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ISB]MPRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

Procrastination

Hon. Rick Carnaroli

Remember my last col-
Last month, I
| resolved to make a list and

umn?

be more otganized. It is
Thursday night, January 12,
and Pm sitting here in my
hotel room in Boise. The
Board of Commissionet’s meeting is
tomorrow at the Law Center. I am pte-
pared for that meeting, but it is ime fo start
writing this column... it is due tomorrow

morning,

So, what happenedr Did I treally have
writer’s block; or did this column carty a
lower priority than other things on my “To
Do” list? If T take a look in the mittor, I
can’t lie to myself. I am simply pressed into
action now by my own conscious and
unconscious choices to do other things
until now, when T know I have less than 24
hours to complete my column.

Procrastination is one of my demons.
But, ’'m not alone. It is part of human
nature to give the easy and more enjoyable
tasks priority and to save the time consum-
ing and more difficult or unpleasant tasks
for another time. And, it is my observation
in my years in the legal profession, that
lawyers are quite human in this regard. To
illustrate, let’s look at a file from start to
finish.

New files do sit on the corner of our
desks from time to time. Often, these files
contain the routine matters and familiar
issues that do not spatk any particular
interest for us. On occasion, they contain
difficult issues that we do not look forward
to working with. It is easy to put off wotk-
ing on these types of files, promising out-
selves that we’ll get to them tomottow.

But, we all know it is best not to allow
our files to gather dust. It doesn’t happen
often, but this is how statutes of limitation
are missed. This is how lawyers fail to file
timely notices of tort claim, timely post-
trial motions and timely notices of appeal.

If you are in a position that needs an
answer ot response, procrastination is dan-
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gerous. It is a very uncomfortable task for
a lawyer to file or for a judge to hear
motions to set aside default judgments. The
filing deadline has been missed. The client
is unhappy and the lawyer is embarrassed.
The judge is asked to take victory from the
party that obtained a judgment both quick-
ly and inexpensively.

As the case progresses and discovery

and motion practice take place, procrasti-
nation can find the spodight. Discovety is
often postponed to explore eatly settle-
ment. But then settlement discussion either
does not take place, ot is fruitless.
If the progress of the case stalls at the eatly
settlement discussion phase, procrastina-
tion results in motions for condnuance of
trial, or motions to extend pretrial dead-
lines for discovery ot motions. Hete again,
the client is unhappy because he or she had
a trial or hearing date. The lawyer, if not
embarrassed, is usually uncomfortable ask-
ing the judge for more time. In addition,
lawyer who needs more time is at the mercy
of both opposing counsel and the oppos-
ing party. Opposing counsel normally is
sympathetic to the lawyer who is short of
time, but his or her client may not give
authority to allow mote time for pretrial
motions or discovery, ot to continue trial.
'The judge has the equally unpleasant tasks
of either juggling the calendar to find new
dates, or of denying the motion.

The failure to file timely discovery
answers is another product of proctastina-
tion. Motions to compel and fot discovery
sanctions are not enjoyable experiences for
counsel on either side of the motion.
Judges do not teally enjoy hearing counsel
argue about discovery and sanctions
because these motions highlight the fact
that the progress of the case towatds reso-
lution has stalled.

Too often, true settlement discussion
does not take place until the days before
trial. It is hard to say that procrastination is
the cause of settlement on the courthouse
steps, but certainly there are cases that set-

tle only because the patties have not ade-
quately prepared for trial, or have put off
settlement discussions until the last minute.

Pethaps we should all strive for a little
less procrastination. Procrastination exac-
erbates the pressures that attend our daily
wotk and delays final resolution. Clients
want closure, Lawyers also want closure
and to be paid for their work. Judges want
to keep their dockets moving and give the
parties their day in court.

That being said, it is Friday motning in
Boise, Idaho. I am sitting hete in my hotel
room. This column is due and I'm editing
the last draft. T could have done this last
night, but decided it could wait until the
morning. I read the newspaper befote bed.
Better hustle. I've got a meeting an hour
from now. I think Tl start next month’s
column tomottrow....

The Hon. Rick Catnaroli swcceeded
Deb Kristensen as president of the ldaho State
Bar Board of Commissioners in July 2005. He is
serving a 12-month term as president and has been
a Bar Commissioner representing the 6th and 7th
Districts since 2003. He received his BA. from
Pacific University in 1980 and his |.D. from
Willamette University College of Law in 1985.
Judge Carnarolt was admisted to the Bar in 1985.
He was later admitted to practice in the ULS.
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit in 1993
and to the U.S. Supreme Conrt in 1999. Judge
Carnaroli engaged in litigation practice in both the
private and public sectors before taking the bench in
October 2004 as a magisirate judge in Bannock
County. He is the third member of the judiciary o
serve on the Bar’s Board of Commiissioners. Hon.
Rick  Carnaroli:  (208) 236-7322  or
rickd@co.bamnock.id.us



NEWSBRIEFS

ABA LEGAL OPPORTUNITY SCHOLARSHIP FOR 2006-2007 — The Scholarship Fund
is intended to encourage racial and ethnic minotity students to apply to law school and
to provide financial assistance to the recipients of the award. $5,000 of financial assis-
tance is awarded annually to each recipient attending an ABA-accredited law school. An
award made to an entering first-year student may be renewable for two additional years,
resulting in financial assistance totaling $15,000. Recipients are selected based on their
qualifications for the scholarship and not on the law school they plan to attend. You can
obtain an application by calling the ABA’s Policy & Governance Group (312) 988-5100,
or download a copy of the application from http://www.abanet.org/fje Completed
scholarship applications must be postmarked no later than March 1, 2006.

ABA SMYTHE GAMBRELL PROFESSIONALISM AWARDS — Nominations are now
being accepted for the Sixteenth Annual E. Smythe Gambrell Professionalism Awatds,
recognizing projects that enhance professionalism among lawyers. Bar associations, law
schools, law firms and other not-for-profit law related organizations are eligible for the
awards. The ABA Standing Committee on Professionalism, a component of the ABA
Center for Professional Responsibility, will present up to three awards of $3,500 each
during the 2006 ABA Annual Meeting in Hawaii. Award criteria include overall quality,
replicability, likelihood of continuation, innovation, success, substantive strength in the
area of professionalism, scope and other distinguishing features of the applicant pro-
grams. The deadline for entries is March 31, 2006. Entry forms, guidelines and informa-
tion about previous award recipients are available online at www.abanet.org/cpt/gam-
brelLhtm]. Questions regarding the awards should be directed to Kathleen Maher (312)
988-5307, e-mail: maherk@staff.abanet.otg,

MAGISTRATE JUDGE APPOINTED FOR FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT — David D.
Manweiler, has been appointed magistrate judge in Ada County. Previous to his
appointment he was a member of the law firm Manweiler, Manweilet, Breen and Ball,
PLLC, specializing as a litigation attorney. From 1986 to 1998, Mr. Manweiler was a
member of the firm Manweiler, Bevis and Cameron, P A, also specializing as a litigation
attorney. Since 1992, Judge Manweiler has served as an Adjunct Professor at Boise State
University, Department of Criminal Justice. Judge Manweiler holds a Bachelot's Degree
in Political Science from the University of Colorado at Boulder and a Juris Doctor from
the University of Idaho College of Law. He is a member of the American Bar
Association, Idaho State Bar, 4th District Bar Association, the Idaho Juvenile Rules
Committee, Idaho Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers, the Idaho Law
Foundation, the Idaho Trial Lawyers Association, the National Business Institute, and
Idaho Trial Lawyers Association (past president 2000-2001). Judge Manweiler also setves
on the Executive Committee, Children at Risk Evaluation Services (CARES) and the
Advisory Board of the Idaho Volunteer Lawyers Program (IVLP). Judge Manweilet's
court assignment will be to the Ada County juvenile court.

IDAHO LAWYER ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (LAP) — The LAP helps and supports
lawyers who are expetiencing problems associated with alcohol, drug and/ot mental
health issues. The program also focuses on educating legal professionals and theit fami-
ly and friends about the causes, effects and treatment of alcohol and drug dependency,
depression and mental health problems.

For further information, please contact the LAP by phone at (208) 323-9555, ot by
email: LAP@southwotthassociates.net John Southworth, LAP Program Coordinatot, is
also available 24 houts a day at (208) 891-4726.

2006-2007 IDAHO STATE BAR ANNUAL DIRECTORY (DESKBOOK) — The
DeskBook will be mailed the end of Aptil. If you receive the Advocate you will also
receive a copy of the DeskBook. If you would like more copies for your office please
call Bob Strauser (208) 334-4500 to place an otdet, ot access out website (Idaho.gov/isb)
to download an order form.

NATIONAL  BOARD  OF TRIAL
ADvVOcCACY (NBTA) NATIONAL
CERTIFICATION EXAM - attorneys inter-
ested in achieving national trial certifica-
tion in the specialties of civil, criminal,
family law trial advocacy and social securi-
ty disability advocacy should send an
NBTA application prior to March 1, 2006
to be eligible to sit for the April 22, 2006
examination. Contact information: Gwen
Coutu, NBTA, (508) 364-6565 or
wwwinbtanetotg http:/ /wwwhnbtanetorg.

NATIONAL  LEGAL  FICTION
WRITING COMPETITION FOR LAWYERS -
SEAK, Inc, a provider of continuing
education and professional training for
lawyers, is sponsoring the 5th Annual
legal fiction writing competition for
lawyers. The competition is open to any
licensed attorney in the US. and its tersi-
tories. A short story or novel excerpt in
the legal fiction gentre should be submit-
ted. There is no fee to enter the competi-
tion and authors will maintain the original
copyright to their materials. A cash prize
of $1,000 will be awarded to the First
Prize winner. The deadline for submis-
sions is June 30, 2006. For mote informa-
tion, interested attorneys should contact
Kevin J. Driscoll, Esq., at 508/548-4542,
ot kevin.driscoll@verizon.net
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IS ]MEXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

2005—The Year in Review

Diane K. Minnich

The Idaho State Bar
has completed another
year; a year with new
ideas and activities as

A

well as the administra-
tion of the Bat’s ongo-
“ing  programs and
responsibilities. Below ate the highlights of
the Bar’s work in 2005.

ADMISSIONS

The reciprocal admissions program,
in its fifth year, allows attorneys from
Oregon, Washington, Utah and Wyoming
to be admitted to the Idaho Bar without
taking the bar exam. Pursuant to
Resolution 05-2, the Bar plans to submit
proposed rules to the Idaho Supreme
Court allowing the Idaho State Bat to have
reciprocity with all other states that allow
reciprocal admission.

In 2005, 51 attorneys were admitted
through the reciprocal admission process.
Since the program began in October 2001,
272 attorneys have been admitted recipro-
cally.

Bar Exam
Year Applicants Pass Rate
2004 188 70%
2005 207 T4%

As of December 2005, of the 4,709
lawyers licensed by the Idaho State Bat,
3,691 were active members, 158 judges, 34
house counsel members, 819 affiliate
members, and 5 emeritus attorneys.

ISB Membership
12/04 12/05 Change
4,596 4,709 2.5%
DISCIPLINE

Although phone inquities and written
complaints remained steady, the numbet of
complaints opened again incteased consid-
erably as well as the number of ethics
questions handled by Bar Counsel and
Deputy Bat Counsel.

6 The Advocate - February 2006

Discipline

2004 | 2005 ‘Change
Phone inq. | 1433 | 1,343 -6%
Grievances | 413 344 -17%
Complaints | 112 185 65%
opened
Ethics 1,326 | 1,490 12%
questions

FEE ARBITRATION

The number of fee arbitration cases
filed in 2005 was comparable to 2004; 60
were opened in 2004, 57 cases were
opened in 2005.

Client Assistance Fund Claims
Year Claims Paid Total Paid
2004 10 $24,517
2005 16 $42,165

In 2005, 10 CAF claims were opened
and 23 cases were closed.

' Lawyer Referral Service
2004 2005 | Change
Calls 8,167 8,944 9.5%
Referrals | 5,451 6,090 | 10.5%

About 38 percent of those individuals
that receive a referral contact the attorney.
The LRS continues to work closely with
IVLP and other agencies to provide refer-
rals for callers to attorneys and other
appropriate services.

CASEMAKER

The Casemaker legal research library
continues to offer a comprehensive, easily
searchable, continually updated database
of caselaw, statutes and regulations. The
service is available to all Idaho State Bar
active members and judges. By the end of
2005 the service was offered in 23 states
and continues to improve and expand its
legal information database. To access
Casemaker, go to the ISB website,
www.idaho.gov/isb. Each eligible attorney
received a password; your username is
your Bar number. If you have any recom-
mendations for improving the Casemaker
services, please contact me.

ANNUAL MEETING

The 2005 Annual Meeting was held at
Templin’s Resort in Post Talls. Meeting
evaluations were positive although atten-
dance decreased from the previous years.
The Commissioners and staff continue to
considetr how to alter the annual meeting

so it appeals to more attorneys.
Suggestions are always welcome.

Annual Meeting

2004 2005 | Change

Boise Post

Falls

Total 396 286 -28%
Attendees )
Attorneys | 246 165 -33%
_Judges

CrT1ZENS’ LAW ACADEMY

The Citizens’ Law Academy (CLA), a
course that educates the public about the
legal system and profession, continues to
receive enthusiastic reviews from the par-
ticipants. The program expanded again in
2005; courses for the public patterned
after the CLA are now offered in all seven
judicial districts.

SECTIONS

One new section was established in
2005, the Law Practice Management
Section. The Sections of the Bar continue
to actively assist their members with edu-
cation, public service activities and oppor-
tunities to meet and work with attorneys
that practice in similar areas. Section mem-
bership increased slightly in 2005 from
2,192 in to 2,281.

The work of the Bar is accomplished
with the help of hundreds of volunteers
each year. The Idaho legal community is
committed to improving the profession
and serving the public. Special thanks for
the time, energy and expertise so many of
you devoted to serving the Bar.
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RECIPROCAL ADMISSIONS

The Idaho Supreme Court approved rules submitted by the Bar that allow reciprocal
admission with Oregon, Washington, Utah and Wyoming (Idaho Bar Commission Rule
204A). Under these rules, certain Idaho, Washington, Oregon, Utah and Wyoming
lawyers can apply to be admitted to practice in the other states without having to take
additional bar exams. The following lawyers were admitted to the practice of law in

Idaho.

Reciprocal Admission Applicants Admitted
(from December 1, 2005, to December 31, 2005)

Daniel K. Dygert
Logan, UT

University of Arigona
Admitted: 12/19/05

Lance M. Hester
Tacoma, WA

Seattle University
Admitted: 12/23/05

Marty E. Moore
Logan, UT

Florida State Universzty
Admitted: 12/19/05

Juliana Christine Matthews Repp
Spokane, WA

Gonzaga University

admitted: 12/14/05

DISCIPLINE

NOTICE TO SCOTT L. BURNUM
OF SERVICE OF
SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT

Pursuant to Idaho Bar Commission
Rule 523(a), the Idaho State Bar hereby
gives notice to Scott L. Burnum that the
Idaho State Bar has filed 2 Summons and
Complaint against him. ‘The Idaho State
Bar attempted to serve the Summons and
Compliant upon Mt. Burnum by certified
mail, return receipt requested at his
address as filed with the Idaho State Bar
and the certified mail was returned to the
Idaho State Bar as unclaimed. Please be
advised that service of these documents
upon Mt, Burnum shall be deemed com-
plete fourteen (14) days after the publica-
tion of this issue of The Advocate. Mr.
Butnum, please contact Brad Andrews,
Bar Counsel, at the Idaho State Bar, PO.
Box 895, Boise, ID 83701, (208) 334-
4500, to obtain copies of the Summons
and Complaint referred to in this notice.

