “risks of,” which State Farm’s omit.
But the phrase “risks of” does not enlarge the scope of coverage: “[I]t would make no sense to
cover an event which creates a risk of physical damage if physical damage was not a triggering
event for coverage. . . . It is impossible to read the insurance policy as providing coverage for
‘risk’ in the absence of a ‘damage.”” Tocci Bldg. Corp. v. Zurich Am. Ins. Co., 659 F. Supp. 2d
251,259 (D. Mass. 2009). Rather, the phrase simply confirms the “aleatory” nature of an insurance
contract—i.e., that the insurer is underwriting risk, as opposed to certainty. See, e.g., Homeward
Bound Servs., Inc. v. Office of Ins. Comm'r, 724 N.W.2d 380, 388-89 (Wis. 2006) (“‘Risk,’ in this
context, conveys the concept that there is an uncertainty about the loss occurring: this uncertainty
is substantially the same concept that is conveyed with the words ‘contingent’ or ‘fortuitous.’”).

Thus, if including “risk of” does not enlarge coverage, then the corollary must also be true—



omitting the phrase cannot reduce coverage. Consistent with that, numerous courts have
interpreted “collapse” as “substantial impairment of structural integrity” where the policy did not
include the phrase “risks of.” See, e.g., Jones, 935 F. Supp. at 1225 (policy insuring “direct
physical loss . . . involving collapse” covered “substantial impairment of structural integrity”);
Beach, 532 A.2d at 1299-1300 (word “collapse” could reasonably be interpreted as “a breakdown
or loss of structural strength”); Indiana Ins. Co. v. Liaskos, 697 N.E.2d 398, 400-05 (Ill. App. Ct.
1998) (where policy covered “loss caused by the collapse,” “substantial impairment to the
structural integrity of a building comes within the dictionary definition of the term ‘collapse’”).
Finally, State Farm tries to distinguish the Association’s non-Washington cases—the ones
establishing “the broader and so-called modern definition, which is followed by a majority of

7—on factual grounds. Pointing to some blurry pictures photocopied into its brief,

jurisdictions”
State Farm claims the Association’s Buildings could not have been in a state of “collapse” during
State Farm’s policy periods because, according to State Farm, they are still “straight and true.”
Brief of Appellee, at 14. Elsewhere State Farm says things like, “This case is not like most other
collapse coverage cases . . ..” and, “[Slubstantial impairment of structural integrity is not nearly
as broad as the [Association] suggests it is.” Brief of Appellee, at 7, 23.

These arguments are misplaced for several reasons.

First, the question before this Court is a purely legal one. See, e.g., Bradburn v. N. Cent.
Reg’l Library Dist., 168 Wn.2d 789, 799, 231 P.3d 166 (2010) (“Certified questions from federal

court are questions of law , . . .”); Overton v. Consol. Ins. Co., 145 Wn.2d 417, 424, 38 P.3d 322

(2002) (“Interpretation of insurance policies is a question of law . . ..”). Moreover, because this

7 Monroe Guar. Ins. Co. v. Magwerks Corp., 829 N.E.2d 968, 972-73 (Ind. 2005) (“[T]he broader and so-
called modern definition, which is followed by a majority of jurisdictions, defines ‘collapse’ as a ‘substantial
impairment of the structural integrity of the building or any part of a building.”).

-8 -



case was on appeal from a summary judgment, any facts in dispute would have to be construed in
favor of the Association anyway. See, e.g., Bldg. Serv. 32B-J Health Fund v. McCaffree, 225 F,
App’x 25, 26 (2nd Cir. 2007) (circuit courts “review de novo” a district court’s grant of summary
judgment and “construe all evidence and draw all reasonable inferences in appellants’ favor”).
Consistent with that—and contrary to what State Farm implies—the Association is not seeking a
ruling that the Policies actually cover the Association’s loss (as opposed to a ruling about what the
Policies cover). See Brief of Appellee, at 7 (arguing Court should not “expand ‘collapse’ to include
these building . .. .”). If State Farm believes that the Association’s Buildings were not actually in
a state of “substantial impairment of structural integrity” during State Farm’s policy periods
because, for example, State Farm thinks the Buildings are “straight and true,” then State Farm can
make that factual argument on remand.

Second, State Farm is ignoring that these other courts seld “collapse” can reasonably be
inte;preted as “substantial impairment of structural integrity.” The nature of the damage in Jones

may or may not have been different than here. See Brief of Appellee, at 24 (arguing damage in

Jones was broader because “[r]epairs were required to ‘render [the house] habitable and safe for

9%

occupancy’”) (emphasis omitted). Regardless, the Jones court decided that because the dictionary
demonstrates one reasonable interpretation of “collapse” is “substantial impairment of structural
integrity,” then that is all a policyholder must establish: “[T]he Joneses need only show that there
is an issue of material fact regarding whether their home ‘or any part of’ their home sustained
substantial impairment to its structural integrity.” Jomes, 935 F. Supp. at 1228. Many facts in
these non-Washington cases were presumably different. They may have involved houses, as

opposed to condominiums. That does not change the fact that when faced with the exact legal

issue here—how to interpret the undefined term “collapse”™—these courts held the word can



reasonably mean “substantial impairment of structural integrity.” Cf. Boeing, 113 Wn.2d at 883
(“[T]t would be incongruous for the court to apply different rules of construction based on the
policyholder because once the court construes the standard form coverage clause as a matter of
law, the court’s construction will bind policyholders throughout the state . . . .”).

Third, the record contains no evidence to support State Farm’s factual allegations. No
document states that the Association’s Buildings are in fact “straight and true” (much less that
every “part of” them is). No engineer testified that the “substantial impairment of structural
integrity” identified by the Association’s engineer is “not nearly as broad” as the “substantial
impairment of structural integrity” in other cases. Likewise, the record contains no evidence that
structural damage to “lateral” building elements is materially different from structural damage to
a building’s “vertical” elements.® The only fact relevant to the purely legal question before this
Court is: according to the Association’s engineer, “hidden decay” did in fact cause “substantial
impairment of structural integrity” to part of the Association’s Buildings while State Farm insured
them. See ER 122. Why that impairment exists—or whether a jury will ultimately agree that it

exists—are fact issues for trial,

3. State Farm’s own conduct demonstrates that “substantial impairment of
structural integrity” is one reasonable way to interpret “collapse”

State Farm’s own conduct also demonstrates that “substantial impairment of structural

integrity” is a reasonable interpretation of “collapse.” State Farm applied that definition both in

8 State Farm cites ER 91, ER 121, and KPFF, Inc. v. California Union Ins. Co., 66 Cal. Rptr. 2d 36, 39 (Cal.

Ct. App. 1997), to support its claim that “lateral system failure” is different because it is “caused by forces like wind
or earthquake.” Brief of Appellee, at 3. ER 91 is a letter from an adjuster, who is obviously unqualified to opine about
structural engineering. ER 121 does not even mention “wind” or “carthquake,” and KPFF says nothing about what
causes “lateral system failure.”
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Mercer Place and while investigating other “collapse” claims. See Mercer Place, 104 Wn. App.
at 602; ER 93,

State Farm claims that these other cases are irrelevant because it “used ‘substantial
impairment of structural integrity’ only for vertical load,” and because the meaning of collapse
was “not at issue” in Mercer Place. Briefof Appellee, at 39-40. State Farm again misses the point.
The issue in this case is whether “substantial impairment of structural integrity” is a reasonable
way to interpret “collapse.” State Farm’s past conduct shows that it is—because State Farm itself
has previously equated the word “collapse” with “substantial impairment of structural integrity.”
State Farm may disagree that the damage in this particular case has risen to the level of “substantial
impairment of structural integrity” (because, for example, the damage is to certain kinds of
structural elements and not others). But that does not affect the impact of State Farm’s past
conduct: the fact that State Farm itself has previously equated “collapse” with “substantial
impairment of structural integrity” shows the latter is a reasonable interpretation of that policy
term.

