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1)
No.:  31222-4-III

Case Name:  State v. Douglas Earl Meyer

County:  Benton

Case Summary:  Douglas Meyer was convicted of second degree rape in 1992.  After he was released from incarceration, he eventually relocated to Benton County, where he lived for approximately seven years without registering as a sex offender.  In 2009, he was charged with failing to register as a sex offender.  He moved to dismiss the charge on the basis that his underlying conviction, an essential element of the crime of failure to register, was unconstitutional due to ineffective assistance of counsel.  The motion was denied and he was found guilty as charged.  He appeals.
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2) 
No.:  31668-8-III

Case Name:  John Jensen v. Lincoln County

County:  Spokane

Case Summary:  John Jensen is the assistant foreman of Lincoln County’s rock crushing crew.  On a typical day, Mr. Jensen would drive his car to the county shop, pick up a county vehicle, and drive up to three hours to a rock crushing site.  Lincoln County did not require its workers to use county vehicles, but provided a vehicle for those who wished to use it.  The county’s collective bargaining agreement states that the rock crushing crew’s work day does not included travel time, but that transportation will be provided to and from the work site.  Mr. Jensen unsuccessfully tried to get the union and the county to negotiate travel time compensation for the crusher crew.  He then sued the county for compensation for the time he spends commuting between work sites.  The Spokane County Superior Court granted Lincoln County’s motion for summary judgment dismissal of Mr. Jensen’s suit.  He appeals.
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3)
No.:  31407-3-III

Case Name:  State v. Paul Carey Hartzell

County:  Asotin

Case Summary:  In 2012, a Clarkston drug store employee called police and reported that a man, Paul Hartzell, had purchased a syringe, entered the drug store bathroom, and had not come out after 25 minutes.  Police officers responded and coaxed Mr. Hartzell out of the bathroom.  Mr. Hartzell appeared to be under the influence of drugs.  He claimed that he had given himself a testosterone injection.  An officer patted him down and found a used syringe.  In response to police questions, he stated that he had a prescription for testosterone.  When officers called Mr. Hartzell’s doctor, however, they learned that his prescription had been cancelled a month earlier.  The police then arrested Mr. Hartzell for making a false or misleading statement.  In a search incident to the arrest, they found a baggie of methamphetamine.  He was charged with unlawful possession of methamphetamine and making a false or misleading statement to a public servant.  Mr. Hartzell moved to suppress the evidence, arguing lack of probable cause.  He also moved to dismiss on the basis that he had evidence that he had purchased a five-month supply of testosterone two months earlier.  The motions were denied and a jury found him guilty of both charges.  He appeals.
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4) 
No.:  31617-3-III

Case Name:  Ginger M. Smith v. Michel Lundy

County:  Spokane

Case Summary:  Michel Lundy negligently T-boned Ginger Smith in an automobile accident.  Ms. Smith sued Mr. Lundy for damages, claiming that she suffered a permanently debilitating closed head injury.  One of Mr. Lundy’s medical experts—Dr. Ronald Klein—claimed that Ms. Smith had not suffered a permanent disability and was malingering.  Ms. Smith moved to exclude the malingering defense and particularly the testimony of Dr. Klein.  She supported the motion with a declaration by a neuropsychologist who stated that Dr. Klein’s diagnosis departed from generally accepted standards in the neuropsychological community.  The trial court limited Dr. Klein’s malingering testimony, but denied Ms. Smith’s motion to exclude the opinions of Mr. Lundy’s other experts, who based their opinions in part on Dr. Klein’s findings.  The jury found in favor of Ms. Smith, awarded her damages for past wage loss, medical, and non-economic damages, but awarded nothing for future damages.  She appeals the judgment and the orders regarding Dr. Klein and Mr. Lundy’s other experts.   
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5)
No.:  32222-0-III

Case Name:  West One Automotive Group, Inc. v. Samuel C. Alvarez and Roberta A. Alvarez

County:  Yakima

Case Summary:  Samuel and Roberta Alvarez went to the West One Automotive dealership to trade in their 2003 GMC Avalanche on the purchase of a 2006 Cadillac.  A West One employee who inspected the Avalanche failed to notice a sticker on the doorpost indicating that it was “branded” as a rebuilt totaled car.  The Alvarezes contend they did not know that the Avalanche had been totaled.  They signed a seller’s disclosure warranting that the Avalanche’s title was not branded.  The disclosure stated that West One was entitled to rescind the sale and recover damages and attorney fees for any breach of the agreement.  Later, West One learned that the title was branded and demanded that the Alvarezes buy back the Avalanche for the amount West One had paid for it.  The Alvarezes offered to unwind the sale of the Cadillac and pay West One for the Avalanche.  West One refused to take back the Cadillac and sued the Alvarezes for breach of contract.  The Alvarezes defended on the basis that West One failed to mitigate its damages by rescinding the sale.  They also countersued for Consumer Protection Act violations.  The jury returned a verdict for West One on all claims, but the trial court ruled in favor of the Alvarezes on the mitigation defense.  Accordingly, the trial court ruled that neither party had prevailed for purposes of awarding attorney fees.  The Alvarezes and West One appeal.
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No.:  31078-7-III

Case Name:  State v. Clay Martin Hull

County:  Yakima

Case Summary:  One night in December 2010, Clay Martin Hull stopped his truck on a neighborhood street in Yakima to urinate outside.  His girlfriend was a passenger.  She testified that he walked behind the truck, she heard multiple shots, he returned, and he told her as he drove away that he was going to “clean up the neighborhood.”  Mr. Hull later stated that he was attacked by two Doberman Pinschers and fired at them for self-protection.  The yard next to Mr. Hull’s truck was fenced and contained two Dobermans, one of which was confined in a backyard dog run.  The other Doberman, who was allowed to roam in the fenced yard, was later found in the front yard with gunshot wounds that she survived.  After Mr. Hull took his girlfriend home that night, she called police and reported that Mr. Hull had been driving drunk and shooting in the neighborhood.  Later that night, he called and texted her that she should tell the police the dog had attacked him.  The State charged Mr. Hull with drive-by shooting, first degree animal cruelty while armed with a firearm, and tampering with a witness.  At trial, Mr. Hull’s proposed self-defense instruction was rejected.  The jury found him guilty of drive-by shooting and first degree animal cruelty and the trial court imposed a standard range sentence.  Mr. Hull appeals.  
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