MCLE Extensions

March 1, 2006 is the deadline for
the MCLE extension to complete
your MCLE requirements. Visit
our website at www.idaho.gov/isb
for information on upcoming
cousses, video/audio tapes and
online Contact the
Membership Department at (208)
334-4500 ot jhunt@isb.idaho.gov
if you have any questions on
MCLE compliance.

coutrses.
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Message from the Indian Law Section Chair

Rob Roy Smith
Morisset, Schlosser, Jozwiak & McGaw

In mid-November 2005, Indian country and Indian law lost
one of its great leaders, Vine Delotia, Jr. A member of the
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe, Vine Deloria was the consummate
champion of Indian rights — on the streets, in the media, in the
halls of Congress, and in the classroom.

As an author of mote than twenty books, he promoted tribal
self-determination. As a historian, he explained Indian cultural
beliefs. As an attorney and teacher, he worked tirelessly to affirm
tribal sovereignty and to protect sacred sites. Indian law practition-
ers, and indeed all of us, can learn much from Delotia’s wotds and
actions. Delotia once explained his philosophy as follows: “You
can bting up very radical things by using a moderate style.”” Using
this style, Deloria helped galvanize social and institutional change
that continues to be shaped and reshaped by Indian advocates
today.

As Indian advocates continue to push for change, the United

States Supreme Coutt often has the last word in shaping the lives
of Native Ameticans and the powers of tribal governments. The
Court has, in the 2005-2006 term alone, granted petitions for cer-
tiorari in two Indian law cases, denied certiorari in five other
Indian law cases, and another seven petitions for certiorari in
Indian law cases ate pending. Already argued this term is Wagon v.
Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation, 04-631, a case discussed in this
issue, the holding of which has the potential to dramatically
reshape state taxation of Indians and Indian tribes.
A number of othet impottant cases are waiting for a certiorari
decision. Patterson v. New Yotk, 05-550, is a classic Indian treaty
rights case presenting the question whether the Tuscarora Indian
Nation’s fishing rights, reserved in a 1794 Treaty, could have been
ceded to the United States by another Indian tribe. Skokomish
Indian Tribe v. Tacoma Public Utilities, 05-434, presents the
important question of whether a treaty allows for a cause of
action for damages against a state municipality for destruction of
on- and off-resetvation tribal fisheries. Also awaiting a possible
date with the Court is a state’s challenge to tribal authority to
enforce its tribal motor vehicle code off-reservation (Wagon v.
Praitie Band Potawatomi Nation, 04-1740). Suffice to say, this
could be a path-making term for Indian law.

Numetous other Indian law cases are being decided closer to
home. In Novembet, in Squaxin Island Ttibe, et al. v. Stephens,
(C3-39512, the United States District Court for the Western
District of Washington followed the Ninth Circuit’s lead in the
Idaho tribal fuels tax case Hammond v. Coeur d’Alene Ttibe, et al,,
finding that Washington’s motor fuels tax was barred as a matter
of federal law as applied to Indian tribes operating retail gasoline
stations within Indian tesetvatons, because the legal incidence of
Washington’s tax falls on the retailer. The court did not decide

whether Washington’s motor fuels tax illegally interferes with trib-
al economic development and should be preempted because the
ttibes’ fuel blending and resale operations generates on-reserva-
tion value. In Decembet, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals
heatd Pakootas v. Teck Cominco, 05-35153, a challenge brought by
the former chairman of the Colville Confederated Tribes, among
othets, to apply the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Act to conduct in Canada that con-
taminates pottions of the Columbia River located within the exte-
rior boundaties of the United States. And, in Idaho, a major Indian
law-related case came closet to finality in Match of 2005, when the
state of Idaho and the Nez Perce Tribe reached an historic agree-
ment addressing traditional Indian water rights and environmental
issues confronting all Idahoans in the Snake River Basin
Adjudication.

Only time will tell whether any of these cases will become
“landmarls” decisions in Indian law. Without question, however, as
the numbet of cases concerning Indian legal interests continue to
rise, it becomes incteasingly impotrtant for all Idaho practitioners
to be familiar with Indian law. In this issue of the Advocate, the
Indian Law Section is ptoud to provide an array of articles as
diverse and tich as the field of Indian law itself. From the interplay
between Latino and Indian issues in Idaho to questions of who
exercises jutisdicton over Indian children, section members
explote herein some important facets of this exciting practice. I
hope you find these atticles both interesting and helpful.

ABOUT THE AUTHOR

Rob Roy Smith is an associate attorney for the Seattle law firm of
Morisset, Schlosser, Jozmiak @& McGaw. The firm practices Indian law
excclusively. The firm represents clients in three cases that are pending for cer-
tiorari this Term. He is former in-house counsel for the Neg Perce Tribe. He
is a co-founder of the Indian Law Section and currently serves as the Section’s
Chair.
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Alternatives to Incarceration for Tribal and Latino Juveniles

Natalie Camacho Mendoza
Camacho Mendoza Law Office

The Native American and Latino communities share ptiori-
ties in many areas, including the area of public safety. To that end,
Tribal leaders and Latinos have held discussions regarding outr
youth and Idaho’ juvenile justice system. I have been fortunate to
meet with Tribal leaders from the five Native Ametican Tribes in
Idaho, as an attorney and advocate for Idaho’s Latino community.

The insidious nature of substance abuse, particulatly
methamphetamine use, in both the Native American and Latino
communities, as well as the recent focus on gang activity, particu-
latly Latino gangs, it Idaho has caused both communities to con-
sider preventative measures to save out youth from possible incat-
ceration or repeated experiences with law enforcement and the
corrections system.

THE PROBLEM:

DISPROPORTIONATE INCARCERATION OF YOUTH OF COLOR

A disproportionate numbet of youth of color are held in
detention nationwide. Duting the petiod of 1983 to 1997, the
numbers of white youth in detention dropped, while the number
of minority youth in detention rose to reptesent the majority of
youth in detention.! Four out of evety five new youth detained
were youth of color.2

Research conducted by the Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention (a component of the United States
Department of Justice), and the Building Blocks for Youth (a
grant-supported alliance of youth advocates, researchers, law
enforcement professionals, and community organizets) has docu-
mented the impact on minority youth of policies that expand the
use of juvenile detention. According to their study, by 1997, in
thirty states, minority youth represented the majority of youth in
detention. This included states with small ethnic and racial minoxr-
ity populations. The study also showed that minority youth
detained exceeded their proportion to the general population in
every state, excluding Vermont.? Data shows that when white and
Latino youth with no prior admissions to a detention facility are
charged with the same offenses, Latino youth are three times more
likely to be incarcerated than white youth.

THE SOLUTION: CULTURALLY-SENSITIVE PROGRAMMING

In some instances, minority youth ate detained due to a belief
that detention is the only place they will receive treatment.> But
diversion programs have been particulatly helpful to minority
youth, Idaho has joined numerous other states in using diversion
programs, typically for non-violent and first time offenders. These
programs forgo formal court proceedings, instead referring juve-
niles to treatment or care programs. Diversion programs decrease
the rate of recidivism and avoid ot reduce the stigma associated
with a court conviction. They are used to improve 2 youth’s social
adjustment, strengthen family relationships, enhance self-esteem

10 The Adpocate - February 2006

and improve decision-making. Divetsion programs have also
reduced the cost for the state and can make a juvenile justice sys-
tem more efficient.6

While this is a step in the tight ditection, the Latino and
Native American communities agree that culturally- and linguisti-
cally-appropriate diversion programs are needed to imptove the
programs’ effectiveness and to give court officials mote options.
Both the Latino and 'Ttibal communities believe there are effective
models available that can be implemented in Idaho.

Linguistically accessible programs are especially necessaty
where a family does not speak English, ot has limited English pro-
ficiency. In such instances, patents ot guardians can be cut off
from communication between their childsren and decision-
makers in the court system, or lack a full understanding of the
judicial system’s expectations. Patticulatly, in cases where medical
or mental health matters are involved, communication is impot-
tant so that those involved will undetstand what is happening to
the youth.

Further, interpretation of results of assessments can be mis-
takenly interpreted if those working within the system do not have
the necessary language and/or cultural competency skills. Without
the appropriate bilingual services, it becomes problematic to com-
municate with parents, guardians or families about treatment,
counseling and after-care plans for the youth.” Cultural differences
can also cause misunderstandings between families and personnel
in the justice system.8

The Annie E. Casey Foundation has funded studies in sever-
al counties in the United States on the issue of disproportionate
minority youth confinement.” One such study showed that two
counties that had successfully addressed the issue include Santa
Cruz County, California and Multnomah County, Oregon. These
counties have implemented culturally sensitive programs, thereby
improving relationships with communities of color and decteasing
the numbers of minorities detained in facilities. These counties
also increased the number of contracts given to minority-run
community-based organizations providing services to youth; by
seeking out people in the community who could make these pro-
grams work and thereby creating a closer relatonship with com-
munities of color. Changes were also made to make assessment
tools more culturally sensitive so as to avoid detaining more
minority youth than necessary.

Santa Cruz County recognized the need to have bilingual staff
and set goals to increase the number of bilingual staff to match
the number of Latino youth in detention.! The changes Santa
Cruz County made decreased their overall detention rate for
Latinos by 43 percent.!1

Multnomah County established a seties of detention alterna-
tives accessible to youth of color that included shelter care, foster



care, home detention, and day reporting centers. To implement
these alternatives, the county contracted with sexvice providers in
communities of color where the majority of the youth lived.
Cultural training was conducted to raise awareness about overrep-
resentation of youth of color in conjunction with implementation
of substantive and practical management strategies.’> Between
1994 and 2000, the numbetr of Latinos admitted to Multhomah
County detention dropped by half.13

The Saginaw Chippewa Tribe, located in Michigan, has also
implemented juvenile diversion programs, recognizing the impot-
tance of viewing the problem from social, community, and indi-
vidual perspectives. The Tribe’s program evaluates the juvenile’s
family structure and needs, understanding that a diversion pro-
gram works when it involves the whole family and community.
The Tribe teaches culturally relevant parenting skills and provides
community suppott for the healing the family needs.14 It also pro-
motes community involvement, offering suppottive telationships
with authotity figures and develops age-appropriate community
tesources to foster a sense of cultural and histotical identity.1®
Further, the Tribe has created an envitonment in which members
of the community are proactive, establishing standards of educa-
don, community behavior, individual behavior and a core set of
values that ate acceptable to all.16

As the Tribe has recognized, without a connection to commu-
nity and family, a child is at risk for alienation and a sense of dis-
connect. If youth feel no one cates, they may turn to criminal
activity in order to find some attachment to a larger identity. It is
this factor that makes gang activity attractive to both Latinos and
Native American youth. The gang becomes their larger identity, a
replacement for their own family or community!”.

CONCLUSION

Funding of diversion programs is always an issue and con-
cern. One possible soutce of funding for substance abuse diver-
sion programs, however, is the federal Access to Recovery
(“ATR?”) grant program.1® The state of Idaho has received a $23
million ATR grant to be used over the next three years for the pur-
pose of imptoving access to substance abuse treatment and
improving treatment outcomes. Specifically, the grant is to be uti-
lized to provide services to certain underserved priority groups in
Idaho, including Native Ametican populations and Latinos.
Diversion programs tailoted to these two communities would be a
beneficial use of these dollars. Diversion programs as a whole cost
Idahoans less money than juvenile detention, possible future
recidivism and incatceration in adult prisons. This investment now
will benefit all of Idaho.
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The Changing Landscape of Indian Estate Planning and Probate
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Without a historical perspective, Indian law can be a mystifying collection of

inconsistencies and anachronisms.

Seventy-one years ago, Felix Cohen, a prominent scholatr and
writer in the field of Indian law, asserted that an historical perspec-
tive is necessary for a clear view of the field of Indian law, which
otherwise would seem complex and mystetious. An examination
of the law pertaining to Indian wills and probate, however, tends
to disprove Cohen’s theory. Even with historical perspective, this
body of law remains a mystifying collection of inconsistencies and
anachronisms to practicing attorneys, and even more so to the
Indian people whose lives are affected by the myriad of statutes,
court decisions, treaties and administrative regulations that define
this body of law, Law pertaining to Indian wills and probate serves
as a good illustration, if not a prime example, of a discrete but
extremely complex body of law that has histotically impacted and
continues to impact the lives and property of Indian people direct-
ly and indirectly.

The history itself is complex. In summary, it began when ttib-
ally-owned reservations wete sutveyed, divided into parcels of 80
to 160 acres and conveyed to individual tribal members pussuant
to the General Allotment Act of 1877! and other acts and treaties.
These laws reflected a policy that was aimed at eliminating the
need for tribal existence and the guardian-ward relationship? by
having Indian people turn to agricultural pursuits. Allotted patcels
ot “Allotments,” were held in trust,3 which means that the United
States held legal title to the property while tribal membets held the
right to use the property under beneficial title.

The Allotment Act required that upon the death of the allot-
tee, beneficial ownership would pass in accordance with state laws
of intestate succession.* The passage of undivided interests over
the generations since the Allotment Act was implemented has
resulted in allotments often having hundteds ot thousands of indi-
viduals holding undivided intetests in one allotment. This process,
often referred to as “fractionation,” has progressed to the point
where ownerships as small as one nine-millionth have been identi-
fied.> The allotment policy was ultimately recognized as a failure®
because it resulted in the loss of over two thirds of Indian lands,
some 90,000,000 acres, from Indian ownership by 1934.7

'The probate of interests in trust allotments and trust person-
alty occurs through a federal probate process. The federal probate
process is backlogged, with some estates pending for years. Non-
trust assets in an Indian person’s estate may be subject to state and
tribal probate as well and, in some instances, probates in all three
jutrisdictions can be necessary.

In October 2004, Congress passed the American Indian
Probate Reform Act (“Ptobate Reform Act™)? which becomes
effective in June 2006. The purpose of the Probate Reform Act is
to slow ot reduce fractionation and facilitate consolidation of frac-
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Felix Cohen*

tionated interests through a revision of the law governing Indian
wills and probate. The Probate Reform Act is some 47 pages long.
Consequently, only a brief description of some of its provisions is
possible here. Generally, the Probate Reform Act encoutrages
Indian people to have wills drafted, if for no other reason, than to
avoid the effects of the Probate Reform Act if they were to die
intestate,

‘The Probate Reform Act authorizes Indian Tribes, subject to
some restrictions, to enact tribal probate codes that will govern the
descent and distribution of trust property in the federal probate
process.10 Tribal codes must be approved by the Sectetaty of
Interior and cannot violate federal law.