State Farm’s argument about Mercer Place is equally unavailing. Mercer Place is
significant not because the Court of Appeals held “collapse” means “substantial impairment of
structural integrity.” Rather, the case is significant because it discloses that State Farm has
previously interpreted “collapse” as ‘“substantial impairment of structural integrity,” thus
demonstrating the reasonableness of that interpretation. Mercer Place could be a newspaper article
and it would convey the same point.

State Farm’s attempt to distinguish Lynott v. Nat’l Union Fire Ins. Co., 123 Wn.2d 678,
688, 871 P.2d 146 (1994), also fails. State Farm claims “the Lynott insurer already had available

a policy form that would have solved the problem,” while State Farm only “modified its policy to
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define ‘collapse’ in 1998” (i.e., after the Association’s policy periods). Brief of Appellee, at 41.
Yet the record contains no evidence to support that statement. No document or testimony
establishes that State Farm only began defining “collapse” in 1998, or that State Farm did not sell
a “collapse”-defining policy as of the date it insured the Association. Thus, the issue here and in
Lynott is exactly the same: how to interpret an undefined word that the insurance company chose
to define in other policies it sells. In holding that courts should construe that other policy language
against the insurer, this Court’s message was simple: if an insurer wants to avoid a dispute over
the meaning of a policy term, the insurer should simply include a definition, just like it does in its
other policies.

State Farm sells other policies that define “collapse” as “actually fallen down.” See ER
104. The Association’s Policies don’t say that. According to Lynott, this Court should construe
that omission against State Farm. See Lynott, 123 Wn.2d at 688 (“In evaluating the insurer’s claim
as to meaning of language used, courts necessarily consider whether alternative or more precise

language, if used, would have put the matter beyond reasonable question.”).

1. CONCLUSION

This case epitomizes why contra proferentem is the seminal rule in insurance coverage

cascs:

In light of the drafters’ expertise and experience, the insurer should be expected to
set forth any limitations on its liability clearly enough for a common layperson to
understand; if it fails to do this, it should not be allowed to take advantage of the
very ambiguities that it could have prevented with greater diligence.

Emter v, Columbia Health Servs., 63 Wn. App. 378, 384, 819 P.2d 390 (1991) (quoting Kunin v.
Benefit Trust Life Ins. Co., 910 F.2d 534, 540 (9th Cir. 1990)).
State Farm admits that courts have been equating “collapse” with “substantial impairment

of structural integrity” since at least 1959. See Brief of Appellee, at 21. In other words, State Farm
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has known for over 50 years that this Court might decide that “collapse,” when undefined, is
ambiguous. Nevertheless, State Farm chose not to include a definition for that word in the
Association’s Policies. Worse yet, State Farm sells other policies that do define “collapse”—a fact
this Court has said it should construe against State Farm. Also construed against State Farm: the
fact it has previously chosen to interpret “collapse” as “substantial impairment of structural
integrity,” which indicates that State Farm itself believes the phrase is g reasonable interpretation
of “collapse.” The dictionary and decisions from other courts also confirm that.
For each of these reasons, the Association respectfully requests that this Court answer the
certified question with: “substantial impairment of structural integrity.”
Respectfully submitted this 26" day of November, 2014.
HARPER | HAYES PLLC
By: ’ M(C%\W

Todd C. Hayes, WSBA No. 26361
Attorneys for Plaintiff-Appellant
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substandard

living ‘space, safoty facilitles, or ‘maintenancey In respect to a
‘standard set by legal or other authorltative sources 1 ¢ con-
forming to a pattern of Unguistic usage existing within a speech
community but not that.of the prestige group in that com-
munity In cholce of word (as sef, for sit), form of word (as
brung, for brotght), prontinciation'(as W 01!!( for fwice),'gram-
matical construction (as'the boys fs growing fast), or idiom (as
all to orce, for all at orice) — compar® NONSTANDARD 0 : can-
stituting a greater than normal chance of loss to an ingurer duo
to some inherent and determinable cause (as poor Health or
unusual fire hazard)- ¢a ~ lfe) (8 ~ risk); also- t“éovcrln% 8
substandard risk usu, in return for an extra premium ¢~ In-
sur‘nnco) d of Fhotlon-plature Jitiin]
moters Coa 4
agubstandard \"\ # [in senso §, fe, subs +standard, n. in
sense 2, fr, gl‘;l)bs}andard] 1 4 a secondary standard used In
measurement and osp. to check the accuracy of commercial
menstring devices (as scales) 2 § something (as a way of liv-
Ang) that%s subsmnglard : syl .
subsstanstia_ \sebz'tanch(@)e, sb'st-\n; 'pl substanti.ne
\-chB,8\ [NL, fr, L, substince] 3 anatomical material, sub-
IEEEE B '

-8t tlggne g R
Sel)lg-r}fted)%rﬂa-bla \-chi@)abol\: adf I[subsranflato +  -able]
to-taan-\ ad) TME sub

1 capable of being substantiated

1gubsstandial \sobz'tanchol, =bsts;!

Sanclal, fr. LL substantlails, fv,'G: stibstantia substance + -alls
.al —mors at SUBSTANCE] 1 4 {‘conslating of, relating to, shar.
ing the natura of, or constituting substance : sxlsting as or in
substance 3 MATERIAL ¢~Hfe) (the ~ realities) {most ponder-
ous and ~ things —Shak,) 1 $ not seeming or Imaginary +'not
illustve ¢ REAL, TRUB- {tha ~ world) ¢a mere dreant neliher ~
nor practicaly 0§ belng 6f moment § IMPORTANT, ESSENTIAL
2at adequntel{)or gonerously nourishing 3 ABUNDANT, PLENTI
puL, (set a ~ table) (after hattoo ~ dinnerd 1 ¥ possedsed of
goods or an‘estate'§ moderately wanlth{ 1 WELL-TQ-DO {a ~
man); offeit { having a good and well-mainteined Incomes
pro uchH; pmpcrty,ga ~ farmerd {the more ~ tradesmen)
o 3 considerable fn amount, value, or worth (made a ~ gain on
the fransaction) -3 a 3 having good substance 3 flrmly ot
stolitly consteuated 3" STURDY, SOLID, FIRM {a ~ housey (~
¢lothy 1t having i solld or tirm foundation : soundly based
¢ carrylng welght ?E'N argumont) ¢~ evidence) 4 a1 belng
that spccﬁled to a large degree or In the main {a ~ victory) {a
i~y B 1 of or Folating to the main.part of something 8yn see

Jit . .

SMASSIVE i .
2gubstantial \“\ '» -3 [ME substanclal, fr. subsiancial, adj.]
1 something that is substantial; as & i something having sub-
stance ot actua existence b i something having good aub.
stance or actial velue 0 3 something of moment ! an im.
portant or material matter, thing, or part B <
suhstantial damages n p! § damages which bring about ncuial
eeonoindg losg or for which compensation in a substantial;
amount is awarded as distinguished from nominal damages-
awarded orﬂy to vindleate a legal right e
substantial form n [ME fornte substancial, trans, of ML forma
substantialls, trans, of Gk ousiddes eldos] '} the for{n or nature
‘that"zecording to the scholastics glves to an individual sub«
‘-~ gtance s ypecific or generle character e
sub.stamtiadia \» «chg'alco\ #-pl [NL, fr. nent, pl, of LL
Esubstantlally substantial] Scots law ¢ tho formally” essential

‘paptsof a deed -
sub.stanstialdsm \e'achollzem\ n -5 1 elther of two doctrines
in philesophy: a $ one holding that conatant reallties or sub-
' .gtancés underlie phenomena 1 § one holdln;; that matter is a
sredl subistanca rather than an aggregation of centers of force
sub.standtialdst \- lést\ v -8 $ a proponent of a doctelne of
-substantialls
sun.stan.t.a

narrower than 35 milli-
ot RS

m )
N Loty \e,zchB'alodsB, -Iotg, W\ n -Bs [LL'sub-
*“ttanflalitas, fv. substantialls substantial + L {tas «Ity) i the
- quality or state of being substantial § CORPOREITY, MATERIALITY
sithestan.taldze \e'schoJiz\ vf -ED/-ING/-8 § to make sub-
AUD . ALY RSabRrCar o), bt -taane U\ s (M
whstandtiale sobz'tanch (918, -b'st-, «taan-, « Y
i ! ’;}l, . sitbstanclal + +1y13 In a subs nntiafmunner
<430 ag to be substantial . ‘ .

