WASHINGTON STATE COURT OF APPEALS
DIVISION THREE

ISSUES SUMMARY FOR ORAL ARGUMENT

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


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


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

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

Date of Hearing:  Wednesday, March 16, 2016
Location:  500 N. Cedar St., Spokane
___________________________________________________________

10:00 a.m.
1)
No.: 337821

Case Name: Donald R. Swank, et al v. Valley Christian School, et al: 

County: Spokane

Case Summary: In 2009, the Washington legislature passed the Lystedt law, RCW 28A.600.190, entitled “Youth Sports – Concussion and Head Injury Guidelines.”   Andrew Swank, an Idaho resident, played football for Valley Christian School, located in Spokane Valley, Washington.  On September 18, 2009, Andrew sustained a concussion during a game. Dr. Timothy Burns, an Idaho physician, treated Andrew in Idaho and cleared him to return to play just before the next game.  On September 25, 2009, Andrew collapsed off the field after being tackled and later died.  In 2012, Andrew’s parents filed a wrongful death suit against Valley Christian School, head football coach Jim Puryear, assistant football coach Mike Heden, principal Derick Tabish, and Dr. Burns.  The trial court dismissed the claims against all defendants.  The Swanks appeal, contending the Lystedt law imposes gradual return to play standards that schools, coaches, and licensed health care providers must follow, thus giving rise to an implied statutory cause of action.  The Swanks also argue (1) Valley Christian School and Mr. Puryear violated both their common law duty to protect Andrew from injury and the duties imposed by the Lystedt law; (2) Mr. Puryear is not entitled to volunteer immunity, and none of the claims against Mr. Puryear are barred by the two-year statute of limitations for intentional torts; and (3) summary judgment against Dr. Burns was inappropriate because Washington courts have personal jurisdiction over him and Idaho’s two-year statute of limitations for professional negligence claims is inapplicable.
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​​_______________________________________________________________________
2) 
No. 331491

    
Case Name: State of Washington v. Sleater

    
County: Benton


Case Summary: Jaclyn Sleater owed money on three criminal charges in the form of legal financial obligations.  In April of 2014, she was in arrears on two cause numbers.  The Benton County Superior Court issued bench warrants, and the police arrested her.  During booking, police discovered methamphetamine on her.  The State charged her with unlawful possession.  Ms. Sleater moved to suppress the evidence, but the trial court denied the motion and found her guilty.  She appeals, arguing that the trial court erred in denying her motion to suppress because issuing an arrest warrant for failure to pay legal financial obligations without first issuing a summons is unreasonable under the Fourth Amendment.
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3)       No.: 329607

Case Name: State of Washington v. Gene Angelo Camarata 

County: Kittitas

Case Summary: Gene Camarata filed an online voter registration form and listed his residential address as “1001 E. 8th Ave., (#4) ELLENSBURG WA 98926.”  The next day, Mr. Camarata electronically declared his candidacy for a Democratic precinct committee officer (PCO).  Although Mr. Camarata previously resided at the above address, the apartment building had been burned to the ground.  The State of Washington charged Mr. Camarata with violation of voter registration laws and providing false information on a declaration of candidacy.  A jury found Mr. Camarata guilty.  On appeal, Mr. Camarata argues: (1) the evidence was insufficient to prove that he knowingly provided a false address on his registration form, knowingly provided false information on his declaration of candidacy, and that the acts were committed in Kittitas County; (2) the prosecutor committed misconduct; (3) the trial court violated his public trial right by conducing peremptory challenges at sidebar; and (4) the trial court erred by excusing a juror that had previously been convicted of a felony.  
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