Testamentary rules, including the rules regarding who can
inherit trust property, are defined under the Act.!! Most interests
must be devised in trust to cligible heirs, though some interests
may be devised in fee to a non-Indian.!2 Howevert, a tribe with
jurisdiction over that patcel has the authority to interrupt the fee
transfer by paying fair market value to the Secretary of Intetior.!3
Without express language to the contrary, any devise to a class of
individuals will be presumed a joint tenancy with tight of sutvivor.
‘The Bureau of Indian Affairs is authotized to partition highly frac-
tionated allotments, which means that it may consolidate ownet-
ship of undivided interests in one owner instead of the traditional defini-
tion of partition.!#

Perhaps the most significant changes are found in the provi-
sions regarding intestate succession. Rules differ based upon
whether the testator’s undivided interest in trust or restricted land
is greater or lesser than five percent of the whole. If the interest
is less than five percent:

* Only a spouse residing on the parcel may take a life

estate,15

* Under the single heir rule, the remainder would go to

the oldest surviving child; if no sutviving child exists

then to the oldest surviving grandchild; if none, to the

tribe and, if none, then divided equally among co-own-

ers.16

* A third party purchase at probate is permitted without

the consent of the heir.1”

If the interest is greater than five percent, some of the provisions allow

the following;

¢ Interests will pass to surviving spouse in a life estate

without regard to waste and regardless of whether the

spouse resides on the parcel at the time of death.18

* Remainders pass to children who ate eligible heirs in

equal shares by right of tepresentation.!?

* If no children survive then to grandchildten, then



great-grandchildren, then to sutviving parents, then to
surviving siblings, then to tribe unless a co-owner offers
to purchase the interest.?0

* Interests may be purchased at probate only with the
consent of the intended heirs.2!

A thorough study of the Act is necessaty to grasp the multitude of
changes it creates.

For many years, the Bureau of Indian Affairs (“BIA”) drafted
wills for tribal membets, In April of 2005, the BIA announced that
it would no longer provide this setvice and it would no longer
store wills as it had previously done for decades. These announce-
ments, coupled with the substantial changes wrought by the
Probate Reform Act, created a vast void in terms of estate plan-
ning services as well as advice and information to tribal members.

The Institute for Indian Estate Planning and Probate
(“Institute”) was established in May of 2005 and opened its doots
at the Seattle University School of Law on August 1, 2005, with
the mission of attempting, at least in patt, to meet these needs in
Indian Country. The Institute oversees three estate planning proj-
ects funded by the Indian Land Tenute Foundation,?? is adminis-
tering a $519,000 contract with the Depattment of Intetior for
estate planning pilot projects in the Notrthwest and Great Plains
regions, will work to establish new projects as funding permits, will
engage in fund-raising activities to support this work and will pro-
vide training at all levels on estate planning in Indian Countty,
including training on the new Probate Reform Act. The Institute
will host a national symposium on the Probate Reform Act and
estate planning in Indian Countty on Match 14 and 15, 2006, at
the Seattle University School of Law. Mote information about the
Institute is available at http://www.indianwills.otg.
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Doe v. Mann: The Indian Child Welfare Act,
The Rooker-Feldman Doctrine, and Public Law 280

Clay Smith
Idaho Attorney General’s Office

Most lawyers in Idaho and elsewhere encounter Indian law issues
tarely if at all. One area whete ordinary practitioners may cross paths
with Indian law is in child custody matters subject to the Indian Child
Welfare Act. Although lidgation under this statute has been limited
almost entirely to state court proceedings, a recent Ninth Circuit Court
of Appeals decision—Doe u Mann—presages greater lower federal
coutt supetvision over state court decision-making, This article uses
Mann as an opportunity to explore not only the Act's basic require-
ments in a state like Idaho that has elected under federal law to assume
jutisdiction over neglect and abuse proceedings arising on reservation,
but also the potential for increased lower-federal court oversight.

Passed in 1978, the Indian Child Welfare Act ICWA)! responded to
what Congress viewed as "[tlhe wholesale separation of Indian chil-
dren from their families” through various methods of state court vol-
untaty ot involuntary termination of parental rights or other removal
of Indian children from their families."? Its impottance can be seen in
one telling statistic: 46 percent of all repotted state court decisions
issued between July 2004 and June 2005 and digested under the West
system's "Indians” topic heading involved ICWA-related questions.>

Because ICWA focuses on state court "child custody proceedings,"*
federal court decisions have been infrequent. The Ninth Circuit's
recent decision in Doe # Mann> however, may signal a change to
greater federal judicial oversight of state court decision- making, Mann
also does double duty by addressing another question significant to
Idaho practitioners: the proper application of Public Law 280.% That
1953 statute, as amended, ditected six states and permitted others to
assume civil and ctiminal jusisdiction over Indian country within their
botders.” Idaho opted to assume jurisdiction over cettain civil and
ctiminal mattess, including "dependent, neglected, neglected and
abused childten” and "domestc reladons,” in 1963.8 After a short
summary of ICWA's substantive provisions, the Ninth Circuit's rea-
soning in Mann and the decision's possible ramifications with respect
to (1) collateral federal-court review of state child custody determina-
dons and (2) the scope of the ICWA "referral jurisdiction” obligation
in Idaho ate discussed.

THE INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT: A BRIEF OVERVIEW

The ICWA imposes varjous procedural and substantive obligations
on state courts when an "Indian child"? is the subject of a child cus-
tody proceeding, Central among these obligations are certain limita-
tions on the exercise of state court jurisdiction. Tribes, thus, are given
exclusive jutisdicdon over all child custody proceedings when the
Indian child resides of is domiciled on the involved tribe’s reservation
“except where such jutisdiction is vested in the State by existing
Federal law” or the child is a ward of the tribal court.!0 In foster care
and parental rights termination proceedings (but not preadoptive or
adoptive placement matters) when the child is not domiciled or does
not reside on resetvation, the state coutt is required "in the absence of
good cause to the contrary" and subject to tribal court declination, to

14 The Advocate - February 2006

"transfer [the] ptoceeding to the jutisdiction of the [child's] tribe,
absent objection by a patent, upon the petition of either parent or the
Indian custodian or the Indian child’s tribe."1! Notice of the right to
intervene in the state court proceeding must be given to any non-party
patent or "Indian custodian” and to the child's tribe.1? The "referral
jurisdiction” subsection contains no federal law exception comparable
to the proviso in the "exclusive jurisdiction" subsection.

The ICWA supplements state law requitements in child custody pro-
ceedings over which state courts exercise jurisdiction. As to foster care-
placement and parental tights termination proceedings, the party seck-
ing the placement ot termination must establish both "that active
efforts have been made to provide remedial services and rehabilitative
programs designed to prevent the break up of the Indian family and
that these efforts have proved unsuccessful"!3 and that continued cus-
tody by the patent or Indian custodian will result in setious emotional
ot physical damage to the child.!* As to preadoptive and adoptive
placement proceedings, ICWA prescribes various safeguards aimed at
ensuring that parental consent is voluntary!® and allows any adoption
consent to be withdrawn ptiot to the final dectee.16 Last, as to state-
court placement determinations, the statute mandates that certain
prefetences be followed, absent good cause, which favor placement
with the child's "extended family," with another tribal member or
Indian, or with a tribally or Indian-organization sanctioned alterna-
tive.17

The ICWA also authotizes collateral review of state-coutt child cus-
tody proceeding orders:

Any Indian child who is the subject of any action for foster
care placement ot termination of parental rights under State law;
any patent ot Indian custodian from whose custody such child
was removed, and the Indian child's tribe may petition any court
of competent jutisdiction to invalidate such action upon a show-
ing that such action violated any provision of sections 1911,
1912, and 1913 of this title.!8

The statute thus limits challenges to its jutisdictional requirements
and compliance with its standards for the conduct of foster care,
patental tights termination and adoptive placement proceedings, there-
by excluding actual placement determinations claimed as inconsistent
with § 1915, Prior to Mann, little federal coutt tecoutse to the collater-
al review provision had been made,!? and that component of the law
was described by one commentator as a "toothless saber."20 The
ICWA further authotizes collateral challenges to consensual parental
rights termination orders and adoptive placements where the consent
was obtained by fraud or dutess.

DoE v. MANN

The plaintff in the Mann litigation is a mother whose parental rights
were terminated in a California child custody proceeding, She is a
member of a federally recognized ttibe and resided on its reservation



with her child, also a tribal member, at the time of the proceeding, The
mother did not appeal the supetior coutt's termination order but
instead sought federal court review under § 1914 a year and a half after
the order's issuance? A number of issues were raised in the com-
plaint, and the disttict court issued a decision in 2003 that resolved, znzer
alia, whether the Rooker-Feldnran docttine—which generally precludes a
collateral attack on a state court judgment in the lower federal
courts?>—applies in light of § 1914 and, if not, whether the mothet's
tribe possessed exclusive jutisdiction ovet the child custody proceeding
through operation of § 1911(2).2* The district court answeted both
questions in the negative, reasoning that "secdon 1914 grants federal
courts the power to review state custody proceedings such as those
here"?> and that Public Law 280 constituted an "existing Federal law"
for purposes of deptiving the tribe of exclusive jurisdiction under
§ 1911(2).2 The later holding provided the basis for the mother's
appeal to the Ninth Circuit. The coutt of appeals’ analysis was substan-
tially more otnate, but it reached the same conclusion as to both issues.

ROOKER-FELDMAN DOCTRINE ANALYSIS

Like the district coutt, the Ninth Circuit addressed the Rooker-
Feldman issue first and similarly found the mothet's suit, as a direct chal-
lenge to the state court judgment, to be within the doctrine's nominal
scope.2” That fact, howevet, was not deemed dispositive because "[the
Constitution does not command the Rooker-Feldman docitine” and it
therefore can be negated by Congtess—as through habeas corpus with
respect to state criminal convictions and through the exetcise of bank-
ruptcy jusisdiction with respect to the discharge of state judgments
related to debts.29 The issue then became, in the coutt of appeals' view,
whether the phrase "any court of competent jutisdiction" in § 1914
encompassed federal district courts.30

In resolving that issue of statutory construction, the Ninth Ciscuit
rejected the proposition that § 1914 itself embodies a grant of subject
matter jurisdiction. The critical question consequently became whether
it creates an implied right of action to challenge state court child cus-
tody proceeding orders that, in turn, gives tise to jurisdiction under 28
US.C. § 133131 The court professed little difficulty on this score,
pointing to the 1991 decision in Native 1llage of Venetie v. Alaska®?
which found an implied right of action with tespect to ICWA's full
faith and credit provision in 25 US.C. § 1911(d).33 The existence of
such jurisdiction meant, in its view, that the district court was a "court
of competent jutisdiction" for § 1914 purposes.34

PuBLIC Law 280 ANALYSIS

The analysis then shifted to the effect of California's status as a
Public Law 280 state. The panel uldmately rejected the state officials'
position that the California child dependency statute falls within Public
Law 280's grant of criminal jutisdiction but accepted their alternative
argument that the statute is encompassed within Public Law 280's
extension of state civil jurisdicdon over Indian country. The coutt's
analysis was elaborate and, with tespect to the scope of Public Law 280
civil jurisdiction, the most extensive ever undertaken by a federal court.
The court largely wrote on a clean slate because few federal and court
decisions of any relevance exist, and it was therefore required to "nav-
igate the question whether California propetly exercised jutisdiction
over [the involved child's] dependency proceeding without much of a
compass."35

The court of appeals considered fitst the possible applicability of
Public Law 280's ctiminal jutisdicion component. It found the
California's child dependency statutory scheme outside the grant of
criminal jurisdiction because "[o]verall" that scheme is "aimed at pro-
moting the best intetests of the child, not at prohibiting conduct."36
Thus, "[w]hile some of the circumstances that trigger the statute, such
as child abuse, may constitute criminal violations under different parts
of the California code, the statute itself does not tequite proof of a
criminal violation not does it prohibit such conduct."3” Dependency
proceedings, moreover, are not "punitive”" and are accompanied by
"procedural protections" that "lie somewhere between ctiminal and
civil in nature."3 The court reached the same conclusion when the
California statute was viewed with reference to the "shorthand" civil
regulatory/criminal prohibitory test adopted by the Supteme Court in
California v. Cabazon Band of Mission Indians3 That now commonly
applied test focuses on whether the regulated conduct "is generally
prohibited by the state” as inimical to public policy or "whether the
conduct is generally permitted by the state but subject to regulation."0
‘The court found that relying on tribes "fot protection of childten
against abuse and neglect did not violate the state's public policy"4!
and, as such, could not satisfy the ctiminal-prohibitoty standard—a
seeming non-sequitur since the conduct of individuals, not tribes, vis-a-
vis children is regulated under abuse and neglect laws.

Tutning to Public Law 280's civil side, the Ninth Circuit defined the
issue as whether a California child dependency proceeding is "civil
adjudicatory" of more "analogous to a regulatory statute." “2 The court
concluded that it was the former because "[a]t the heart of the ... pro-
ceedings is a dispute about the status of the child, a private individ-
ual."*3 As a consequence, "child dependency proceedings are more
analogous to the 'private legal disputes' that fall under a state's Public
Law 280 [civil] jurisdiction than to the [tax or gaming] regimes at
issue"# in the two principally relevant Supreme Court Public Law 280
decisions—Bryan u Itasca Connty*> and Cabazon.

Aside from its "abstract analysis of Public Law 280," the court of
appeals buttressed its conclusion with two tefetences to the 1953 law
in ICWA, "both of which indicate that Congress intended Public Law
280 states to have jurisdiction over dependency proceedings in Indian
country."46 Tt found the first of those references in § 1911(a) itself
through the "Federal law" exclusion and the second in 25 US.C.
§ 1918(a) that provides a procedure for tribes "which became subject
to State jurisdiction” under Public Law 280 to "teassume jurisdiction”
over such proceedings.*7 “Through use of the tetm 'teassume,” the
court reasoned, "Congress manifested its awateness that Public Law
280 states would continue to exetcise jutisdiction ovet child custody
proceedings, both voluntary and involuntary."#® Tt added that
"[slection 1918(a) would make little sense unless § 1911(2) permits
Public Law 280 states to exercise jutisdiction over child custody pro-
ceedings."*? The panel then rejected the mother's construction that
would have limited Public Law 280 jutisdiction to voluntary—e.g.,
consensual adoption—proceedings because of, most impottant, §§
1911(a) and 1918(a)'s references to "child custody proceeding(s]," a
term that is defined to include both voluntary and involuntaty pro-
ceedings. It deemed those references to teflect a "unitary concept” that
did not admit to a distinction between such proceedings.’® The moth-
er has filed a petition for writ of certiorari with the United States
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Suptreme Court seeking review of this aspect of the Ninth Circuit's
decision.5!

MANN’s POTENTIAL RAMIFICATIONS IN IDAHO
Increased Re-litigation of Child
Determinations

A value often emphasized in child custody and adoption matters is

stable, long-lasting reladonships between children and their biological,

Custody

adoptive ot foster parents.52 So, for example, one of the most con-
tentious issues under TCWA is whether the "best interests" of an
Indian child—which often will include the impact of an existing famil-
ial teladonship being distupted—should be considered in deciding
whether good cause exists not to transfer a child custody proceeding
to tribal court under § 1911(b).53 The child's best interests unquestion-
ably become central under the ICWA when actual permanent place-
ment is at issue.5* There are accordingly compelling reasons fot custo-
dial determinations to have finality, and a core question raised by Mann
is the extent to which § 1914 is intended to compromise that admitted
value—i.e., to what degtee do traditional principles of res judicata and
collateral estoppel, now often referred to as claim and issue preclusion,
cabin the potental for wholesale revisiting of settled child custody
decrees?