sub.gtan.tial,ness \-cholnds\ #,-n3 § SUBSTANTIALITY .
substantial right # 3 a loga] right affecting or involving a mat.
. “ter of substance as distingulshed {rom matters of form-1 a right
“materially affectitig those Interests which a man is entitled to
have preserved and protected bi/ faw ¢ a materdal right
sub.atan-tia ni.gra \-'niere, -'nig-\ 4, pl substantiae ni.grae
\~()8ré\: [NL, lit,, black substance] ¢ o layer of deeply glg—
mentted gray matter In the midbrain separating the cerebral
. ;peduncles from the legmentum above :
sithstantia pro.pria \-'propréo\ #, pl substantla? Prop {00
\r8,8\ [[NL; lit,, the tissus proper) } the layer of {amellated
“transparent fibrous conncotive tissue that makes up the bulk of
“tha cotnea of the eye I . Co
subistandtlate  \sobz'tanchdat, -b'st., -taan-: sometimes
-%?‘sep chiefly substand -ncho,wat; usu ~adi+V\ vt -ED/MING /-8
- substantiatis, past part, of substantlare to substantiate, fr,
L substantia substance ~— morg at subsTAMCE] 1 | to Impart
substance or.-material farm or being to, 2a ¢ to put into con-
,groto forny ¢ EMBODY D i to make solid or firm 33 to es-
' tablih the existence or truth of by proof or competent evidence
§ VERIFY iN a'charge) 8yn see CONFIRM
subestan.tia.tion \s=a'fshon, chiofly substand »#e'wishon\
n -3 1 anact of substantiating (as by proying) 23 somaething
adduced as proof ! BVIDENGE — Sulhstametlea tive \a'see
Adidv, chiefly substand «'s4,wa.\ ad, o
subestanthadox \e'sp ddwa(r), - Ate-, chiefly substand « wi-\ n
-3 $ ono that subsﬁnmiatcs something -
sub.stan.ti.fi.ca.tion \sobzitantefs'kishen, ~bat-\ n -s [fr,
substantify, aiter such paits as B magnify: magnification] § an
act or produat of substantifying Ca :
subestanetidy \a'#s {1\ v -2D/sING/~us [ML, substantificare, fr,
L substantia substance -+ -Jicare -fy] 1 to give substance or
substantive character to { SUBSTANTIVATE
sub.stan.tious sobz'tanchos, bist-\ adj [MF substancious,
< subst , fr, OF ~lots, ~leus -lons] chiefly Scot
§ HRAVY, POWERFUL, SUDSTANTIAL, EFFBCTUAL ;
subsstandl.val \isebzten!tivel, ~bst-\ ad/ 3 of, relating to, or
.tlvla\lliilg t\he ?i‘{‘.“g or functlon of a substantive = SiLh.lans ti-
-yal Nwyala\ gdy e R
subes tm-tl.vatp-\'sabztontétvm, ~bat~; gebz'tants,v-; b'st-\ vt
-ED/-ING/~8 § to convert into or use as a substantive (the
‘gendlency to\*; gdiectives> — gub.stan.tivadion \eeta-
Syishon, s\ 2 = o . :
1gub.staneive \'sobztontly, ~bst«\ n'-s [ MR substanti, fr, MF,
“fr. subslam‘l{ ad{L,' having or expressing substance, fr, LL sub-
stantlyus self-existent, substantlvel 1 8 t a word or part of
gpeech that names or identifies something § a noun or noun
equivalent (as a pronoun, phrase, or absoluto adjeotive) ¢in
‘“the good die young” goodls a ~)' 1 1 a categorematio term
2 ¢ an Independent thing or person § 4 self-existent entity
2gubstantive \ ¥, in senses-other than 2c & 3 also sebzitanily or
~b'ste o ~taan- or M8y or -ntev\-ad-[ME, fr, LL stbstantivus,
fr, L substantla substance + =fvis «ive — more at suusrANcrs.\
1 ! baving the character of an Independent self-subsistent.
entity or thing 3 existing In its-own riﬁht ¢ not derivative or
dependent 3 SBLF~CONTAINED 2 A (12': avlnglthecharactcr or
status of or reforring to something that is real rather than ap«
parent § FIRM, SOLID (2) § enduring or permanent as distin-
guished from transitory b 4 belonging to the essence or in-
trinsic nature of the substance ag distinguished from something

2280

{in "I spent the nis‘xht at my brother's" brother’s is a substantive
gentiive carrylng the impllcation “resfdence) -

sitbstantive law n § a branch of law that prescribes the rlghts,
dutles, and obligations of persons to one another as to thelr
conduct or property and that determines when a cause of action
for damages or other relief has arisen s

substan.tive.dy \«ntsvig, -l\ adv 1 ¢in a substantive manner
s in substance | ESSENTIALLY 2 § as & substantlve {the phrase
{s here use ~y t- BN

sub.stan tive.ness \-ntivnds, -ntéy-, -ntov-\ n -es } the quality
or state of belng substantive L
substantive right » ¢ a right (as of life, liberty, property, or
reputation) held to exist for its own sake and to'constitute part
of the normal legal order of soclety — compare REMEDIAL RIGHT
sub.gtan-tiv.doty \,sebzton'tivedsg, -bst-\ n -2s* 1 1 3
STANTIALITY 23 the attraction:between a substance (g dye)
in solution and a fiber — compara AFFINITY 2b )
subistan. tivizastion \#a()tive'zishan, sobztantdv-, -bsta-,
- vi'z-\ 1 «5 § an act or instance of substantivizing -
sup.stan.tvize \'es tviz, e'stov-\ or subistan-tize \'ua
(t12\ ¥ -BD/-ING/-S E b tivize fr, 1sub tive -+ ~iza, sub-
stanlize fr, tsubstanfive + -lze]1 to convert into or use as a
substantive {an adjcctive can oasily be substantivized)
suh.station \'sab-k «\ n {sud- - station] ! a station subordinate
or subsidlary to another station: ag a t a f'“ on which is
subsidlary to a central station and at which high-tension elec-
tricity from the central station I3 transformed to electricity
lower In potential and converted if desired to continuous curs
rent or to altsrnating current of a different frequency bt a
small post-office station (as a contract station in a drug store or
‘a station set up at a-conventlon for handling philatolle mail)
0 § a subordinate statlon that rebroadcasts messages from a
ptfmnry statlon of 1 communioation system .
suhstellax point \iseb+, ! .-\ n Lsubsfellar fr, sub- '+ stellarl
:gha ppltm on the earth’s surface at which a particular star {s In
e ZC B N .
sulpstornal \'"+\ ad/ LISV sub- + gternal] § situated or per-
celved beneath the sternum {~ pain) - . 00 P
substile var of sUBSTYLE . R '
sub.gtitiieond \sobz'ticho,wend, b'st-\ n .5 [NL’ substit:
_wendum] § something that can be or i3 substituted in a loglcal

elation - X

substitetdum  \()=p='wendom\ », p! substituen.da
~do\ {NL, fr, neut.'of L substtuendys, serundive of substituere

