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WELA’s Statement of Additional Authority is argumentative,
irrelevant, and should be stricken. It is argumentative because it goes well
beyond simply identifying the issue for which the authority is being
offered. =~ Most of the Statement is WELA’s own argumentative
characterization of the holding of that authority, which is not authorized
by RAP 10.8. This argument is not, as WELA suggests, necessary for the
Court to determine its significance, as the Court routinely aﬁd capably
handles Statements of Additional Authorities that lack such argument.

Further, WELA’s opposition to the Motion to Strike shows why
the authority provided is not relevant to this case. WELA acknowledges
that Alonso concerns the ability of an employment discrimination plaintiff
to defeat summary judgment through the uée of direct e\}idence. Yet, as
the College has previously stated, this issue is not properly a part of this

case, as Ms. Scrivener did not argue that she had offered direct evidence
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an.d, as a result, the Court of Appeals in this case did not conduct a direct
evidence analysis. WELA does not address, much less dispute, this point.
As WELA recognizéd in is ami»cus brief, this Court held over a decade ago
that the analysis on summary judgment regarding employment
discrimination claims differs depending on whether a plaintiff claims he or
she has presented direct or indirect evidence of discriminatory intent.
Amicus Br. at 7 (citing Hill v. BCTI Income Fund-1, 144 Wn.2d 172, 23
P.3d 440 (2001)). Thus, the analysis conducted by the Court of Appeals in
Alonso necessarily differed from the analysis in this case, rendering
Alonso irrelevant. The Court should strike WELA’s Statement of
Additional Authority.
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 6™ day of January, 2014.
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Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 9:14 AM

To: OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK

Cc: sdmcculloch@sdmiaw.net; jneedlei@wolfenet.com; Lanese, Christopher (ATG)
Subject: Scrivener v. Clark College - 89377-2 Filing

Attachments: ReplyRespMTS. pdf

Dear Clerk:

Attached please find Reply in Support of Respondent Clark College’s Motion to Strike in the above matter for
filing. Thank you!

<<ReplyRespMTS pdf>>

Melissa D. Kovrrnmaruwy
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