Primary among the areas where doubt exists is the role of res judica-
tz and collateral estoppel in the application of § 1914. The Tenth
Citcuit, as noted,>> has found both doctrines available in federal court
challenges by tribes to child custody proceeding orders. The state offi-
cials in Mann relied on these cases in advancing claim preclusion as a
basis for dismissal before the disttict court, but that court deemed the
Tenth Circuit reasoning inapposite because the involved tibes "had
fully litigated the issues in front of a state court, lost, and then tried to
have another 'bite at the apple’ in federal court.">¢ The mother here,
however, raised no ICWA-based defenses before the California ttial
coutt, and thus "[a]pplying the principles of preclusion to alleged irreg-
ulatites in the state custody proceedings . . . does not serve the judicial
interest in efficiency or finality."57 The Ninth Circuit did not discuss
the claim preclusion issue substantively, alluding to the Tenth Circuit
decisions only to observe that they did not consider the Rooker-
Feldman doctrine.>®

The availability of res judicata and collateral estoppel defenses in
challenges to previously entered child custody proceeding determina-
tions must be determined by reference to the law of the state where
the judgment was entered.”® The Ninth Circuit held prior to Mann
that, under California case law, the subject matter jutisdiction of a
court could be attacked collaterally if the issue had not been raised and
resolved in the prior litigation.%0 The Mann district court therefore
ptopetly concluded that the mother's claim concerning the improper
exetcise of state court jutisdiction was not barred by res judicara given
the absence of any ruling on the issue by the California courts.5! ‘The
same result likely would obtain were an Idaho judgment at issue, since
Idaho law appeats comparable to California's. Non-jurisdictional
defenses telated to mis- or non-application of §§ 1912 and 1913, in
contrast, should be susceptible to res judicata regardless of whether
actually litigated in the state child custody proceeding®? and to collat-
eral estoppel if actually lifigated.93 In that regard, the propet character-
ization of an alleged failure to transfer in accordance with § 1911(b) as
a jutisdictional or non-jutisdictional issue for preclusion purposes is a
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significant but undecided question.64

Impact of Public
Jurisdiction”

The Public Law 280 component of Mann's holding means that
California coutts need not be concerned over their ability to proceed
forwatd on the merits of child custody proceedings involving Indian
childten domiciled ot residing on teservation. The holding does not
address the obligation of those courts under § 1911(b) with respect to
Indian children who ate not domiciled ot resident within theit tribe's
reservation. That section, again, does not contain a "Federal law"
excepdon. If it is assumed that the referral duty under the latter provi-
sion continues unabated, the quite odd situation of being required to
refer a proceeding to a tribal court with respect to a child whose ties to
the tribe's community is likely to be far more attenuated than those of
a child whose proceeding is not subject to referral.

That Congtess would have intended such an anomalous policy result
seems imptobable. This improbability is suggested as a textual matter
by ICWA's Public Law 280 retrocession procedures. First, § 1918(2)
provides that "[a]ny Indian tribe” subject to Public Law 280 jurisdic-
tion "may reassume jutisdicton over child custody proceedings” by

Law 280 on “Referral

successfully petitioning the Secretary of the Interior. No reason exists
to construe the requited retrocession to distinguish between "child
custody proceedings” involving Indian children residing on reservation
and those tesiding off reservation. Second, § 1918(b) prescribes crite-
ria to guide the Secretary in making the retrocession determination.
Those ctiteria include the following:

In those cases whete the Sectretary determines that the jurisdictional
provisions of section 1911(a) of this title are not feasible, he is author-
ized to accept pardal retrocession which will enable tribes to exercise
referral jutdsdicdon as provided in section 1911(b) of this title, or,
whete approptiate, will allow them to exercise exclusive jurisdiction as
provided in section 1911(a) of this title over limited community or
geogtaphic areas without regard for the reservation status of the area
affected.05

Implicitin this authotization is the notion that the "teferral” to tribes
requited under § 1911(b) is conditioned on the tetrocession of "child
custody proceeding" jutisdiction for a tribe in a Public Law 280 state.
Any other construction renders superfluous the clause "which will
enable tribes to exercise referral jurisdiction as provided in section
1911(b)." The Ninth Circuit thus has contrasted non-Public I.aw 280
states with Public Law 280 states on the basis that, in the former, "the
state court must tefer the dispute to the appropriate tribal court unless
good cause is shown for the retention of state coutt jurisdiction” but
that, in the lattet, referral jurisdiction may be exercised only pursuant
to sectetatial authotization under § 1918 even though the tribe may
retain concuttent inherent authotity over custody determinations
affecting tribal children.

Nevertheless, a literal reading of § 1911(b) can support the proposi-
tion that the referral duty exists without reference to retrocession
under § 1918. This reading was adopted by the Alaska Supreme Court
in In re C.R.H.7 There, the court overruled Native VVillage of Newana v.
State Department of Health and Social S ervices,08 and two decisions adher-
ing to i, which had relied on § 1918 for the conclusion that no tefet-
ral jurisdiction existed with respect to off-reservation resident Indian
children.0 Tt reasoned that, in light of Congtess' failure to include a
"Federal law" exception in § 1911(b) and the subscction's explicit



extension to "any" state court proceeding for foster cate placement ot
termination of parental rights, the provision "authotizes transfer to
tribal courts regardless of whether ot how PIL. 280 otherwise affects
the tribes' jurisdiction."”? As to the rationale in Newana, the Alaska
court simply remarked in a footnote that the eatlier case "based its
analysis primarily on the language of ICWA section 1918" but that "we

now find that section 1911 and not section 1918 controls this legal

question."72

The obligation to comply with the referral jutisdiction requirement
where the Indian child's tribe is located in a Public Law 280 states pre-
sumably will receive further judicial attention at least in Ninth Circuit
states, given Mann and Native Village of Venetie, if only because §
1911 (b)-related notice issues account for a significant share of ICWA
litigation. It must be emphasized in this regard that the issue of Public
Law 280's effect will atise even where the forum is located in a non-
Public Law 280 state, since the logic of those decisions indicates that
the question is not whether the forum court is located in a Public Law
280 jugisdiction but whether the child's tribe is. It is equally important
to remember that even if no obligation exists to refer a foster care or
termination of parental rights proceeding, the other requirements in
§§ 1912 and 1913 apply to the proceeding when the merits are deter-
mined.

Finally, the Idaho Supreme Court has addressed ICWA's jurisdiction-
al provisions in only one decision, In re Baby Bay Dog7® noting that the
district court declined to transfet a proceeding pursuant to § 1911(b)
on the basis of a parental objection. The Idaho Attorney General's
1995 Indian Child Welfare Act Manual ™ assumed applicability of the
referral provisions in § 1911(b) but did not discuss Native illage of
Venetie’. There is thus no meaningful Idaho authority to guide divin-
ing the relationship between §§ 1911(b) and 1918 in the wake of Mann.
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Taxing Times

The U.S. Supreme Court Muddies Indian Law Taxation Jurisprudence Again

Rob Roy Smith
Morisset, Schlosser, Jozwiak & McGaw

In the Januaty 2005 issue of The Advocate, I wrote an article
about shifts in judicial thinking regarding Indian tax law. In that
article T encouraged Idaho practitioners to follow a number of tax
law cases with potentially major ramifications for Indian tribes and
the state of Idaho. One such case was a decision by the Tenth
Citcuit Court of Appeals in favor of the Prairic Band Potawatomi
Nation, holding that federal law prohibited the state of IKansas
from collecting its state motot fuels tax on fuel delivered to the
tribe by a non-Indian distributor,! On December 6, 2005, in
Wagnon v. Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation2 the United States
Supteme Court overturned the Tenth Circuit’s ruling in a major
Indian law tax decision. The implication of what the Court has
said about the tax relationship between tribes and states, however,
remains as murky as it was thirteen months ago.

The Court’s decision in the Prazrie Band case was seven to two
in favor of the state of Kansas. The majority ruled that the Whize
Mountain Apache Tribe v. Bracker interest-balancing test does not
apply to off-reservation transactions involving tribes ot tribal
members.> The Court limited the balancing test, one of the fun-
damental tools available to ttibes to preempt state taxation, exclu-
sively to on-reservation transactions between a non-tribal entity
and an Indian tribe or tribal membet. This decision could usher in
cither a2 new era of conflict ot of compromise between states and
tribes.

THE LATEST WORD ON INDIAN TAX LAw

The Court’s majotity established the analytical framework for
Prairie Band by noting that “under our Indian tax immunity cases,
the ‘who’” and the ‘whete’ of the challenged tax have significant
consequences.”* Accordingly, the majotity began with the “who,”
teasoning that whete a legislature states whete the legal incidence
of a tax lies, such “‘dispositive language’ from the state legislature
is determinative of who bears the legal incidence of a state tax.”
The majortity noted that Kansas law “makes clear that it is the dis-
tributor, rather than the retailer, that is liable to pay the motor fuel
tax” and concluded that the non-Indian disttibutot beats the legal
incidence of the tax.6 The majority also concluded that Kansas’
fuels tax is imposed on distributors” off-reservation receipt of
motor fuel, tesolving the “whete” by finding that the taxable trans-
action occurs off-reservation when the distributor first receives the
fuel in the state.”

With these fundamental facts disposed of, the majority con-
cluded that the Bracker interest-balancing test applies only where
“a State assetts authority over the conduct of non-Indians engag-
ing in an activity on the reservation. It does not apply where, as
hete, a state tax is imposed on a non-Indian and arises as a result
of a transaction that occuts off the reservation.”8 In so doing, the
Court expressly limited intetest-based balancing to transactions
with non-Indians occutting on-reservation, and found that Prairie
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Band’s efforts to apply interest-balancing off-reservation would be
an “expansion of the application of the Bracker test [that] is not

supported by our cases.”?

WHAT THE COURT’S DECISION MEANS FOR TRIBES AND
THE STATE OF IDAHO

Let’s begin with what the Court did. The Court changed
Indian tax law analysis by limiting interest-based balancing to
factual scenarios whete the state tax is imposed on non-
Indians for on-reservation conduct. However, for the most
patt, the decision retains the same analysis that the Court has
applied for the past twenty-five years in addressing state impo-
sition of taxes on transactions on Indian lands, whether such
transactions involve tribes or non-Indians.

First, the Court has not disturbed its holding in Oklaboma Tax
Commission v. Chickasaw Nation, which established the bright-line
tule providing a pet se categorical bar on state taxes imposed on
Indian tribes within Indian lands.!1® Second, interest-based analy-
sis, tequiring a patticularized inquiry into the facts to determine
whether state, federal, or tribal intetests predominate, remains a
valid preemption test where a state tax is imposed on non-Indians
for transactions with tribes ot tribal members on reservation
lands.!! Third, the Court did not disturb the resetvation value
added inquiry, which focuses on the sale and provision of certain
goods or services at tribally-constructed facilities on tribal lands.12
The retention of these three tests suggests that state taxes might
still be preempted in many circumstances.

The decision is also important for what the Court did not do.
The Court declined to engage in the wholesale revision of Indian
taxation jutisprudence requested by state of Kansas and fourteen
state amici, including the state of Idaho. The states had argued for
the elimination of all balancing tests in favor of a simple bright
line rule governing all applications of state tax law to transactions
involving Indian tribes. Although the Court upheld the Kansas tax
at issue and limited Bracker interest-balancing to on-reservation
conduct involving non-Indians, the Court declined to rewrite
existing law to adopt a single bright-line test. This is good news for
Indian tribes engaged in cutting-edge economic development
activities,

THE FUTURE OF LEGISLATING LEGAL INCIDENCE

The Court also suggested new avenues for states to avoid
state/tribal tax conflicts. First, the majority opinion seems to
depart from the Ninth Citcuit’s tecent holding in the Idaho fuels
tax case Coenr d’Alene Tribe . Hammond!3 where the Appeals Coutt
concluded that legislative statements concerning the imposition of
the legal incidence of a tax ate not dispositive. The Prairie Band
majority suggested that such statements are, in fact, disposi'r_ive,14
though the Court did not cite Hammond, or other cases following
it.15 It is premature to speculate how the Coutt’s statement may



affect future cases challenging state fuels tax statutes like those of
Idaho and Washington, given that in interpreting these statutes,
courts have rejected legislative proclamations of legal incidence,
undertaking instead detailed analyses of the patticulars of the tax
scheme.

Second, the Prairic Band Court suggested in dicta 2 way that
states might avoid thorny Indian tax cases in the future. The
majority noted that if a state “would have been free to impose the
legal incidence of its fuels tax downstream from the Indian retail-
ets [on consumers]|, then [states] should be equally free to impose
the legal incidence of its fuel tax upstream from Indian retailers
notwithstanding the applicability of the intetest balancing test.”16
In other words, the Court suggested that states might best avoid
running afoul of Indian tax preemption where state legislators
impose the legal incidence of state taxes on distributors.

It remains to be seen whether states will try to follow the
Court’s suggestion. Of coutse, preemption (or the avoidance
thereof) is never guaranteed, and tribes could still preempt state
motor fuels taxes in such circumstances whete a tribe may be act-
ing as a fuel distributor or where sufficient value is being cre-
ated on the reservation. Nevertheless, the Court’s suggestion is
disappointing, as the Court has suggested means to potential-
ly legislate around tribes rathet than to encourage collaborative tax
relationships between tribes and states whete both sovereigns can
share in tax revenues.

CONCLUSION

The Court’s decision suggests a rejection of judicial efforts to
expand interest-based balancing to reflect the teality of economic
development within Indian Country. Howevet, this does not
sound the death knell for tribal economic development. Whether
tribes will begin blending and distributing their own fuel, or
whethert states and tribes will set aside differences to reach com-
promise solutions that benefit both governments (and taxpayers),
remains to be seen. It is clear, however, that the only two choices
available to tribes should not be to operate a reservation enterptise
as an “unprofitable venture, or not at all.”17 Tribes and states must
now seck new avenues and creative solutions to the problems
posed by double taxation and the legislated economic stagnation
of tribal economies.
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Idaho Supreme Court and Court of Appeals
NEW CASES ON APPEAL PENDING DECISION

CIVIL APPEALS
Arbitration
1. Whether the arbitrator exceeded his
authority under the arbitration agreement
and under the Idaho Uniform Arbitration
Act and acted in manifest disregard of the
law by disallowing attorney fees and costs,
and whether the court impropetly confirmed
the arbitrator’s decision declining the award
of fees and costs.
Matk Mumford v. Cynthia Miller
S. Ct. No. 32061
Supreme Court

ATTORNEY DISCIPLINE,
SANCTIONS, AND MALPRACTICE
1. Did the court abuse its discretion by
otdering Godbe to pay sanctions for filing a
motion as soon as practically possible, which
motion the court ultimately granted?
April Godbe v. Hon. John H. Bradbury
S. Ct. No. 31914
Supreme Court

ADVERSE POSSESSION AND
PRESCRIPTIVE EASEMENTS
1. Whether construction of gates and
fences on the right of way easement of an
Idaho irrigation district without the permis-
sion of that district violates the terms of 1.C.
§ 42-1209.
Black Canyon Irrigation v. Fred Murphey
S. Ct. No. 31622
Coutt of Appeals

2. Did the court err in entering summary

judgment that respondents have permanent,

fixed express and implied easements over the
Cold Springs Property?