to substitute] § something that {s to be substituted in a logisal

relation ' f .
1subsstitewient \o'ss wont\ u -s [L substituents, substityens,
“pres, part; of substituerg to substituto] ¢ something that s or
may be substituted; wse ¢ an atom or group substituted for an-
othier or entering a molecule in place of some other yi)art that is
'renl}o;/etli (anllli]nehdenivutives containing an alkyl or halogen ~
—Veterinary Bull.) - BN . o
1substituent \*\ ad/ :functioninfns a substitnent
sud.sti.tut.abitadity \ sobztotitdso'bilodis, .bsts, stos,tylls,
~Htas, ~1otg, I\ # ¢ capaclty for being substituted § the quality
or state of helng substitutable : -
subestistuteabla \'uae,ae bol\ ad/ § capable of belng substituted
or sometimes of substituting (as for one another) ~ -
Tgubsstiutute \'sobzata,lilt, «bst-, -taitylit, rapid often -bz,t(y)ut
or -b.st(lv)-; usy -Ud +V\ 1o [ME, fr, L substitutus, past part,
of substliuere to put under, put inthe place of, substitute, fr,
stba - estlttere (I, statuere to set, place, stand \1p2 — morag at
sTaTuTE] 1§ a person who takes the [Placo of or acts instead of
another!as A t an helr instituted under Roman, clvil, or Scots
law to succesd to property In case another heir named-cannot
or will not accept the successlon t a conditionally a?poiuted
heir ‘named to take possession in case another helr losey his
.ownerghip through default of some ¢ondition §as under a will
or settlement) 1 1 a person who enlists for mi] ltari/ seryice in
the place of a conseript or drafted man 2 something that i3
put in place of something else or Is available for use instead of
something else ¢(honey is an excellent ~ for s%laat n many
recipesd: as @ ¢ something cheaper or inforlor that Is used in-
stend of a standard article (margarine 1s not  ~ but a.dlstine.
tlve article) use-of 5n1vnnizo iron as & ~ for lead In flashi?ﬁ)
+ ant artifictal product used to_replace a natural {a valuable
milk ~ F“’{"“e from soybeans) ¢ ¢ a word or grammatical
feature that replaces anofher word, a_phrase, oc-#' clause, in a
context (a pronoun serves as A~y 3 A4 anﬁ of severzal con«
nections used for Joining oll-well appllances that are of differ-
ent sizes or that have different joint details — called also sub
1 ¢ a speclal tool or part used in place of a-regular tool syn seo

RESOURCE
agubatitute  \"\ vb -un/-ING/-s [1, substitutus, past part, of
substituere to substltute] vt il. @} to put inthe pliice of another
¢ EXCHANGE {~ a new téchnique for the old one) b i'to intro-
uce (a8 an atom or group) by substitution {~ sutfur {or oxy-
genlna molecule% 3 obs § t0 invest with delogated authority
3 designatens a delegate 3-31o replace with another {~ yester-
«day's steady opinions with the latest fancies&(numés like Jane
ard always substitutéd by the pronoun she —R. A, Hall b, 1911)
4 3 to nominale (a person) to take a remalnder — compare
sunstiruTion-1a(3) ~ vl ¢ to function, acrve, or act as a sub.

stitute .
agupstitute \*\ ad{ LI substitutus, past part, of substituere)
1 ¢ serving as or fitted for use as a substitute {a ~ food)
2 ¢ invalving the use of substitutes (~ feeding of Infants)
substituto brokex n ¢ a person making a profesgion of securing
milltary substitutes esp, duting the American Civil War
substititted adf [fr, past pact, of 2substitute] t put In the place
another: as & $ appolnted by a person fo take the place of
mself or another or of something else and esp. to act in his
o'n stead or to act on the happening of a particular event In
the stead of another § appointed by substitution (8 ~ exegu-
tor) §a ~ legacyy b ! having been subjected to n substitution
reaction or having some of its parts roplaced {alcoholis a ~
waterg (methylamine is & ~ ammonia) Co .
substituted servies » § the servicé of a legal wrlt, process, or
summons otherwise than by personal service (as by le“‘d“%“
nt a defendant’s place of business or residenco or with his
mail, or by publication) Co ‘

agent, b
substitufo fihox i ¢ a llving parenchyma cell witli the form of a
fiber, simple pits, and relatlvely thi)ck walls that occurs esp. In

sapwood - - . .
gub.sti-tutsor \-tidw(r), -Ute-\ n -3 3 one that substitutes
subsstivtutbildety o -Bs hb altor,] 3 SUNSTITUTABILITY -
subestitustion \ sobztoltlshon, -bste, -taltyll«s\ n -s often

attrib substitucion, fr, ME substitution, fe, LL substitution-,

substitutlo, fr, L subsiltys (past part, of substituers to sub-
stitute) < «fon-, «fo -lon] 1 ¢ the substituting of one person or
thing for another: as @ Roman law (1) 3 the nomination of
someone to be heir wpon the fallure of an heir previously
named to take an inherltance — called also commton substitu-
tion, vulgar substitytion (2) $ the similar nomination of a per-
son to take as helr in place of or to succeed a descendant undor
puborty and in the potestas of the testator in case of tho
descendant’s fallure to take the inheritance or on his death
before puberty or to succeed a descendant of any age who isa
lunatic (3) { a designation by -a testator that names one to
whom property Is to be handed over by the person named as
helr or by his helr and that %ivcs rise to A fidelcommissum; also

+ a designation under civil law of a person to succeed to an-

other a3 beneficlary of an estate used as 4 means of settling

ptopert{ and Involving a fidelcommissum b 1 the replacing of

a quantlty by its eqbalor-of a variable by a value of it or of an

n-

=

o

subsumption

of  foot other than the prevailing foot of the serles or of 5
stlence that replaces expected sound and oceuples the time of
a foot ot syllable — compare INVERSION, IONIC DISPLACEMENT
& (1) + tho decoptive replacing of ons material or produet by
another of less worth  (2) 3 the natural economic tendoncy for
tho less costly of two or more operations or agencies to replacs
the more costly 1 (1) & the turning from an obstructed desfre
to_another desire whose gratl[ication Is socially acceptablg
;2) ¢ the tucning from an obstructed form of behavior to a di.
cront and ‘often more primitivo expression of the samg
tandencg {a ~ neurosis) (3? { tho reacting to each of & set of
stimull by a response prescribed-in a key {a ~ test for speed
of learq[ng new responses) 2 ¢ gomething that functions ag
a substitute or pxldts in & particular relatlon as a result of an
net of substituting: ag 4 } material substituted (the ~ wag
found to be harmless) 1) 4 a sound change consisting in the
roplacement or apparent replacement of one vowel or cop.
sonant by another, ¢ % an Instance of linguistic substitution
2 a clpher gr method of ciphering that replaces message letters
or polygra s with substitutes

sub.stistuedionsal \j2a ()it (y)tishan®l, -shuol\ adj : of, relating
!\051 é’r ﬁonis\ﬁtuc}lnﬂ substitution — sub.sti.twtion.ally
=&, -al), ady ¢

subALsi‘tu. on,ary \-sho,nerg, -ri\ adf $ of or relating to sug.
stitution & 'serving by way of a substituts § SUBSTITUTIONAL

substitution instanoce n ¢ a stalemont In logic derlved from a

‘statement form by Substitution of constants for variables

suhstitution xo n § a principle in logle speoifying what ex-
pressions may be substituted for one dnother {a subsilfution
rule specifying that the definiendum may replace the defini.

ens)

suthstitution tables » pl 3 tablos of sentences in which equivas
ents may be substituted for thelr elomonts and which are used
esp, in grammar drill :

gubstitution vein or supstitution deposit n ¢ a matalliferous
veln formed by the partlal or complete gubstitution of the vein
materlal for'the original rock or mineral — called also replace.

ntent vein .

subsstictitetive \'sobzte,tilds[ly, «bsts -tos tylie, «Ut}, |8y also
[ov\ adf [L substitutus (pnst part.) + B -fve] t tending to afford
or furnish a substitute 1 suitable as a replacement 3 making or
capable of substitution {~ behavior) — sub«gtb i tivaily

\‘; vig, —Il\\ ady ,

sitheatory \iseb -\ n Lsub- + story] s a'lower story; speelf 1 a

la[yar of forest growth that does not reach to the canopy (a ~
of shrubby growth and-young replacement, - .

