
Tracy, Mary 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK 
Friday, August 19, 2016 1:38PM 
Tracy, Mary 

Subject: FW: Proposed changes to CR 28(d), CR 28(e) and CR 30(b)(1) 

Supreme Court Clerk's Office 

Please note that any pleading filed as an attachment to e-mail will be treated as the original. Therefore, if a filing is bye
mail attachment, it is not necessary to mail to the court the original of the document. 

Questions about the Supreme Court Clerk's Office? Check out our website: 
http ://www.courts. wa .gov /appellate tria I courts/supreme/clerks/ 

Looking for the Rules of Appellate Procedure? Here's a link to them: 
http://www .courts. wa.gov I court rules/?fa=court rules.list&grou p=a pp&set=RAP 

Searching for information about a case? Case search options can be found here: 
http://dw.cou rts. wa .gov I 

From: Lisa Buell [mailto:Lisa@buellrealtime.com] 
Sent: Friday, August 19, 2016 1:37PM 
To: OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK <SUPREME@COURTS.WA.GOV> 
Subject: Proposed changes to CR 28(d), CR 28(e) and CR 30(b)(1) 

Dear Members of the Supreme Court: 

As a certified court reporter and local firm owner of Buell Realtime Reporting in Washington State, I am writing to urge 
you to adopt CR 28(d), (e), and CR 30(b)(1) for all of the reasons outlined in the GR 9 cover pages. 

I believe the adoption of CR 28(d) will provide quick remedies for violations of equal terms outlined in CR 28(c) that are 
regularly being engaged in by nationwide firms here in the state of Washington. 

I believe the passage of CR 28(e) will prevent court reporting firms from making changes to transcripts after the original 
transcript has been completed. It will prevent unethical and unscrupulous "stretching" of transcripts by reducing the 
characters per line established in RAP 9.2 and WAC 308-14-135 guidelines in order to create a longer transcript and 
charge higher fees for same to the consumers of our product. 

I think the adoption of CR 30(b)(1) requiring transparency and notification within the deposition notice to disclose the 
existence of any known contractual relationships between the noticing party, its counselor, a third party paying to 
record the noticed deposition and the person, court reporting firm, consortium, or other organization providing a court 
reporter for the noticed deposition is necessary to ensure all parties are aware of what could be considered a violation 
of CR 28(c), in that a court reporting firm that has a long-term contract with one of the parties is not a disinterested 

person under CR 28(c). 
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The foundation of our justice system is providing fair and equal access to justice for all. Third-party contracting gives the 
appearance of compromising the court reporter's impartiality and integrity and restricts the ability of the reporter to be 
accountable to the court, to the public, and, most importantly, to the individual litigant. Unfortunately, third-party 
contracts between court reporting firms and party litigants also circumvents counsel and their related ethical obligations 
to the courts. 

Thank you for publishing these proposed rules. I very much hope they will be adopted. 

Sincerely, 

Lisa Buell, RPR, CRR, CCR #2204 I Realtime Systems Administrator 

BUELL REALTIME REPORTING, LLC 
1325 Fourth Avenue 
Suite 1840 
Seattle, Washington 98101 
www.buellrealtime.com 

206 287 9066 1 Seattle 
360 534 9066 I Olympia 
509 624 32611 Spokane 
800 846 6989 I National 
206 287 9832 I Fax 
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