Roger Turner v. Cold Springs Canyon

S. Ct. No. 31795

Supreme Court

ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS
1. Are attorney fees and costs recoverable
only if prayed for in a pleading?
Cobi Straub v. Donald Smith
S. Ct. No. 31955
Court of Appeals

FORFEITURE
1. Whether the factual findings of the
court ate supported by substantial evidence.
Nez Perce County v. John Reese
S. Ct. No. 31293
Court of Appeals
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SUMMARY JUDGMENT
1. Did the court err in granting summary
judgment to the Adys and in not allowing the
Smiths to amend their complaint to allege a

counterclaim?

Kimbetly Ady v. Shelly Smith
S. Ct. No. 30214
Supreme Court

2.  Whethert the trial court erred in granting

summary judgment by determining that even

if the train’s emergency whistle pattern had
sounded, it would have made no difference.

Jean Hayes v. Union Pacific Railroad

S. Ct. No. 31764

Supreme Court

3.  Whether the court etred in granting

summary  judgment in

Commonwealth despite the fact the district

coutt concluded that appellant’s interpreta-

tion of the policy was reasonable and equi-
table.

Point of Rocks v. Commonwealth Land

S. Ct. No. 31959

Supreme Court

favor of

EVIDENCE
1. Whether the coutt’s findings of fact are
supported by substantial and competent evi-
dence.
Andrew Smith v. Zane Wolff
S. Ct. No. 31800
Court of Appeals

POST-CONVICTION RELIEF
1. Did the court abuse its discretion by
failing to appoint counsel to represent Clapp
on his petition for post-conviction relief?
Tyler Shawn Clapp v. State of Idaho
S. Ct. No. 31503
Court of Appeals

2. Did the court err when it dismissed

Denetclaw’s post-conviction claim that he

received ineffective assistance of counsel by

counsel’s failure to propetly advise him of

the definition of “household member” in
1.C. 18-918?

Anthony Denetclaw v. State of Idaho

S. Ct. No. 31755

Court of Appeals

3. Did the court etr in denying DuValt’s

motion, brought pursuant to Idaho Rule of

Civil Procedure 60(b), to reactivate his post-
conviction petition?

Scott DuValt v. State of Idaho

S. Ct. No. 30907

Court of Appeals

3. Did the district court err by denying

Dreiet’s motion for appointment of counsel

because it considered the merits of Dreiet’s
petition ptiot to appointing counsel?

Arnold Dreier v. State of Idaho

S. Ct. No. 31225

Court of Appeals

4. Did the court abuse its discretion when

it denied Friel’s post-conviction motion for

mental examination made pursuant to 1.C. §
18-211»

Michael Friel v. State of Idaho

S. Ct. No. 31482

Court of Appeals

5. Did the court err in summarily dis-

missing Hayes’ post-conviction claims

that his counsel was ineffective and his
plea involuntary?

Derck Hayes v. State of Idaho

S. Ct. No. 31746

Court of Appeals

6. Did the court err in dismissing Jordan’s
petition for post-conviction relief because
Jordan raised no genuine issues of material
fact that, if true, would entitle him to relief?
Christopher Jordan v. State of Idaho

S. Ct. No. 31925

Coutt of Appeals

HABEAS CORPUS
1. Pollet v West- civil — habeas corpus
Did the court err in ruling Pollet was not
entitled to credit for time served on parole?
Tetry Pollet v. Olivia West
S. Ct. No. 31927
Court of Appeals

CRIMINAL APPEALS PLEAS
1. Did the court err when it denied Cook’s
motion to withdraw his guilty plea to a
charge of possession of a controlled sub-

stance?

State of Idaho v. Guy Michael Cook
S. Ct. No. 31640
Court of Appeals

SEARCH AND SEIZURE -
SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE
1. Did the coutt err in denying the motion
to supptess and in finding that the search
warrant was valid?
State of Idaho v. Bran Bunting
S. Ct. No. 31655
Coutt of Appeals



2. Did the district court err by permitting

Officer Moeller to testify regarding the caro-
toid restraint technique?

State of Idaho v. Terri A. Payseno

S. Ct. No. 30774

Court of Appeals

3. Did the court err in concluding that

officers entered Rodriguez’s hotel room with

consent of a person who had apparent
authotity to consent?

State of Idaho v. Matilde Rodtiguez

S. Ct. No. 31575

Court of Appeals

4. Did the court err when it denied

Sizemore’s motion to suppress because the

officers stopped and frisked Sizemore with-
out reasonable suspicion?

State of Idaho v. William Sizemore

S. Ct. No. 31577

Court of Appeals

5. Did the court etr when it concluded

that the prosecutor’s signing of a magistrate’s

name upon being told to do so by the magis-

trate was a defect in the search watrant man-
dating application of the exclusionary rule?

State of Idaho v. Cesia Zueger

S. Ct. No. 31761

Court of Appeals

6. Did the court err by denying Zuniga’s

motion to suppress because the evidence

obtained from him was the result of an
unreasonable seizure?

State of Idaho v. Eloy Zuniga

S. Ct. No. 30728

Court of Appeals

SUBSTANTIVE LAW
1. Did the court err in denying Dolsby’s
the opportunity to present at trial the statu-
tory defense of misfortune under Idaho

Code 18-201 (3)?

State of Idaho v. Larry Dolsby
S. Ct. No. 31636
Court of Appeals

2. Did the district court err by holding, as

a matter of law, that a city employee cannot

be guilty of misusing public moneys whete

he uses a credit card, as opposed to cash or

checks, belonging to the city to make a pri-
vate purchase?

State of Idaho v. James D. Pruett

S. Ct. No. 31530

Court of Appeals

3. Was Rogers entitled to an evidentary

hearing before the court terminated him
from the drug court program?

State of Idaho v. Paul Rogers

S. Ct. No. 31264

Court of Appeals

SENTENCE REVIEW
1. May the court order a term of proba-
tion to begin consecutively to a second, sep-
arate term of probation?
State of Idaho v. Paul Clapper
S. Ct. No. 31578/31579
Court of Appeals

2. Whether the court correctly determined

that Harveys absences from supervision

tolled his probation period so that it had

jurisdiction to revoke probation and thus

propetly denied Harvey’s Rule 35 motion to
correct illegal sentence.

State of Idaho v. James Harvey

S. Ct. No. 31732

Court of Appeals

3. Did the court err in requiring Herman

to reimburse Gem County for the cost of his
public defender?

State of Idaho v. Martin Herman

S. Ct. No. 31335

Court of Appeals

4. Did the court err in denying Neep’s

motion for the appointment of the State

Appellate Public Defender by concluding

that, because Neep was ultimately convicted

of a misdemeanor offense, he was not entitled
to appointment of the SAPD under 1.C 19-870?

State of Idaho v. Brent Neep

S. Ct. No. 31711

Court of Appeals

WAIVER OF COUNSEL
1. Did Dalrymple knowingly, voluntatily
and intelligently waive his constitutional and
statutory right to assistance of counsel?
State of Idaho v. David Dalrymple
S. Ct. No. 31398
Court of Appeals

EVIDENCE

1. Did the court err in admitting the video-
taped interview and other testimonial
hearsay into evidence in violation of the

Sixth Amendment confrontation clause?
State of Idaho v. Darren Hooper
S. Ct. No. 30728
Court of Appeals

2. Was the evidence presented at trial

insufficient to support the jury’s verdict find-

ing Oliver guilty of driving under the influ-
ence?

State of Idaho v. Stanley Oliver

S. Ct. No. 31645

Court of Appeals

3. Was there substantial competent evi-

dence presented at trial upon which a jury

could find beyond a teasonable doubt that

Romey assaulted two persons with a deadly
weapon?

State of Idaho v. Dean Romey

S. Ct. No. 31101

Court of Appeals

4.  Is there sufficient evidence in the record

to support a conviction for aggravated bat-

tery where no evidence was presented that
Skaggs caused great bodily harm?

State of Idaho v. Jeremiah Skaggs

S. Ct. No. 31602

Court of Appeals

PROBATION REVOCATION
1. Did the court violate Clyne’s right to
due process when it revoked probation with-
out providing Clyne the opportunity to be
heard in person and provide withesses and

documentary evidence?

State of Idaho v. Heath Clyne
S. Ct. No. 31769/31799
Court of Appeals

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS
Industrial Commission
1. Whether the Commission erted in fail-
ing to apply Pierstoff v. Gray’s Auto Shop to
the statements of Louise Bertagnolli that,
had Jackson provided his notice of claim
prior to the 60th day after Jackson was found
to have suffered from an occupational dis-
ease, JST would have taken the same action
that it took neatrly 110 days after he was
found to suffer from occupational asthma,
when notice was actually given
Peter Jackson v. JST Manufactutring
S. Ct. No. 32001
Supreme Court
SNAKE RIVER BASIN
Adjudication Questions
1. Whether the district court erred in hold-
ing that the United States owns only “nomi-
nal legal title” to water within a federal recla-
mation project in Idaho, while irtigation
organizations own “equitable title.”
United States of America v. Pioneer Itrig,
S. Ct. No. 31790
Supreme Court
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Supreme Court Staff Attorney
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Nampa, ID 83686

Phone: (208) 465-9878

Email: dajudge42@hotmail.com

Jayne Butler Fallon

Cal-Bay Mortgage

254 Jeanne Drive

Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
Phone: (888) 223-0545

Fax: (925) 974-3581

Email: jayne@jaynefallon.com

Danelle Cope Forseth

Bradach Law Offices

2207 NE Broadway, Ste, 277
Portland, OR 97232

Phone: (503) 238-7170

Fax: (503) 2387127

Email: dcforseth@bradachlaw.com
Website: www.btadachlaw.com

Neil Edward Franklin
2945 Sunnyside Road
Sandpoint, ID 83864

William Alex Fuhrman

Jones Hess Fuhrman & Eiden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Fax: (208) 331-1529

Fmail: bfuhrman@idalaw.com
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Richard Todd Garbett
Franklin County

39 W. Oneida

Preston, ID 83263

Phone: (208) 852-9119

Fax: (208) 852-9112

Email: prosecutor@plmw.com

Jay Ben Gaskill

996 S. Emerson Avenue
Idaho Falls, ID 83404
Phone: (208) 522-3010
Email: law@jaygaskill.com
Website: www.jaygaskill.com

Robert Alan Gibson

US. Marine Cotps

233 Whitsons Run Drive
Stafford, VA 22554

Phone: (540) 720-1613
Email: bobandv@msn.com

Stephen Jeffrey Gledhill
Trout & Nemec, PLLC

PO Box 9695

Boise, ID 83707-3695

Phone: (208) 376-4461

Fax: (208) 376-4481

Email: sgledhill@trout-law.com

Kimbell David Gourley

Jones Hess Fuhrman & Eiden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Fax: (208) 331-1529

Email: kgourley@idalaw.com

John C. Grabow

PO Box 6880

Ketchum, ID 83340

Phone: (208) 622-7116

Email: jgrabow@umindspring.com

Louis W, Grant III

Grant Law, PLLC

1999 North Stoneview Place
Boise, ID 83702

Phone: (208) 336-0381

Fax: (208) 336-0388

Email: grantlaw@cableone net

Tera Ann Harden

Criminal Defense Associates

PO Box 1064

Riverside, CA 92502

Phone: (818) 313-6870

Fax: (818) 313-6871

Email: teraharden@emailcda.com
Website:
www.criminaldefenseassociates,com

Scott David Hess

Jones Hess Fulhrman & Eiden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Fax: (208) 331-1529

Email: shess@idalaw.com

Lance M. Hestet

Law Offices of Monte I, Hester, Inc.,, PS

1008 S. Yakima Avenue, Ste, 302
Tacoma, WA 98405

Phone: (253) 272-2157

Fax: (253) 572-1441

Email: lance@montehester.com
Website: www.montehester.com
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Lori Michelle Hood-Gilmore
1014 Wells Bench Road
Orofino, ID 83544-9536

Email: Igilmore@cybrquest.com

Matla Carey Hoskins

Ewing Anderson, PS

221 N. Wall Street, Ste. 500
Spokane, WA 99201

Phone: (509) 838-4261

Tax: (509) 838-4906

FEmail: mcarey@huppinlaw.com
Website: www.huppinlaw.com

Tevis W. Hull

105 N, Titst Avenue
Sandpoint, ID 83864-1301
Phone: (208) 255-2226
Fax: (208) 255-4217
Email: tchull@imbris,net

Kelly Tolman Hunter

Nielsen Shields, PLI.C

600 Stewart Street, Ste, 1703
Seattle, WA 98101

Phone: (206) 728-1300

Fax: (206) 728-1302

Email: kth@nielsenshields.com
Website: www.nielsenshields.com

Candy L. Jackson

2423 N, Adantic Street
Spokane, WA 99205

Phone: (509) 326-1012

Email: kuatchinsspkn@aol.com

Jesse Scott James

Mimura, James & Mimura, PLLC
1404 N. Main Street, Ste. 100
Meridian, ID 83642

Phone: (208) 288-0744

Fax: (208) 575-6217

William Andrew Jeckle
Bergman & Jeckle, PLLC

7 S. Howard, Ste. 418
Spokane, WA 99201-3816
Phone: (509) 838-2851
Fax: (509) 838-8833

Email: billjeckle@msn.com

Rory Rolland Jones

Jones Hess Fuhrman & Eiden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, 1D 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Fax: (208) 331-1529

Email: rjones@jidalaw.com

Lorna K. Jorgensen

Ada County Prosecutor’s Office
200 W. Froat Street, Room 3219
Boise, ID 83702

Phone: (208) 287-7700

Fax: (208) 287-7719

Email: ljorgensen@adaweb.net

Joyce Elaine King

U.S. Navy

11360-4 Camino Playa Cancun
San Diego, CA 92124

Phone: (619) 437-0921

Fax: (619) 437-5786

Email: joycking@navsoc.navy.mil

David John Knowlton

427 27th Street

Ogden, UT 84401

Phone: (801) 621-4852

Fax: (801) 394-7706

Email: knowltondavid@juno.com

Fran R. Kornblum

PO Box 1103

Rochester, MN 55903
Phone: (507) 529-1910
Fax: (507) 529-1109

Email: fkorn@sunvalley.net

Robert Eatl Kyte

Seventh-day Adventist Church World
Headquatters

12501 Old Columbia Pike

Silver Spring, MD 20904

Phone: (301) 680-6323

Fax: (301) 6806329

Email: kyteb@gc.adventist.org

Danielle S. Larimer

Hamilton, Michaelson & Hilty, LLP
1305 3rd Street South

Nampa, ID 83651

Phone: (208) 475-5723

Email: dlarimer@nampafjc.com

Andre Linchenko Lawson

Nye County District Attorney's Office
4680 N. Half Mile Road

Cedar City, UT" 84720

Phone: (775) 751-7080

Fax: (775) 727-5234

Brian David Lee

15131N. Whitley Drive
Fruidand, ID 83619

Phone: (208) 452-2800

Fax: (208) 452-2802

Email: blee@payettccounty.otg

Richatd Matland Leland
901 E. Nora Avenue
Spokane, WA 99207
Phone: (509) 448-7799
Fax: (509) 484-7798

Joshua Jay Leonard

Boise City Attorney's Office

12623 E. Broadway, #130

Spokane Valley, WA 99216

Phone: (509) 475-0826

Email: joshualeonard@hotmail.com

Michael L. Lynch
9101 Bell Mountain Drive
Austin, TX 78730

Steven Craig Mahaffy

Hymson & Goldstein, PC

14646 N. Kierland Blvd,, Ste. 255
Scottsdale, AZ 85254

Phone: (480) 991-9077

Fax: (480) 443-8854

Email: scm@legalcounselors.com

LaDawn Marie Marstets
LaDawn Marsters, Esq., LLC
2075 N. 13¢h Street

Boise, ID 83702

Phone: (208) 371-1549

Email: ladawn@marsters-law.com

Paul David McFarlane

Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields,
Chtd.