subl.stract \sobz'trakt, -b'st-\ vb -rn/-iNa/-s [LY, substraefus,
past part, of substraliere to draw- from beneath, wlthgraw.
altor, (nfluenced by L-subs-, var, of sub-) of L. sublraherg —
more At SUBYRAGT] 3 SUBTRACT (s0 far from adding to, it will~
from, the gpuantity of labor nccessnri —Jeremy Eeuthumk

sulpstracetion \-kshen\ n -s LML, substraction: sﬁbstmcl 0, 1,
LL substractus ;\))nst patt.) ++ L -jo, ~lo -lon] 1§ SUBTRAC
TioN {renderlng back to ug with additions or ms; the beauty
which existing things have’ of themselves prasented to him
—Thomag Carlyle) 2 § secret misappropriation’ of property
and esp, from a decedent's estate xzunazzmp}nm

sulestratal \lseb_4-\.ad) Lsubstratum + -al]} of or relating to a
substrate or substratum } DASIO, UNDERLYING .
Tguh.gtrate \'sobz,trat, -bst-\ o -8 [ML substratuml 1 3 sun-
STRATUM 2 z} 1 ThAsE 2b(1) c%munn 9b D4 tho base on which
an organigm lives (tho soll is the ~ of most seéd plants while
rocks, soll, water, tissues, or-other media are ~s for various
other organisms) 8 a ¢ a substance acted upon (Rs by an
o.nzymez {an ‘enzyme-substrate complex; t & source of reace
:tive material (ns g nutritive medlumg (cultures developing on a
nutrient agar ~ o .-

?subs!,rateg\“\ ad{‘! of, relating to, forming, or taking place in
@ substrate; somelintes & RASIC, PUNDAMENTAL

subsstra st \lsobzitradsast, -bist-\-n -8 Lsubstratum + -ist)
1 ogwt thtnt explains some feature of a language by reference toa
substratum '

sulstrative \-8dviv\ ad) [substratuny’ + «ve) 1 § of, relating
to, or constituting a substrate or substratum 2 § UNDER-
LYING, FUNDAMBNTAI\ : : ! -

subwstratose \lsob-+\ ad/ Lsub- + stratose]t indistinetly or

{reegularly stratified

suh.stratésphere \"+\ n [ISV sub- + stratosphare] ¢ the
reglon of the atmosphere just below the stratosphers — subs
stratosphorig \"+\ adj* - L '

subestyatum \!'seb--\ 'n, p! substrata also substratumg
[MI, fr, neut, of L sttbstratus, past part, of substernere to sprea
undor, strew under, fr, sub- 3- sternere to strew — more at
srszA: something that {s laid or spread under or that under-
Jtes and supports or forms a base for something else | an under-
Iying structure, layer, or part { POUNDATION! as ? (1) ¢ a per-
menent charactorless Sup{)ol‘l of properties of a thing or reality
1 substance-as a support of attributes (2) § suclra support
rogarded ag a cause of a thing or its Propartie& by the ma-
torfal of which something is made and from which it dorives its
speclal qualities {protoplasm is the material ~ of life) 0!8
{ayer of rock or earth boneath the surface soll; spesif § sussoIL

T SUDSTRATE 2, 3 6 § a thin coaling (as of hardened golatin)

on the support of a Fhotogn_\phic film or plate to fucl}im(e the
“adhasion of the sensitive’emulslon {31a lunsun?: (hi‘lt s extinot
in a particular reglon but is belleved by some linguists to have
left {races of its structure In A ourrent or more recently intros
duced language of that region as & result of imperfeat loarning
‘of the Introduced language b¥ the natlve population

su -Isd.\'tiiil‘lei \F\ adj Csub- + strigte] 3 marked indistinetly
with-striationg : .

subvgtruot \(})sebz'.trakt, “blst-\ v¢ -Bo(-mo/-s [, substructus,
past pact, of substruerato build beneath, fr, sub- -+ struere ta
areango, bulld — more at STRUGTURR] § to bulld or lay beneath

gubgtridortion \«kshan\ n -8 [L substruction., substructio, fr.
substructus (past part,) 4 lojt-, -l -lont: the undcrlylng or
supporting part of a fabrication (as o building or dam) —
supstrueitionsal \-kshoan®), -shnel\ ad, .

subl;sttruotural \!sob +-\ adJ } of, relating to, or constituting &
substructure

gub.atructure \"-+\ n Lsub- + strucrum} $ UNDERSTRUCTURE,
GROUNDWORK! a8 @ ¢ the foundntion of-a building or Otheé
structure D § tho earth roadway supporting the ballast an
‘rgcktolfa‘x" r\alilr{w hlnu f 1 tl" to the substyle

guh.8ly. adf 3 of or relating to the subs

subegtyle or 7111»3 ile'\'sebz,t1, -b,st-\ # Lsub- -+ siyle or obs.
B selle style, fr, — more at STYLE] ¢ 2 straight line on which
the gnomon of g dial is erected and Which constitutes the com-
-mon section of the face of the dial and a plane perpendlcular to

RS bt FIBe R sulfate] 1 o basto sulfate
subsuliate \ s 1 Lsubs - sulfate] § a basic
gub.sulsitve \ssb'saltiv\ adf [L subsulrus (past part. of subsillre
to leap up) + B -fve] 3 SUBSULTORY
subsguletoary \-tore\ adj UL subsultus (past past, of subsillre to
gap up, fr, sub- up -+ -silire, Ir, salire to lea? + B -ory— mo(fio
at sun-, SALLY] § Involving irregufarity of movement or ad-
vancs $ BOUNDING, LEAPING ; . |
suhesuntable \ (,yseb'simsbal sometimes -b'zi\ adf % capable
-of being subsumed Cu '
gubesitme \-m\ v/ -En/-NG/-S [subs + L suntere to take up{
take — more at RESUME] 1 § to view, list, of rate as componen
{n an overall or mors comprohensive classification, summatio?.
or synthesis encompass as a part, example, or phase ! classify
as part of a larger schema or judge a3 a specifio lnstnnct:
governéd by a general principle (Nowtonian physics has po!




visitable

steel mill) (~s to points of historical interest) b ¢ a briet
stop on an errand or for a business purpose (telephoned be-
tween ~s to the storss) ¢a salesman's ~ to a irm? {repeated
~s5 to'theatrlcal agencles) 3 a (1) | a professional call (as of
a physician to treat a yjmt ent) (paid the doctor for three home
~5) " (2) 3 8 pastoral call by a clecgyman on a parishioner
{met the minister returnlng from his afternoon ~g) b 1 a call
upon a professlonal man (as & physiclan or dentist) for con-
‘sultation or treatment (urged to make regular ~g to his den-
tist) 4 3 an official eall or tour (as for supervision or inspec-
tion) & VISITATION {a ~ by a national officer to the local chap-
ter of u fraternal ordeg)_(a commiltes of trustees ona~ 1o 8
university) B 1 an official examination or search (as of goods
or curgo{; specif | the act of a naval officer of one state In
boarding 'a neutral merchant vessel of another state.in the
exercise of the right of ssaroh . . .
vigitable \'vizadabal ~z$é)tab-\ adj 1 3 subject to visitation
or inspection (an Institution’ maintained by tho church and
~ by the bishop) 21 agcessible for vislting 3 open {a museum
.~ only at certain hours) (éhe ~v.countries of the globs —Ray-
mond Waltérs b, 1912) 1 soclally eligible to recelve visits
§bp.camc known ta all the ~ people here —Willlam Cowper;
vig.dstan.dine \vize'tandan, -den\ n -8 wsu cap [F, fr.
visitandum (gerund of visitara to vislt) + F -Inel § NUN OF THE

