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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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___________________________________________________________
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1)
No.: 30321-7-III
Case Name: Hillary Buechler v. Wenatchee Valley College, et al   

County: Chelan

Case Summary: Hillary Buechler was permanently expelled as a student in the Wenatchee Valley College (WVC) nursing program after she admittedly gave prescription pills to fellow nursing students, in violation of the WVC’s student and nursing handbooks and nursing codes of ethics.  WVC officials provided Buechler and her counsel with a written description of the violations and notice of her right to administrative appeal.  Buechler did not appeal.  She filed suit in superior court, alleging (1) negligent dismissal from the nursing program in violation of WVC’s disciplinary procedures and requirements, (2) violation of her due process and equal protection rights, and (3) breach of WVC nursing handbook provisions regarding due process and dismissal.  The trial judge advised the parties that she had previously represented WVC as an Assistant Attorney General, and that she was personally acquainted with a defendant in the lawsuit—WVC’s Associate Health Dean who recommended Buechler’s dismissal from the program.  The judge stated she believed she could be impartial, but informed counsel she would recuse if either party requested.  Buechler’s counsel responded that recusal was not necessary.  The court dismissed all of Buechler’s claims on summary judgment.  Buechler appeals.     
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2)
No.: 29899-0-III
Case Name: State of Washington v. Richard D. Bunch

County: Kittitas

Case Summary: A jury found Richard Bunch guilty of first degree kidnapping, luring, first degree rape, first degree rape of a child with a predatory finding, and first degree child molestation with a predatory finding.  The convictions stemmed from Bunch’s sexual attack on a nine-year-old girl.  The sentencing court merged the kidnapping conviction (count 1) into the first degree rape conviction (count 3) for offender score purposes and imposed a 318-month minimum term for count 3.  The court imposed concurrent standard range sentences for the other counts, the longest being a 318-month minimum term for the predatory first degree child rape (count 4).  The court then imposed an exceptional sentence by ordering the count 3 rape sentence served consecutively with the other concurrent counts.  Bunch appeals.  
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3) 
No.: 28953-2-III, consolidated with no. 28955-9-III
Case Name: State of Washington v. Dimitri Rey Mandapat

County: Yakima
Case Summary: Dimitri Mandapat was charged with two counts of second degree rape under one cause number, and one count of second degree rape under a different cause number.  Each count was also charged as third degree rape in the alternative.  Each count pertained to a different victim.  The court ruled the victims’ testimony cross- admissible in both trials under RCW 10.58.090 (declared unconstitutional after Mandapat’s trial) and ER 404(b).  The court ultimately joined the cases for a single bench trial over Mandapat’s objection.  Mandapat was convicted of two counts of third degree rape and one count of second degree rape.  He appeals.
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4) 
No.: 28697-5-III


Case Name: State of Washington v. Paul Daniel Barr  


County: Yakima


Case Summary: Paul Barr, a martial arts instructor, was charged in the alternative with two counts of second degree child rape and two counts of second degree child molestation for allegedly perpetrating sexual acts upon one of his students.  The trial court admitted testimony under RCW 10.58.090 (declared unconstitutional after Barr’s trial) and ER 404(b) from another of Barr’s students who claimed Barr carried out similar sexual acts with her.  During voir dire, the trial court questioned a prospective juror at a sidebar conference outside Barr’s presence.  The jury found Barr guilty of two molestation counts and made special verdict findings of ongoing pattern of sexual abuse and use of a position of trust to facilitate commission of the crimes.  The court imposed a 120-month exceptional sentence and 36 months of community custody.  Barr appeals.  
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5) 
No.: 29121-9-III, consolidated with no. 29123-5-III
Case Name: Public Utility District No. 1 v. State of Washington and Peter       Goldmark, et al 
County: Okanogan

Case Summary: Okanogan County Public Utility No. 1 (PUD) is preparing to construct a new electrical transmission line and substation between Pateros and Twisp, in the Methow Valley.  The project requires the PUD to obtain an easement over school trust land managed by the Washington Department of Natural Resources (DNR or State)—an agency administered by the Commissioner of Public Lands, Peter Goldmark.  The PUD filed a petition in superior court for condemnation of an easement against the State.  The court granted a motion by environmental group Conservation Northwest (CNW) to intervene.  Both CNW and DNR filed motions for summary judgment, arguing that PUD lacks the authority to condemn school trust land.   The court denied these motions, granted a cross motion for summary judgment filed by PUD, and entered an order of public use and necessity for the easement.  CNW appeals the order of summary judgment and the order of public use and necessity.  PUD cross appeals the order granting intervention to CNW.  The Attorney General declined to appeal on behalf of the State despite the Commissioner’s request to do so.  The Supreme Court ordered that the Attorney General’s office must prosecute an appeal on behalf of the Commissioner.  See Goldmark v. McKenna, 172 Wn.2d 568, 583, 259 P.3d 1095 (2011).            
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6) 
No.: 30554-6-III


Case Name: Marlin Leasing Corporation v. Associated Credit Service, Inc.

County: Spokane

Case Summary: Marlin Leasing Corporation sued Associated Credit Service, Inc., in the Pennsylvania Municipal Small Claims Court in Philadelphia for breach of a contract containing provisions that the agreement was governed by the laws of Pennsylvania; that any suit shall be brought in state or federal court in Pennsylvania; and that the parties irrevocably consent and submit to the jurisdiction of such courts.  Associated Credit accepted service by mail in Spokane, but did not appear in Pennsylvania to defend the suit.  Marlin Leasing obtained a default judgment.  Associated Credit filed a motion in Spokane County Superior Court to vacate the foreign judgment, contending the Philadelphia municipal court lacked subject matter jurisdiction because it was not a “state or federal” court, and that the Philadelphia court also lacked personal jurisdiction because service by mail was improper under Washington law.  The superior court denied the motion to vacate.  Associated Credit appeals.                           
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7) 
No.: 30039-1-III, consolidated with no. 30041-2-III; 30040-4-III

Case Name: In re the Welfare of J.B.

County: Spokane
Case Summary:  The Spokane County Superior Court terminated J.S.’s parental rights to her three children: J.B., S.S., and J.S., after finding the State proved each of six required elements under RCW 13.34.180(1), including those contested by Ms. S. that the State provided all necessary services; that there is little likelihood that conditions will be remedied in the near future; and, that continuation of the parent-child relationship clearly diminishes the children’s prospects for early integration into a stable and permanent home.  RCW 13.34.180(1)(d),(e),(f).  Ms. S. also contested the court’s conclusion that termination of parental rights was in the children’s best interests.  In rendering its decision, the court excused the State’s failure to provide court-ordered mental health services based upon its finding the services would be futile.  Prior to trial, the court denied Ms. S’s motion for continuance pending her successful graduation from inpatient drug treatment.  Ms. S. appeals the termination orders.      
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