PO Box 829

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 385-5429

Fax: (208) 385-5384

Email: pdm@moffatt.com

Website: www.moffatt.com

Steven Robert Milch

Crowley, Flaughey, Hanson, Toole &
Dietrich, PLLP

PO Box 2529

Billings, MT 59103

Phone: (406) 252-3441

Fax: (406) 256-8526

Email: smilch@crowleylaw.com

Mark Jon Mimura

Mimura, James & Mimura, PLLC
1404 N. Main Streer, Ste, 100
Meridian, ID 83642

Phone: (208) 288-0744 Ext: 102
Fax: (208) 575-6217

Email: matk@mimuracoulterlaw.com

Susan Lynn Mimura

Mimura, James & Mimura, PLLC
1404 N. Main Street, Ste. 100
Meridian, ID 83642

Phone: (208) 288-0744 LExt: 103
Fax: (208) 575-6217

Email: susan@mimuracoulterlaw.com

Matie Andrew Mitchell
Clark, Greene & Associates
11 Crown Valley Drive
Henderson, NV 89074
Phone: (702) 914-6900

Fax: (702) 914-6904

Email: rkymtndrmn@cox.nct

Ashley Renee Moore

Cook County State's Attorney's Office
1100 North Dearborn, #915

Chicago, IL 60610

Phone: (312) 603-8780

Email: ashleymoorel@gmail.com

Marty E. Moore

Bearnson & Peck, L.C

74 West 100 Notth

Logan, UT 84321

Phone: (435) 787-9700

Fax: (435) 787-2455

Email: mmoore@cachelaw.com
Website: www.cachelaw.com

David Lawrence Negri

US. Department of Justice
¢/o US. Attorney's office

800 Park Blvd., Ste. 600

Boise, ID 83712-9903

Phone: (208) 334-1936

Fax: (208) 334-1414

Email: david.negri@usdoj.gov

Derrick James O'Neill

Jones Hess Fuhrman & Eiden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, 1D 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Fax: (208) 331-1529

Email: doneill@idalaw.com

Thorpe Peter Otton
4740 John's Landing Way
Boise, ID 83703



Tetesa Michelle Parkey
Jurgens & Company

720 16th Avenue, #31
Lewiston, ID 83501
Phone: (208) 664-0409
Fax: (208) 667-0440

Irving "Buddy" Paul

Ewing Anderson, PS

2101 Lakewood Drive, Ste. 236
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814
Phone: (208) 667-7990

Fax: (509) 838-4906

Email: bpaul@huppinlaw.com
Website: www.huppinlaw.com

Mary Linda Pearson
Coeur d' Alene Tribe

12407 N. Ninc Mile Road
Ninc Mile Falls, WA 99026
Phone: (509) 465-0808

Fax: (509) 465-9744

Email: mary0808@msn.com

David Marshall Penny

Jones Hess Fuhrman & Ciden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Fax: (208) 331-1529

Email: dpenny@idalaw.com

Judith Lee Potter

Latah County Prosecutor's Office
PO Box 8068

Moscow, ID 83843

Phoune: (208) 883-2246

Fax: (208) 883-2290

Email: jpotter@latah.id.us

Juliana Christine Matthews Repp
Juliana C. Repp, Attorney at Law
PO Box 1250

Spokane, WA 99210-1250

Phone: (509) 893-9479

Fax: (509) 893-9478

Email: jrepplaw@aol.com

Jetry D. Reynolds

Ascione, Heideman & McKay, LLC
2696 N. University Avenue, Ste. 180
Provo, UT 84604

Phone: (801) 812-1000

Fax: (801) 374-1724

Email: jreynolds@provopractice.com

Angela J. Richards

804 E. Pennsylvania Lane
Boise, ID 83706

Phone: (208) 345-8371

Email: arichards@cableone.net

Daniel J. Riviera

PO Box 6839

Ketchum, ID 83340
Phone: (208) 726-4372
Fax: (208) 726-2243
Email: driviera@cox.net

Donald C. Robertson

815 Patk Blvd,, Ste, 130

Boisc, ID 83716

Phone: (208) 336-0114

Fax: (208) 336-0119

Email: don.robertson@widaho.com

Rick D. Roskelley
Littler Mendelson, PC

3960 Howatd Hughes Pkwy., Ste, 300

Las Vegas, NV 89109

Phone: (702) 862-8800

Fax: (702) 862-8811

Email: rroskelley@littler.com
Website: wwwlittler.com

Jessica Rutzick

Jessica Rutzick, Attorney at Law
PO Box 4114

Jackson, WY 83001

Phone: (307) 733-8140

Fax: (307) 733-8139

Email: jrutzick@wyoming.com

Matthew Joseph Ryden
Angstman Law, PLLC

3649 Lakeharbor Lane

Boise, 1D 83703

Phone: (208) 384-8588

Fax: (208) 853-0117

Email: matt@angstman,com
Website: www.angstman.com

Margaret S. Schaefer

Legal Aid of Nebraska
10206 Ohio Street

Omaha, NE 68134-5258
Phone: (402) 397-5859
Email: msskat@hotmail.com

Kail Queen Seibert

Seibert Law Offices

PO Box 6473

Boise, 1D 83707

Phone: (208) 342-6401

Fax: (208) 342-6458

Email: seibertlaw@gqwest.net

Elizabeth Ann Shea

1124 19th Avenuve SW
Great Falls, MT 59404
Phone: (406) 4529807
Email: saltygriz@msn.com

Constance Hamilton Shields
Ewing Anderson, PS

221 N. Wall Street, Ste. 500
Spokane, WA 99201

Phone: (509) 838-4261

Fax: (509) 838-4906

Email: cshields@huppinlaw.com
Website: www.huppinlaw.com

R. Lee Sims

Tulane Law Library

501 Napa Valley Drive, Apt. 707
Litde Rock, AR 72211

Phone: (540) 862-8868

Email: fsims@law.tulane.edu

William Frederick Sims
10584 Lakeview Drive
Hayden Lake, ID 83835
Phone: (208) 772-3546
Fax: (208) 772-3546

James K, Slavens

PO Box 752

Fillmore, UT 84631
Phone: (435) 743-4225
Fax: (435) 743-4245
Email: jkstp@yahoo.com

Bradley Edward Smith
Ewing Anderson, PS

2101 Lakewood Drive, Ste. 236
Coeur d'Alene, TD 83814
Phone: (208) 667-7990

Fax: (509) 838-4906

Email: bsmith@huppinlaw.com
Website: www.huppinlaw.com

Ellen Nichole Smith

Jones Hess Fuhrman & Eiden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Fax: (208) 331-1529

Email: esmith@idalaw.com

Steve L. Stephens

PO Box 1813

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 757-7025

Fax: (208) 436-3171

Email: stevelstephes@yahoo.com

Michael Scott Stoy

1607 N. 14th Street

Boise, ID 83702

Phone: (208) 433-8000

Fax: (208) 336-3676

Email: stoylaw@mindspring.com

Larry James Strom

Allstate Insurance Company
10 N. Calvert Street, Ste. 444
Baltimore, MD 21202
Phone: (410) 361-8702

Fax: (410) 685-3379

Gregory N. Swanson

Swanson Law Offices

1906 S. Vista Avenue, Ste. A
Boise, ID 83705

Phone: (208) 345-3214

Fax: (208) 345-1095

Email: gnswanson@velocitus,net

Jennifer Anne Swartz

Office of the Attorney General
PO Box 83720

Boise, ID 83720-0036

Phone: (208) 334-2270

Fax: (208) 334-2632

Email: jennifer.swartz@osbe.idaho,gov

Aaron John Tolson

Wright Wright & Johnson, PLLC
PO Box 50578

Idaho Falls, ID 83405-0578
Phone: (208) 523-4433 Lxt: 114
Fax: (208) 523-4400

Email: aaront@wtightlawidaho.com

Scott Tschirgi

Jones Hess Fuhrman & Eiden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Pax: (208) 331-1529

Email: stschirgi@idalaw.com

Lori Ann Villegas

Great West Casualty Company
PO Box 8007

Boise, ID 83707

Phone: (208) 898-3607

Fax: (208) 898-3517

Email: Lvillegas@gwcenet.com
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Michael John Vrable
2641 E, Patkriver Drive
Boise, ID 83706
Phone: (208) 659-5866

Elizabeth Rose Walter
800 2nd Avenue Notth, #37
Seattle, WA 98109

Michael Paul Wasko
505 Oak Street, #10
Nezperce, ID 83543
Phone: (208) 937-2409
Fax: (208) 937-2409

Janice Marie Welsh
Janice M. Welsh, Inc,
1634 Cherokee Citcle
Ogden, UT 84403
Phone: (801) 334-6068
Fax: (801) 621-4770

Paul R, Winward

Winward Law Office

PO Box 6282

Boise, 1D 83707

Phone: (208) 919-0102

Fax: (208) 322-3360

Email: paul@winwatdlaw.com

Thomas Freeman Wobker

1606 L. Plaza Drive

Post Falls, ID 83854

Phone: (208) 667-7472

Fax: (208) 664-2283

Email: pennalona@pennalona.com

Terri Rae Yost

Jones Hess Fuhrman & Eiden, PA
PO Box 1097

Boise, ID 83701

Phone: (208) 331-1170

Fax: (208) 331-1529

Email: tyost@idalaw.com
Website: idalaw.com
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February 2006 Idaho State Bar Examination Applicants

(As of January 11, 2006)

Listed below ate the applicants who have applied to sit for the Februaty 2006 Bar Examination. The Board of Commissioners pub-
lishes the names of these applicants for your teview and requests any information of a material nature concerning moral character
and fitness of an applicant be brought to the attention of the Board of Commissioners in a signed letter by February 10, 2006.
Direct correspondence to: Admissions Director, Idaho State Bar, PO Box 895, Boise, ID, 83701.

Douglas Gregg Abentoth
Butley, ID
Willamette University

Gregory Patrick Arakawa
Benicia, CA
Southwestern University

Merideth Colleen Arnold

aka Merideth Colleen Atnold Bigler
Donnelly, ID

Northeastern University

Melissa Kay Aston
Butley, ID
Willamette University

Shawn Parker Bailey
Boise, ID
Brighan Young University

Ruel Melvin Barrus
Meridian, ID
Arizona State University

Robert A. Bartlett
St. Maries, ID
University of ldaho

Stephanie Bennett

aka Stephanie Portela
Meridian, ID

Thomas Jefferson School of Law

Heidi Bode
Boise, ID
Franklin Pierce Law Center

Tessie Anan Buttram
Lawton, TA
Creighton University

Timothy Sol Callender

Boise, ID
University of San Diego
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David Christopher Carroll
Spokane, WA
Oklaboma City University

Matthew Martin Chakoian
Seattle, WA
Drake University

David Alan Christensen
Bishop, CA
Brigham Young University

Leah Anne Clark-Thomas
aka Leah Anne Clark
Hailey, ID

University of Idaho

Erol Tyran Cobanoglu
Boise, ID
Thomas efferson School of Law

Sean Jeffrey Coletti
Twin Falls, ID
University of Connecticut

Cleve Bytd Colson
Pocatello, ID
University of 1daho

David Christopher Cooper
Boise, ID
University of Kansas

Michael D Davidson
Caldwell, ID
Gonzaga University

Charlene Winnette Davis
Boise, ID
University of Idaho

Juniper L. Davis
Moscow, TD
Lewis and Clark College

Luke Waldron Davis
Boise, ID
University of ldaho

Kristen Aynn Denker
aka Kristen Aynn Buckley
Boise, ID

Jobn Marshall Law School

Merritt Lynn Dublin

aka Merritt Lynn Bingham
Boise, ID

University of Arigona

Melissa Anne Finocchio

aka Melissa Finocchio Burdekin
Boise, ID

Santa Clara University

Marcus Lee Fontenot
Ville Platte, LA
Loyola University-INew Orleans

Jack W. Fuller
Lewiston, ID
Michigan State University College of Taw

Debotah Alison Gates
San Francisco, CA
Santa Clara University

Shelby Christine George
aka Shelby Christine Harrell
Hermitage, TN

University of California-Hastings

Amanda Jean Glenn
Fresno, CA
University of 1daho

Eric Richard Glover
Boise, ID
Gonzaga University



Bernadette Marie Gomez
aka Bernadette Marie Curtis
Salt Lake City, UT

University of Utah

Theodore William Graham
Hailey, ID
Stanford University

Helaman Scott Hancock
Coeur d'Alene, ID
University of 1dabo

Rusty Breck Hansen
Chubbuck, ID
University of Idaho

Paul Martin Harrigan
Santa Cruz, CA
Stanford University

Amy Suzanna Hart
Boise, ID
Hamline University

Jonathan Russell Hay
New York, NY
Harvard University

Jeffrey Pat Heineman
Boise, ID
Cregghton University

Nathan Joel Henkes
Idaho Falls, ID
University of Wyoming

Kevin Price Holt
Coeur d' Alene, TD
University of Idaho

Jennifer M. Honey
aka Jennifer M. Anches
Manhattan Beach, CA
McGeorge School of Law

Lesa Ann Hutnak

aka Iesa Ann Sutton

Boise, ID

Uhniversity of California-Berkeley

Jason Dell Hymas
Veradale, WA
Upniversity of Idabo

Michael Shawn Jacques
Spokane, WA
Gonzgaga University

Darcy Ann James
Moreno, CA
Chapman University School of Law

Dena Camille James
aka Dena Foshee

Las Vegas, NV
Brigham Young University

Steven Catl Johnson
Eagle, ID
University of Southern California

Kara Patrice Keating-Stuart
Ketchum, ID
University of San Diego

Matthew G. Ketrbs
Sugar City, ID
University of Idaho

Damian W Kidd
Provo, UT
University of ldaho

Holly Arendina Koole
Coeur d'Alene, ID
Upniversity of Idaho

Heidi Katrina Koonce
Boise, ID
University of 1daho

Tyler James Larsen
Mountain Home, 1D
Widener University

Naomi Marie Leiserowitz
Pocatello, TD
University of lowa

Arthur Bruce Macomber
Coeur d'Alene, 1D
University of California-Hastings

Pamela Beth Massey
aka Pamela Beth Hawkins
aka Pamela Beth Moscley
Coeur d'Alene, ID
Gongaga University