VISITATION
tyigdetant \'vizédiant, -z(d)tont also -z3t°nt\ n -s UL, vistiant-,
_visltans, pres, part, of visitare to visit] : one that visits: a § one
that comes for a shiort or temporary stay § VISITOR, GURST
(a fraquent ~ at the rectory) {(a ~ from the outside world
—~Clarica Short); esp ¢ one thought to coms from a spirit
world (a ghostly ~) (heavenly ~5) b § one that visits a place
of religious gr sightseeing interest § pramm, ToumsT (col-
Igoted & small fos from ~s to the cathedral) ¢ i something
as a bodily or mental state) that comes to or over a person
-for a time (that mood of sadness . ;. my frequent ~.—George
‘Bllot) d & a bird that Is not resident {n a glven reglon at all
seasong but that appears there at rogular or Irregular intervals
. for a limited period (a.winter ~) B .
2yisitant \ "\ adj [ L visitant-, visitans]'s coming as or aBpear»
{ng In the eharacter of a visitor § vistTiNG (a devil ~ —Danlel

efoe) -
vigdetaition \ viza'tashon\ n -8 [ME visitacloun, fr. ME
visitation, fx, L, visitation-, visitatlo, fr. visitatus (past_pact, of
visltare to visit) 4 Hon-, -fo -lon — more at visir] 14§ an
official vislt of 'a superior or su}mrlntandimi;l officer to an in-
stitution (as a corporation, collegs, church) to ingpect the
manner in which it ls conducted and gee that its laws and
rcgglatlons are obsorved and executed (the ~ of a diocese by
a bishop)- B.(1) } a personal inczuiry by a visiting officer of
arms In Great Britain at different times Into the rights of the
people within his heraldle province to bear arms (2) ¢ a
documentary record of such an lnquiry o § visit § ata
speclal dispensation of divine favor or wrath (my Celestial
Latroness who deigns her nightly ~ unimplored ~-John

Milton); esp t retributive calam t{)t divine judgment (a ~ of
the plaguci or the peoples sing) 1} an unusual event Jikened
to a special dispensation; APFLICTION

esp 3 a sovere trial ¢

(suffered one ~ after anofher of disease and faminey 3 4 %4

“yisit to a place of interest (as an B sightseeing or edugational
tour) B ¢ a visit for a charitable purpose {a ~ of the sick)
¢ (1) ¢ a pastoral cail or official visit by a Protestant minister
&2) ¢ an official visit by one or more laymen on church business
d archate § & social call 4 3 rosorf to a place by animals (as

rds or mammals) at an untgual tme or'jn unusual numbers

8 1 a passing influence ins of something intangible or Su{)er-
natural) § VISrTING {gentle ~ of calm thought'~P B,Shelley)
Sy see TRIAL ) e

vigdetaetor \'se,(Gde(r)\ n -s [LL; fr, L visitatis (past part,)
+ -ar{: an official visitor or examiner in iho Romarn Cathollo
Chureh. {the ~ visits all the monasteries in succession)

vigditastoerieal \lvizedojtarsal, -4tol-, -tér-\ adf (ML visita-
torlus \ilsltmorial (fr. L visttatus- + -orius -ory) + B +al] } of.
orrelating to yisitation or o a judicial visitor or superintendont
iN authorityy (~ {urisdictio 2 .

visgite \va'zet\ u s [, Nit;, visl, fx, visiter to visit] ¢ a cape or
short cloak formerly.worn by women {n summer — compare

POLKA
tod past of visie

visitor var of visitor

tyisi ln% 1 -§ [ME, fr, gerund of visiten to visit— more at visrr]

" 1 & fleeting Influence (as fronra sriritual xourcez‘ TI0 compung-
tious ~s of Nature shake my fell purpose —Shak,

avigiting ad) Lir, past part, of 1visi] glvin¥ professional or
technical service or.advice in the home and for short periods
rathor than by the day or week {a ~ housekeoper) N

vigiting book # 1 a book containing a.record of visits recolved,
made, and to be made : .

vigiting oaxd 1 § a small card bcarlng'thT name and sometimes
.the address'of a person or margied couple for presentation (as
when visiting or calling) < called also callinq card

visiting gouple » } tha couple that momentarlly is progressing
around the-set'in square dnncln[f . .

vigiting day n 1 a day for recelving callers

vlstﬂn%;ﬁreman n 1 % a usu, Important ov Influential visitor

. (as a high offlelal from the headquarters of an organization or*
a general-on a tour of inspectlon) whom it 1s desirable or
expedient to show about or entertain impresslvely (for an
aspiring politician , ., n fine place to throw parties for
visiting firemen and local blg\vijxs —Clare B, Luce) 2 ¢ a

vlsitor to a clty (as wconvention eleﬁalc) who goes out on the

town and spends fresly (girls who will show your visitors what

visiting flremen want to gee —Hal White)

ting 1ist o 3 a list of persons whom one visits socially

Ing nurse n ¢ 4 nurge employed by a hospital or socials

service agency to visit siok persons or perform other public

health services In a community .

visiting patrol n { a patrol that visits elements of its own com~
mand and those of adjacent units (as in an outpost) to main-
tain ltaison

vigiting professor n t a professor inyited to floln a college or
gnlvs:sny f)aculty for a lmited time (as a half year or an aca-
emio year,

vigiting teacher » 1 ¢ an educational officer employed -by a
publle school system to godnto the homes of puplls’in order
to effest caoperation. between school and family, assist in the

. solving of social or emotional problems duo to-home environ-
‘ment,-ingtruct sick or handlcapped puplls unable to attend
sehool, or enforce attendance.regulations 2 3 a social worker

hoso duty is dealing with behavior problems among school

children .
svisiting ticket n, archale ¢ vISITING CARD . . ;
vigidetor also vis.iter \'vizdd.o(x), -z{d)ts-\ n -s (ME visitour,
*visiter, fvr. MF visiteur, fr, OF visifer to vislt + -enr -or — more
at vistr] ¢ one that vislts: as a : a superior or a person lawfully
appointed for the purpose-svho makes formal visits of nspec-
tion or s:gerv_ision -0 (1) ¢ member. of a board of overseers
.of an-academio institution § TRUSTER gz)vsm 1 & person of
‘high, rank or eminence serving ag-the highest authority and
«court of last appeal for a university (if the fellows could not
find a clear majority , ., for one candidate, it was left for the
~ toappolnt--~C.P.Snow) ¢} one that makes charltable visits
{topk a-job as ~ to Boston's poor-—I.8,Redding); esp ¢ a

- -direet sfght and:w

2558

1 capabloe of seelng or of belng seen (gives vision to ~ natures
~—Thomas Taylorg L -
vis ma-jor \-"majar)\ n, pl vires masjo.xes \-me'jv,rez\ (L,
greater nrcc{: an ovorwhelming force of nature that has con-
sequencey not preventable by any due and reasonable precau-
tions and that under certain circumstances s held to exempt
from contract obligations — compare ACT or Gon, FORCE
MAJEURE, INEVIFADLE ACCIDENT, UNAVOIDABLE CASUALTY'
‘vismea\ n, cap [N]L, o, Plame, 18th cent, Port,
~la1: [ smal&lﬁenus of tropical American or
African trees and shrubs (family Guttiferae) with a resinous
bark and ysu, wooll{ terminal or axlllary panlcles of white,
{dlow, or brownish flowers
visno \'vén(6)\ » -s [ME, fr, MR visnd neighborhood, fr. visin,
velsin neighbor, fr. L vicinus — more at vicinry] 1 archale
! VICINAGE; osp, ¢ the J)lncc (as the county) of a c{lmn from
which the jury is called 2 archialc-3  jury of the visne
vigeno.my \'viznome\ # -gs Calter, of MB phisnomye, phiso-
nontle phystognomy — more at pHYSIOONOMY ] arclale § PHYST-
OGNOMY 22 . Coe
visgon \'vis’n\ also vison weasel n s [F vison, fr. ME, a
marten, perh, of Gme origin: akin to OHG wisula wensel —
more at WHASEL) 1 the American mink :
viegor also viszor \'viza(r)\ n -3 [ME viser, fr, AF, fr, OF
vistere, fr, vis face + «lere :
-~ar — mora at VISAQE]
1 ! the front piecs of a
helmet - usu, contuining
-openings for seelng an
brenthin%; esp ¢ an upper
plecs lifting or opening to
show the face a1
mask for the face } YIZARD
¢haye worn & ~ and conld
tell & whispering tale in a
fair lady's ear

hﬂk% b} something that dispuises an evil
utémsa + outward semblance § MASK {once surc of his ground,

o dropped the ~) 0 obs { PACE, COUNTENANCE {give mae a
case to put my visage in: a visor for a ~ —Shak.}-. 3
projecting front brim on a gap or hat for shadin

ata
the ayes
t pEAK. D (1) 1 pyEsgADE (2) 1 a projecting foreplece on an
autoinobile windshield toprotect the e{les from glare o (1) ian
averhang (as for a window) to give shade (2) ¢ a small in-
clined canvas or metal awning around a ship's pllothouse
d } PACB GUARD 4 ! SUPERCILIARY RIDGE )
vi.sored also viezored \-(x)d\ adf [MB visered, fx. viser visor
+ -ed] 1§ covered or masked with a-visor } pisouisen (~
‘falsehood and base forgery —John Milton) 2§ equipped with
a visor {a ~ helmet)-%ﬁ‘om under the ~ ¢ap his glance was
gharp —Kry Boyle) L
viegoress \-(r)as\ ad/ rhaving no visor .
visipoexed \'véspared\ or. vis-p?-rad Ncad\ 7 -8 [Av
yispe ratavi all the lords] | one of the supplementary ritual
toxts inclyded in the Avestan sacred writings
vigs var of VIS N :
viseta \'vista\ n -s [Xt, sight, view, fr, visto (past part, of vedere
to see, fr, L vidgre .fr. visus (past part, of-vidéra to suaz +
If ~{o,-past pact, suftix (fr, T, ~tus) 1 { & more or less distant
view through or along an avenuo or opening (as hetween rows
of trees)” PROSPECT <¥arden.. . « noted for {ts long ~s of formal
beds between lines of evergreens «—Amer, Guide Sepfes: Md.)
(a ogexiad amox:ig the dancers —Reobecoa Westg § an
extended view afforded by an architectural feature (as a corri-
‘dor ot opening in'walls) {galleries oxtended fnto ~s by mir-
rors) l§~s of atone Eassngos with numbered doors —Christo-
pher sher\vood) t an extensive mental view (as over a

-steeteh of tima or a series of events) 3 & prospect opening out-

to thought (before us an infinite ~ of human improvement
—Times Lit, Supp,y (leading her memories down forgotten
g —B, A Williams) .
vista dome » § paMB 4g(12 . .
vigetaed \-tad\ ad/ 1 ¢ affording or mada to form a vista (the
~ gallecies, , . of this %alnce-—Ruth'Dnv sond 2 1geonin or
as If Ina vista {up ~ hopes I sped —F.J,Thompson)
vis.to \'i()sto\ arohaic yar of vIsTA
Ivisgial \'vizh{o)wel, -zhol\ ‘ad/ [ME, fr, LL visualls, fr. L
visus sight, vislon (fr, visus, past part, of vidére to see) + +alls
-al — more at wir] L i of, relating to, or used In vislon
3 serving as the instrument of seelng (the ~ nerve) (the ~
s6N80) !Z! 1 attalned or maintalned by sight (~ impressions)
{~ knowiedge) (a langnage with which he had enly a ~
acquaintance —¥.J,Laski) (n the heavy growth , , , impossi-
blo to keep ~ contact —H.,D Skidmore) nii 1 OPTICAL (the ~
ocns of a lens distingulshed {rom the actinic focus) 4 § capa-
ble:of bcinf seen 3. VISIBLE (~ ob{\vj{z‘its) {a_~ equivalent for
feelings which enrich experience —Michael Kitsony 5 $ pro-
ducing mental images } vivip ¢his narratives are sticringly ~
~rJohn Mason Brolvn) 8 | done or executed with the ald of
thout agsiatance (as from Instroments or
-radar) {~ flylng) (~bombing) §~ navigation) 7 4 of, telat«
Ing to, or constituting & meang of instruction (as a map; chart,
. mudef, perspective drawing, or dooumentary film) that appeals
to. the sense’of sight {~ aid) ¢~ education) {~ lesson) —
compare-AUDIO-VISUAL : .
2visual \"\ n -8 Y-archale t visUAL RAY 2 3 visuaLiZER 3 i a
rough‘li' gkotched advertising layout ~— compare COMPREHEN-,
SIVE visuals pl § the picture images as distinguished from
tha sounds of 8 motion picture film ¢a master fiim maker, ,,
lIc(noinLhcw to keep his action taut, his ~y alive —Arthur
nlg . -
visual acuity » 3 thoe relative abllity of the visual organ to re-
solve detail that Is a function of gensitivity of o partioular
retina to light together with the minimum separable and the
minimum visible characteristic of the optical systam of that c{e,
that Is usu, expressed as the reciprogal of the minimum angular
scparation in minutes of two lineﬁ just resolvable as separate,
and that forms in the average human eye an angle of one

minute :
visnal angle n § the angle formed by two rays of light or two
strajght lines drawn from the extremo points of a viewed object
to the visual point of the eiye '
Visual'ctphasla 1 § aphasin in which a person is unable to ¢com-
rehend weitten words previously undeystood
visual areanta sensorgr
byeal cortex.recelving af|
- the sense of sight
visual-anditory -\le(s)eles e\ ad] ¢ AUDIO-VISUAL -
visual-aural radio range or visual-anral range » $ a radio
-ald to air navigation by which a pilot determines if he i3 on

area of.the occipital lobo of the cere-
‘crent-projection gbcra concerned with

course by either an appropriateaural signal, a meter reading,

or both

visual axis n $.LINB Q¥ VISION . .

vistugal binary » ¢ a double star in which the components may
be distinguished separately in a telescopa of sufflcient resolving

OWEL ~— COMPpATe {!INARY STAR

vigualkoommunioation » ¢ any system ofsignaling in.which the
signals are received: by the eye (as by lamps,:wigwag, sema-

- phiore, pyrotechnlcs, or p‘mnels) ) ’

visual gontrol s § a remote supervisory control system in which
code signals In the form of electric impulses are sent out-by a
dispricher and return slgnals areweceived-through the medium
of colored lights . .

vitalizey

substance followed by roentgenagraphy ¢~ of ¢
A O T
ntire! rom movement .equivalant
)i)hmscs and qun{iﬂcs a 1 of “musical
viesuialdze \'vizha lfz, -zh(o)we -\ vb -ED/-mia/3 vt 1 4 to
make visual or visible ! ricTURE; esp & to see 4 mental image of
(something not before the eyaﬁ 3 ploture montally 3 maae
IMAGINE {~ & sceno,in all its concreteness —Herbart Read$
(visualized atomic sciontists ag boarded old men) 2 a + to
concelve definitely (as something nbstrnat?) { BNVISAOE (,L, a
scheme) (visualizing anntomi/ a8 a llving subjeet) (did nof ~
third alternative —E,H Erlkson) 1 : roruSme (had not
visuallzed such an attack) 81 to make (an organ) visible by
surgical or roeutgeno%rnphio visualization ~ v, 1% (o form a
visual mental image o somathin? not present before the eye at
the time (had the power of visualizing in minute detally 24 to
become visthle — used esp, of an internal bodily organ’ or con.
Ft org (the worm visualized through a bronchoscope —R.C
aus *
vhsialdz.or \-zo(t)\ # -s 11 one whose mental imagery is
revu!l(n&gly visual — compare AUDILE, MOTILE § | VIBWER
t one that lays out advertising for a company preferring to
have the work done by a x\ews?apel‘ or perfodieal or by an ad-
crtising ficm rather than by its own advertising department
visnal line p 3 LINE OF VISION
vissuealily \'vizhals, <zh(@)wal-, U\ ady { in a visual manner:
~as_a s with regard to vision (gifted ~ 10, , , an unusual degres
2 0Sbert Sliwally b 1 by vishal means (iho high patets SFiE
caresr . , , were all'~ recorded ——R‘W.Murmyl? )
visudl magnittide » ¢ the brightness of a cslestial body deter~
-mined by cye estimation with or without optical ald ot by other
Instrumentation equiyalent to the eye in spectral sensit vity
¥isual plane n § 2 plane passing tirough the point of sight;
spaclf i the Pl.ane In'which tho visual axes of the two oyes lie in
" binocular vision
vigual point » ¢ the point taken as the position of.the eye in
caleulations of optical instruments; speclf ¢ the optical center
of tho cornen-lens system as backed by the vitreous humor
visual purple x ¢ a photosensitive red or purple pigment {n the
retinal rods of varfous vertebrates; esp } RHODOPSIN — com~
Are PORPHYROPSIN
visual ray also visual heam n 3 a ray from any point of the ob-
ject field to the sye; s%ealf t any tay that on its way to the
retina paases through the visual point
visuals pf of visuAL
visual telesoops » § a refractor whose objective {s designed to
be achromatle iIn the yellow-gesen reglon of the spectrum
here the human eye has its highest sgnsitlvllt\}' .
vig yisya \'vive\ u, p! vires vi.vao \-1,ve\ [ NL, living {orce]
i the forco of a movin% body caleulated as the product of its
mass and the square of its velocity i twice the kinetle energy