Linsey Elene Mattison
Hayden, ID
Gonzaga University

Mark Christopher McBride
Boise, TD
University of Utah

Ryan Thomas McFarland
Ann Arbor, MI
University of Michigan

John Michael McGuire
Rocklin, CA
McGeorge School of Law

Adam Jay McKenzie
Soda Springs, ID
University of Idabo

Ronald Dean Mesler
Boise, ID
Thomas M. Cooley Law School

Fatima E. Mohammadi
Boise, ID
University of North Carolina

Monica Rene Motrison
Hattiesburg, MS
Unizversity of 1dabo

Elizabeth Ann Mosey
Spokane, WA
Gonzgaga Universigy

Tony M. Myers
Boise, ID
University of Idaho

Tyson Kay Nelson
Idaho Falls, ID
University of Idaho

Christopher Tate Nuckols
Metidian, 1D
University of Wyoming

Vicki Dione Null-Carey
aka Vicki Dione Null

aka Vicki Dione Barr
Athol, ID

University of Idaho
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James J. O'Brien
San Francisco, CA
University of San Francisco

Nathan Miles Olsen
Idaho Falls, ID
George Mason University

John Petui Osai
Idaho Falls, 1D
Brighan Young University

Richard Thomas Peters
Santa Monica, CA

University of California-Los Angeles

Brenda Harmonie Quick
Meridian, ID
University of 1daho

Gregory Richard Rauch
Moscow, ID
Thomas Jefferson School of Law

Sally Jane Reynolds
Spokane, WA
Gonzaga University

Virginia McNulty Robinson
aka Virginia Ann McNulty
Coeur d' Alene, ID

Gongaga University

Kristina Marie Schnur
Metidian, ID
University of Miami

Jeffrey Thomas Sheehan
Hidden Springs, ID
University of Baltinore

Joseph Mark Shockley
New Plymouth, 1D
University of Idaho

Adam Elliot Slonim
San Diego, CA
University of San Diego

Abigail Joy St. Lawrence

Helena, MT
Lewis and Clark College
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James Richard Stoll
Boise, ID
Cleveland State University

Meredith Anne Taylor
Twin Falls, ID
University of Idaho

Paul Austin Taylor
Barre, VT
Vermont Law School

Talitha Cumi Tyler-Solorzano

San Diego, CA
California Western School of Iaw

Clint Curtis Waldron
Colorado Springs, CO
Wake Forest University

Jessica Rae Wedin
Boise, ID
University of 1daho

James David White
Laguna, CA

Michigan State University
College of Law

Gary Thomas Wight
Cedar Hills, UT
University of Utab

Saundra Rae Willman

aka Saundra Goldberg

Fl Cerrito, CA

University of California-Hastings

Lance Douglas Wilson
Martinez, CA
Brigham Young University

Susan Ray Wilson
aka Susan Ray McElroy
Troy, 1D

University of Idaho

Erin Jean Wynne
Boise, ID
Gongaga University

John Naya Zarian

aka John Naya Zaratzian
Eagle, ID

University of Southern California

OFFICIAL NOTICE
SUPREME COURT OF IDAHO

Chief Justice
Gerald F. Schroeder

Justices
Linda Copple Trout
Daniel T. Eismann

Roger S. Burdick
Jim Jones

Amended Spring Terms for 2006

Boise............January 4, 6, 9, 11 and 13
B0ISe. ...ceuereee February 1, 3, 6, 8 and 10
Boise (TwinFalls appeals).....................
March 1, 3, 6, 8 and 10
Coeur d'Alene............... April 3, 4, and 5
Lewiston

Boise (Eastern Idaho appeals)...............
May 1, 3, 5,8 and 10

By Order of the Court
Stephen W. Kenyon, Clerk

NOTE: The above is the official nolice of setting
of the year 2006 Spring Terms of the Supreme
Court, and should be preserved. A formal notice
of the setting of oral argument in each case will
be sent to counsel prior to each term.

OFFICIAL NOTICE
COURT OF APPEALS OF IDAHO

Chief Judge
Darrel R. Perry

Judges
Karen A. Lansing

Sergio A. Gutierrez

Regular Spring Terms for 2006

Boise ... .. January 10, 12, 17 and 19
BOISE ... February 2, 14, and 27
Eastern Idaho..March 13, 14, 15, 16 and 17
Moscow............ April 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14
Boise ... ...May 9, 11, 16 and 18
Boise........cocovverriinnen. June 6, 8, 13 and 15

By Order of the Court
Stephen W. Kenyon, Clerk

NOTE: The above is the official notice of setting
of the year 2006 spring terms of the Court of
Appeals, and should be preserved. A formal
notice of the setting of oral argument in each
case will be sent to counsel prior to each term.



Are you still using a
court reporting firm stuck in the 1950s?

Embrace the digital age with Nacgeli Reporting, the firm with the most innovative litigation
technology in the country. We offer cutting-edge court reporting, trial presentation, videography
and videoconferencing services, Naegeli: Working hard to simplify your life and make your case

successful.

The Technology Transcript™

* Hyperlinked Transcripts in Any Format

o Word-Searchable Exhibits Na e G e L I

» Audio/Transcript Synchronization

s Video/Transcript Synchronization ReP O B T I HG

» Digitized Video on CD or DVD
* Personal Audio CD CORPORATION
¢ E-transcript on CD

Court Reporting Trial Presentation Legal Videography Videoconferencing
Serving all of Idaho, Oregon, Washington and the Nation ¢ 24 hours a day — Everyday ® www.NaegeliReporting.com

National | Portland, OR | Seattle, WA | Spokane, WA | Coeur d’Alene, ID
(800) 528-3335 (503) 227-1544 (206) 622-3376 (509) 838-6000 (208) 667-1163

HOW TO GET ON THE BENCH IN IDAHO

Ever thought about jaining the

R Squared Digital Media
Creative and Technical Media Services T e
\ about the applicaion and selection

-y

_ ¢\ h-; process from a panel of judges and
Our group of degreed and licensed R others, with a special focus on
) . increasing judiciary representation
Professional Engineers have the knowledge \J 2l forwemen and minarities,
and experience to help you present your & P " JOIN US FOR A PANEL

technical materials easily and accurately. DISCUSSION AND CLE

Who Should Attend:  Anyone wha has ever wanted to know more about
the Idaho judiciary pracess or would like to know

We su ppo rt our Clients W|th how to encourage female and minority candidates
. . When: February 22, 2006, from 8§:00 to 9:30 am.
e accurate 3D animation Continental brealfast included
PY cou rtroom g ra ph|cs Where: ég.lsg, E;g:g;m Blvd., Suite 1900
e timelines and graphs Cost: 435.00
» . d( I w ”

° |nteract|ve CD,S and DVDIS Make checks payab eto. [daho Women Lawyers

, e Why: Ta hear from a panel of judges and others about the
® V|de0 dep05|t| ons (CLVS) process of applying for state and federal judicial

. L= A positions in Idaha. CLE aedit is available.
° Vldeo edltlng & conversion To make your reservation, please contact

Tammie Brennan at tibrennan2stoel.com or
{2DB) 387-4244 no later than February 17, 2006.

NCRA Certified Legal Video Specialists

Y

1SBI

P.0. Box 727 » Eagle, Idaho 83616 « 208-939-2532 « info@r2dm.com 222 Sponsored by:

Litigationh Section of the Idaho State Bar
» Idaho Women Lawyers
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John D. Alkire

John W. Barrett
Frederick F. Belzet

Scott Broyles

Mr. & Mts. Carl P. Burke
Andrea L. Cardon
Heather Marie Carlson
Pat Costello

Dean Dalling

Dalling & Dalling

Kevin Donohoe

Richard C. Fields
Mischelle R. Fulgham
Clay Gill

Givens Pursley

Gjording & Fouser
Charles L. Gtaham
Haemmerle & Haemmerle
Jess & Nell Hawley
Charlie Hepworth

2005 Attorneys Against Hunger
The Young Lawyers Section would like to thank the following
attorneys and friends who participated in this year’s drive.

Alan Herzfeld

Karin Dwelle Jones

Jim (Justice) & Kelly Jones

Hon. Jim and Linda Judd

Kalbfleisch & Speller

Benjamin T. Kash

Karen Lansing, The Hon.

Edward C. Lockwood

Lynn M. Luker

Manweilet, Manweiler,
Breen & Ball

Kara Masters

Wm. L. Mauk

Chuck & Ginny McDevitt

Lisa Mesler

Jeffrey J. Messerich

Robert C. Naftz

Rob Onnen

W. Anthony Park

Paige Parker

Ken J. Pedersen

David & Cristy Petry

Thomas Macon Robertson

Jesse C. Robison

Ron Rock

Ernesto G. Sanchez and
Kathleen Hobdey-Sanchez

Rick & Carol Skinner

Stephen F. Smith

Hon. Howard D.Smyser

Brad Stoddard

Jeff Stoker

Paul S. Street

Jay Sturgell

Kyle Threadway

Uranga & Uranga

Tom Vasser

Susan Wiebe

Wilson McColl & Rasmussen

Attorneys Against Hunger
Sponsors and Bid Winners

Auction Item
Tamarack Family Season Pass
The Active Couple
Monte Stiles - framed print
Jackpot Getaway
Get Ready Have Fun
Justice Kidwell - framed art
Opera Outing
Family Fun
All dress up and out on the town
Don Gadda print, swim and eat..
Co-Op Gift Basket
Floral Thanksgiving Centerpiece
Laugh and Cry
Out on the Town
Experience Boise Culture
Oodles of Kid Activities
Boise Bonanza
YMCA

Bid Winners
Dunn
Davis

MARTHA G. WHARRY, ESq.

Services Provided at a Reasonable Rate:

CONTRACT LITIGATION ATTORNEY

Schild
Powell
Allred
Beasly
Mott
Kluksdal
McAllister
Bjorkman
Shoemaker
Carnahan
Coley
Collins
Loza
Loza
Loza
Slaughter

NORTHWEST ATTORNEY SERVICES, LLC

Hearing and Deposition Coverage
Large Document Case Management
Trial Preparation Assistance
Litigation Support
Preparation of Briefs and Memoranda
Legal and Factual Research
Discovery Preparation and Analysis
Licensed: Idaho, 1995; Oregon, 1994
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ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Merlyn W. Clark

Mr. Clark serves as a private hearing officer, federal court discovery master,
neutral arbitrator and mediator. He has successfully conducted more than
500 mediations. He received the designation of Certified Professional
Mediator from the Idaho Mediation Association in 1995. Mr. Clark is a

fellow of the American College of Civil Trial Mediators. He is a member of e Arbitration

the National Rosters of Commercial Arbitrators and Mediators and the eMediation

Employment Arbitrators and Mediators of the American Arbitration eDiscovery Master

Association and the National Panel of Arbitrators and Mediators for the . .

National Arbitration Forum. Mr. Clark is also on the roster of mediators for Hea.rl‘ng ,Ofﬁcer
eFacilitation

the United Sates District Court of Idaho and all the Idaho State Courts. ) )
*Education Seminars

Mr. Clark served as an Adjunct Instructor of Negotiation and Settlement sl [ 5TsTit Resoliicndieh

Advocacy at The Straus Institute For Dispute Resolution, Pepperdine
University School of Law in 2000. He has served as an Adjunct Instructor at
the University of Idaho College of Law on Trial Advocacy Skills,
Negotiation Skills, and Mediation Advocacy Skills. He has lectured on
evidence law at the Magistrate Judges Institute, and the District Judges
Institute annually since 1992.

HAWLEY TROXELL Phone: 2083884836 $77 Main Streel » Suite 1000
ENNIS&HAWLEYIII' IFax: 208.342.3829 e, 1D 83702
[

mwedhielicom wiww, hawleyroxell,com

ATTORNIYS AT Liaw

Hecker Stands Up
in Court b

Plecognize(l as an Aceredited
Business Valuator hy the
_ AICPA, Jerry Hecker brings
1 court-approved experlise

L Lo your argumenl. Attorneys of
‘i\}‘.‘_ Y 8 Ewing Anderson PS: ‘We have changed our name from

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Huppin Ewing Anderson & Paul, PS.
Patrick F. Delfino to Ewing Anderson, P.S,

Call 208|344[5442 David E. Eash

The courl expects it. Marla Carey Hoskins The shorter firm name projects our
Larry L. Mundahl mod?n? and progrt.es‘swe vision while
retaining our traditional past. Our

Jer HeCker’ a N client-centered approach to practicing

Irving "Buddy"” Paul i :

| Lxperience | Insight | Knowledge ; Aceredited _ law rémau‘fs the safne.. We c01"1tmue to
Noel J. Pitner provide high quality, innovative legal
Constance H, Shields representation while maintaining friendly

1499 Wesl Tlays Slreel Brad E. Smith and accessible services to our clients.

Boise, ldaho 83702

" - [~ -

y Tel 2081344]5442 Old City Hall | 221 N Wall Suite 500 | Spokane, WA 99201 | 509-838-4261
o M

Fax 208'34415478 210 Lakewood Dr. Suite 236 | Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 | 208-667-7990

Jerry Hecker, CPA/ABY CYA BVAL ! www.ewinganderson.com
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OF INTEREST

IN MEMORIAM
Simon Spencer Martin
1945 - 2006

Simon Spencer
Martin, 60, of Idaho Falls
died Jan. 10, 2006. He was
botn Nov. 23, 1945 in
Idaho Falls to Henry and
Chloe Martin. He graduat-
ed frorn Idaho Falls High School and
received a bachelot's degree in history
and a juris doctor degtree in law from the
University of Idaho. He was a commis-
sioned officer in the U.S. Army.

During his legal carcer Mt. Martin
also acted as managing partnet of the
family ranch and farm opetation. When
he retited he was the Senior Staff
Counsel for the US. Department of
LEnergy's (DOE) Idaho Operations
Office in Idaho Falls. Prior to working
for the DOE he had been employed as a
deputy Ada County prosecuting attotney
in Boise, Idaho. He had also been a part-
ner in the law firms of Albaugh, Smith,
Pike & Martin; and Hansen, Boyle,
Beard & Martin of Idaho Talls. He
served on the Idaho Falls Public Library
board of directors from 1980 to 1990,
and served a term as chairman. He was
admitted to practice before all state and
federal coutts in the state of Idaho, the
US. Court of Appeals for the 9th
Circuit, and the US. Court of Appeals
fot the Federal Circuit, the U.S. Court of
Federal Claims and the US. Supreme
Court.

Mr. Martin is survived by his wife,
Delores, of Idaho Falls; his son, Spencet
(Emily) Martin of Moscow; and his sis-
ter, Margaret Martin (Keith) Kennedy of
Idaho Falls. He was preceded in death by
his parents.