he renal calycey

v%ttab@ (:& vit}mlhgu\z vltr)eo;mt Sq*g:fled 0 OL it e
vieta \'vidig, 'we n, pl vistao \-i,tg, -G,t1 . Jifo —
moto it VALl § & brlef antoblographioa] sKotch (a8 in u thesls

for a doctorate)
Vita \'vidso\ ifrademark — used for glass that does not ob-
struct ultrayiolet ray
vhiasog.ae \vx'tﬁsﬁ,’é n{JI, aap [NL, fr, Vitis, type genuy +
«aceqe] cap } 1 {umil of woody or herbaceous vines (order
Rhnmnales), having simple, palmate, or pinnate leaves, usu,
~tendrll:hearing stems, and small greenish clustered flowers
succecded by a ssveral-seeded berry — se CISSUS, PARTHENO-
Cc1ssys, viTis — vistaiosous }(‘)vI.tEshas\ ad{
vistal \'videl, -IPI\ ad] IME, fr, MF, fr, L vitalis of life, Ir, vita
ife + -ails -8l; akin to L vivere to iys — more at quick ]
1 a § existing as a manifestation of life {~ powers) (recogniz-
ing no mystic ~ force) 1 ¢ concerned with or necessary to the
maintengnee of life (blood and other ~ fluids) (the loss of ~
heat In shock); esp § performing an essontial role in the liying
ody {~ grgansy {wounded in & ~ spot) 2 a :hnvm? or char«
acterized by life ¢ ANIMATE {a ~ belng) 11 ¢ full of life and
vigor | ENERGETIC, ANIMATED ssplrlts that live throughout, ~
in'every part —John Yﬂlton} (this whole ~ world) @ 3 char-
aoteristic of lifo or living belngs ¢ inhering in the llving or
orglc‘luic {~ activities) (expending ~ enerﬁles 4;a 4 converned
with or affecting lfe esp, in some fundamental manner: s
(1) ¢ tending to renew or refresh the llving 3 INvICORATING
warmed by the ~ rays of heaven's sun) (2) 3 destructive to
fe § FATAL, MORTAL {A ~ wound) } & of the utmost impor~
tanes | ossontlal to the continued existence, vigor, efficlency,
independance, or value of something exyircsse or Implied ¢a
~ polnt to the argument) {matters ~ to the natlonal securlity);
o{tcn i taking priority In consideration over other factors ot
elements (it s ~ to Know what he plans) B obg j capablo of
ving § VIADLE 8 § recording the chief data relating to lives
{~ rccordsg — 8§60 VITAL STATISTICS s of, relating to, or
constituting the staining of living tissues (as by injecting a dye
:Into o Uving animal) §Yy11-ses BSSENTIAL B
{tal air.n, grehaic § oxvarN- -
vital oapacity » { the breathing capacity of the lungs expressed
as the number of cuble luches or cubic cen&lmeters of air that
ean be forolbly exhaled after a full Insplration
vital dye n 3 adye ?r staln capable of penetrating llying colls or
tissues and not Inducing immediate evidont degenerative
cisltxg{l;.!os — callgd also vital stain
A2 0ro0 2t 3 BLAN VITAL :
vital funotion s ¢ a function of the body (as the clreulation of
éhe blgod, respiration, or digestion) on which lifs s directly
ependent
vité’l index n j the ratio of births to deaths in a human popula-
tlon at any given time
vidaldsm\ vid 1 izem, -It°l\ # -sEvltal + «lsm] 1 3 adoctrine
that the functions of a living organism are due to a yital princi-
te (as an élan vital or entelechy) distinet from
orces — compare MEGHANISM, ORGANICISM 2 4 a dootrine that
the processes of lfe aro not explicable by the laws of physies
and chemistry alone and that life is In some part self-determin-
ing instend of mechanistically determined — compare ORGANI-
CISM, DRTROQENISIS .
v}»%a{-istu\'-'l\ﬁst}i n n—f\[vlfalﬁls;n‘-ii -th<|] H g ?\ell:il\}er lx‘\ v;lll;ltfisnrg
vistaliigetio \luslist; or Yistale =a_05t\ adf § ol, I
t\q. o °),§ﬂ m?l(éﬂ;',if of vitalism or vaitallsts—— vidtaleig.tiaaldy
Nijzeiistok (9)E\ ady - .
vistal tt (avi' alode@, 1o, -{\ n -5s [L vitaltate, iallies, fr,
vitgiiy of life + -ffaf, -tas -lty — more at yiraL] 1 8 } th
pcculim‘lt{ dlatiniuishing the living from the nonliving an
acting as If a specific force or principle — compare ELAN VﬂA‘L
D § capacity to live.and develop ¢the ~ of a seed); also | tphyﬂ ;
cal or montal vigor csp, whog highly developed (a man o sr?ﬂ
~ 2 3 power of enduringror continuin¥ t capacity for
survival ¢the ~ of an idiom) 1t Hyely and animated ubnrachter
1 vicon {the ~ of his reasoning) (inspired his helpers with a
"new ~). @  a manifestation or, embodiment. of vital forcelsl
vistaliza. fﬁt?n \.vI?’llé‘ziahan, e, 1,12\ 1 <58 the quality
or state of being vitalize . .
\’aa,’ii':, vh -nn:/~mo/~s sea ~ize In Explan Noles
'[I‘vltal+ ~Izﬁ] vs‘ ftoen ‘O\t{lwitéx viﬁlzﬂtyt: \'r&lrifgfirpzrgmg'
tion to § make vigorous or active (~ the patrio X
2§ to.portray (as In wrl (Lnig or ‘painting) with lifolika effect
~ vi.} to pivedife or animation - s{énifie's 10 -Brousa
SYNl ENERQIZB, ACTIVATE! VITALL 3
sogx];thlun more or less inect or lifeless, to. vital activity,

physicochemica

usu.
often
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From: OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK
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To: Victoria Heindel'

Cc: jhampton@bpmlaw.com; dsyhre@bpmlaw.com; pokano@rmlaw.com;
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State Farm Fire & Casualty Company
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From: Victoria Heindel [mailto:vheindel@harperhayes.com]
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Charles Davis

Subject: WA Supreme Court Case No. 90651-3 Queen Anne Park Homeowners Association v. State Farm Fire & Casualty
Company
Clerk of the Court,

Attached are the following documents to be filed in the Supreme Court of Washington

s Plaintiff-Appeliant’s Reply Brief; and
s Certificate of Service

Sent on behalf of

Todd C. Hayes, WSBA #26361
Counsel for Plaintiff-Appellant Queen Anne Park Homeowners Association

Thank you.

Victoria Heindel

Litigation Manager

HARPER | HAYES pLLC

One Union Square

600 University Street, Suite 2420
Seattle, Washington 98101

Tel: 206.340.8832

Fax: 206.260.2852
www.harperhayes.com

This electronic message transmission contains information which may be confidential or privileged. The information is intended to be
for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, please be aware that any disclosure, copying,
distribution or use of the contents of this information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic transmission in error, please
notify us by telephone at (206) 340-8010 or by electronic mail at vheindel@@harperhayes.com immediately.