-On The Move-

Michael S. Bissell and Richard D.
Campbell are pleased to announce the
opening of their new firm Campbell &
Bissell, PLLC. Their address is 416
Symons Building, 7 South Howard
Street, Spokane WA 99201, (509) 455-
7100, www.campbell-bissell.com
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Mzr. Bissell represents
and advises business own-
ers in all types of matters,
He has extensive litigation
and mediation expetience
in a variety of areas,
including real estate, contract, construc-
tion law, OSHA/WISHA, insurance, and
general business matters. Mike earned
his B.S. degtee, summa cum laude, from
the University of Idaho and his JD.
from the University of Washington. He
is admitted to practice law before the
state and federal courts in Washington,
Idaho, Alaska, and the United States
Court of Federal Claims. Prior to
becoming a lawyer, Mike was an armor
officer in the United States Marine
Corps. His email is mbissell@campbell-
bissell.com

Mr. Campbell has
developed an extensive
practice in construction

. o ‘.I
@" law and is frequently
‘ requested to speak on
‘ construction law related

topics. Mr. Campbell
advises businesses, primatily those in
construction, and represents those ent-
ties in mediation, arbitration and in court
at the trial and appellate levels. Rich
earned his B.S. degtee from the
University of Idaho and his ].D. Degtee,
cum laude, from Gonzaga University
School of Law where he was a Thomas
More Scholar and Executive Editor of
the Law Review. He is admitted to prac-
tice before the state and federal courts in
Washington, Idaho and Montana, as well
as the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals
and the United States Court of Federal
Claims. Prior to becoming a lawyet, Rich
was an infantry officer in the United
States Marine Corps. His email is rcamp-
bell@campbell-bissell.com.

Anderson, Julian &
Hull LLP, a2 Boise-based
insurance defense firm, is
pleased to announce that

Glenda M. Talbutt is an

associate of the firm. Ms. Talbutt earned
her Bachelor of Science degtee, cum
laude, in criminal justice from the
University of South Carolina in 1984.
She went on to receive her legal assistant
certification, with honors, from the
University of San Diego in 1994. She
received her JD. in 1997 from the
University of Oregon. Ms. Talbutt was
a Law Clerk for the Honorable Byron
Johnson, Idaho Supreme Coutt from
1997-1998. Before joining Anderson,
Julian & Hull she was a senior associ-
ate for five years with Brady Law,
Chartered, in Boise. Her practice atea
will be primarily concentrated in the
areas of insurance defense, education
law, employment law, petsonal injury,
and guardianships.

The law firm of Hall,
Farley, Oberrecht &
Blanton, P. A. is pleased to
y announce that John T.
Herndon has joined the
fitm as their Administrator.
Mr. Herndon has mote than 15 years of
administrative expetience with the firm
of Elam & Burke, P.A., as well as over 12
years as an Administrator and Financial
Comnsultant in Boise, Portland, and in
New York City with the international
accounting firm, Deloitte & Touche. He
also served as a financial planning and
budgeting manager for Boise Cascade
Corporation. Mr. Herndon is a native of
Salmon, Idaho. He earned a business
undergraduate  degree  from  the
University of Idaho and a Masters
degree from Denver University. He is
the brother of Idaho Seventh Judicial
District Court Judge, James Herndon of
Blackfoot.

Michael D. Pogue
and Amanda A. Breen
have joined Lawson &
Laski, PLLC as associates

Wl A, in its Ketchum office. M.
‘ Pogue received his J.D.
from the University of San Francisco.
His areas of practice include commercial



law and litigation. He also has a broad

range of experience counseling companies

on intellectual property and licensing issues,

He can be reached at mdp@lawsonlas-

ki.com.

- f g Ms. Breen received her
‘ bachelot’s degree from

Stanford University and

2 her law degree from the

fe University of Utah. Her

practice is concentrated

in all areas of litigation,

particularly in real estate and con-

struction litigation. She can be
reached at aab@lawsonlaski.com.

-Recognition-

John Swayne, Clearwater County
Prosecuting Attorney from 1987 to his pass-
ing away on June 28, 2005, was posthumous-
ly awarded the Mills-Adler Award for the
Prosecuting  Attorney's Association at the
recent Idaho Association of Counties annual
conference. This is the highest award that can
be given by the prosccutng Attorney's
Assodiation through the Idaho Association of
Counties (AC). Mr. Swayne is only the fourth
Prosecuting Attorney to receive this great
honot. This award began in 1993 as a way to
recognize elected officials that have made sig-
nificant contributions to the improvement of
the Idaho Assodation of Counties through
their dedicated services. The Mills-Adler
Award is named in honor of two distin-
guished elected officials, the late Darwin Mills,
Lincoln County Sheriff, and the late Betty
Adlet, Payette County Treasurer. Both Darwin
Mills and Betty Adler exemplified the qualities
all county elected officials attempt to sttive for.
M. Swayne served as Clearwater County
Prosecuting Attorney for over 18 years. He
was active in the Idaho Prosecuting Attorneys'
Association, serving as president and as a
mentor. He additionally made it a priority to
attend IAC meetings and District meetings as
often as possible.

Mark S. Freeman,
Meridian, was selected as
Meridian's 2005 Man of the
Year. He is a pattner in the
law firm of Foley Freeman
Borton, PLLC, a longtime
member of the Meridian Chamber of

Commetce, serves on nuMercus committees,
is a board membet, and was President in 1995.
He received the Chamber of Commerce
President's Award in 1987 and 1992, M.
Freeman is 2 member of the Rotary Club of
Meridian, serving on numerous committees
and as President, and was named a Paul Hartis
Fellow. He has also served on the Greater
Boise Rotary Foundation, and was named a
Robett S. Gibb Fellow in that organization.
He is a member of the Meridian Optimist
club, and serves on the Board of Ditectors of
the Boys and Gitls' Club of Ada County. He
has served on the Meridian Educaton
Foundation Board, and is a member of the
National School Board Council of Attorneys.
He served as a coach and umpite for Meridian
Little Teague, served as an assistant coach for
Metidian PAL soccet, and is also a supporter
of the Metidian High School Band.

Susan M. Graham, The
Graham Law Office, PA,,
Boise, has successfully passed
the National FElder Law
Foundadon’s (NELLE) exami-
nation for certification in FElder Taw The
NELF is the only otganization approved by
the American Bar Association to offer certifi-
cation in the area of Elder Law: An attorney
certified in this field has an in-depth working
knowledge of the legal issues that impact the
cldetly. Thete are 320 Elder Law spedialists
nationwide and Ms. Graham is one of three in
Idaho. She is a board member and past
President of the Ametican Association of
Trust, Hstate and Elder Law Attorneys, past
President of the Treasure Valley Estate
Planning Council, and a member of the
National Academy of Elder Law Attorneys.
She was named an Accredited Investment
Fiduciaty by the Foundation for Fiduciary
Studies, a nonprofit otganization devoted to
the development and enhancement of fiduci-
ary standards of care for trustees, investment
committee members and investment advisors.
Ms. Graham has a Masters Degree in
Business Administration from Boston
University. She received her JD. from the
University of 1daho College of Law:

McAnaney & Associates,
PLLC is pleased to announce
that Jason D. Melville has
become a partner of the firm.
Mt Melvilles  practice
includes estate planning, busi-
ness tepresentation and succession planning,
administration of estates, and tax planning
and tax dispute tesolution. Before joining the
firm, he practiced law with Perkins Coie LLP
and Brassey, Wetherell & Crawford in Boise.
Jason is a graduate of Brigham Young
University (B.A), Texas Tech University
School of Taw (D), and the University of
Washington School of Law (LL.M. in
Taxation). Mr. Melville can be contacted at
McAnaney & Associates, PLLC, 1101 W
River Street, Suite 100, Boise, Idaho 83702,
(208) 344-7500, jdm@mctaxlaw.com.

The law firm Evans Keane
LLP is pleased to announce
that Jeremy F. Pisca has
been admitted as a partner of
the firm. Mt. Pisca's practice
is concentrated in the areas of
real estate, construction, business and govern-
ment relations. He serves as a lobbyist for the
Idaho Building Contractors Association and
as legal counsel to the Idaho Assodiation of
Realtors. He holds a law degree from the
University of Idaho, and a Bachelor of Arts
degree in political science from Boise State
University.

-Announcements-

BLSA . . . the association for legal profession-
als will hold its monthly educational meeting
on Tuesday, February 21, 2006 at 5:30 p.m.
"The educaton topic will be Understanding
the Guardian Ad Litem Program. The speal-
er will be Tina Freckleton with the CASA
Program. The meeting will be held in the US,
Bank Building, 2nd floor, 101 S. Capitol Blvd,,
Boise, Idaho. For mote information and to
RSVP, please contact Bert Barton, PLS at 385-
5372.
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Beat
the Clock.

Let us make more hours in your day. At ALPS IT Solutions,
we can make the hours you have much more productive.

We:

» Perform technology assessments

» Create information technology roadmaps

» Help select and implement new software and hardware
* Implement solutions that enhance your bottom line

L. A LIPS

Information Technology Services

For more information about how ALPS IT Solutions
makes life easier and business better for our clients,
please contact us at (800) FOR-ALPS or log on to
www.alpsitsolutions.com.

A Member of the ALPS Family of Professional Service Companies

GETTING READY FOR TRIAL?

“Studies show that jurors remember only 30%
of what they hear. But they remember 80% of
what they see and hear.”

William Mauer

Missouri State Court Judge

ELECTRONIC PRESENTATIONS:
Whatever your needs, we can assist with
documents, images and animation.

A FULL RANGE OF SERVICES

» Document imaging/coding/OCR-ing in a wide variety of formats
* Deposition video/text synchronization
* Preparation of electronic presentations
» Database design
» Courtroom assistance, training and support for:
Trial Director Summation Binder Laptop Computers, Software,

Sanction Livenote Video Synch Training and Personnel Available

M & M COURT REPORTING SERVICE, dba AccuScan

208-345-9611 cary@accuscan.org ~ www.mm-service.com
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The Idaho Law Foqndation
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Law Related Education

Lawyers in the Classroom

During the week of February 6-10, your col-
leagues will be in classtooms throughout the state
helping students gain a better understanding of
civil rights and the significant court cases thatled to
passage of the civil rights amendments to the US.
Constitution.

The February teach-in week is the third of
four opportunities this school year for lawyers to
provide law-related information to Idaho students.
The first two teach-ins focused on Constitition
and Bill of Rights Day. The last teach-in opportu-
nity will focus on Law Day with a theme of
Separate Branches: Balanced Powers.

1o date, 78 lawyers have sighed up to partici-
pate in this project that has reached neatly 1000 stu-
dents in Idaho. Statewide media coverage of indi-
vidual lawyers and the project has been very posi-

tve.
Lawyers in the Classroom: Partners in

Education is a project sponsored by the Law
Related Education Program (LRE) of the
Idaho Law Foundadon. LRE will be recruiting
lawyers and teachers for the 2006-07 school
yeat in April.
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Mock Trial Competition
Begins February 25

("ﬂaf CO/);&Q

S

Students throughout Idaho will begin present-
ing their cases and hoping for a chance to win the
ultimate awatd—the chance to represent Idaho at
the National Mock Trial Competiion in
Oklahoma in May. Regional competitions in "Twin
Falls and Coeur d’Alene will be held on February
25, while Idaho Falls and Boise will host competi-
fions on March 4. The top teams from these
regional competidons will advance to the state
competition that will be held in Boise on March 14-
15, at the Ada County, Federal and Supreme
Coutts.

"'he Mock Trial Case for 2006 is a civil case,
Franklyn v. Cartwiight. Franklyn is a student who
is burned in a fire that happens in a barn owned by
Cartwright. Cartwright rented the barn to two high
school students who wete supposedly storing
equipment for their summer lawn business in the
batn. Instead, the entetprising students open a bar
and casino in the barn. It is during a night when

students are gathered to game and drink that the
fire occurs. Franklyn is badly burned by the fire that
was caused by faulty electrical witing inside the
barn. The barn owner’s defense is that he had no
knowledge that his barn was being used for a pur-
pose other than the one he agreed to when he rent-
ed it to the two young men. To find out more
about the exciting conclusion to this case, tune into
the competition in your area. Results will also be
posted on the Bar’s website the day after each com-
petition.

Eighty-one attorneys, judges and community
leaders will act as competition judges statewide.
Another 15 attotney and community volunteers
will spend countless hours organizing and con-
ducting the competitions.

The Mock Ttial Competition is coordinated by
the Iaw Related Educadon Program of the Idaho
Law Foundation. Law Related Education empow-
ers young people by providing practical informa-
tion about the lasv and the legal system and educat-
ing youth about how they can become effective,
partcipating citizens.

For more information about Mock Tiial or
Law Related Education contact Becky Jensen, at
biensen@isb.idaho.gov or (208) 334-4500.

Idaho Volunteer Lawyers Program

SPECIAL THANKS

The total value of legal services donated by Idaho State Bar members and other legal professionals through the IVLP in 2005 was
$1,606,958—not a trivial number. While the higher-than-usual amount is due in part to IVLP’s “cleaning up” old CASA cases, it points to the
significant contributions Idaho attorneys have made over many years. The 132 attorneys listed below represented (some cases still open) IVLP
clients in divorce, modification, custody, guardianship, wills, non-profit incorporation, immigration, banktuptcy, civil rights, consumer or SSI
cases in 2005. The value of the attorney’s services far exceeds the numbers we write on the books. How can you put a numbet to what it means
to a grandparent to be able to legally protect and provide for grandchildren who have been neglected or abused by their own parents? We can-

not say thank you loud enough to these wonderful volunteers.

James Anncst—Burley
Stephen M. Ayers—Coeirr d’Alene
Lisa A. Barini-Garcia—

Roy, Nielson, Barini-Garcia & Platts
Robert W. Bartletr T1-Hailey
Charles B. Bauer—Bawer & French
Stephen L. Beer—Beer ¢ Cain
G. Philip Bernstein—Boise
James A. Bevis—

Bevis, Cameron & Jobnson, PA
Bruce H. Birch—

Birch Law Offices Chtd.

H. Ronald Bjorkman—FEmwett PC
Brian R. Blender—

PLLC

Ralph R. Blount—
Office of the Attorney General
Stephanie |. Boaney—Moore Swmith
Buxcton & Turcke, Chitd.
Eric J. Boyington—Boise
Christopher D. Bray—
Bray Law Office, Chtd.
M. Sean Breen—
Manwedler, Manweiler, Breen ¢ Ball,

Lora R. Breen— Boise
Kimbetly D. Brooks—Brooks Lan,

R. Romer Brown—

Muriel M. Burke—

Burr-Jones Law Office

Debtha J. Carnahan—

Jody P. Carpenter—

Crandall & Associates, PC
A. Elizabeth Burt-jones—

Vicki L. Cade—Caldnell
Dennis L. Cain—Beer e Cain

Debrha Carnahan Law Offices

John P. Connolly—

Connolly & Smyser, Chrd,
Gregory L. Crockett—IHopkins
Roden

Crockett Hansen > Hogpes, PLLC
Michael E. Cutley—Moscow
R. George DeFord, Jr—Delord
Law, PC
Julie A. DeFord—DeFord Lan, PC

Office of 1he Attorney General

John W. Church—

Jobn A. Church, Attorney at Law
D. Blair Clask—Ringert Clark, Chid.
I'homas W. Clatk—Menall @ Merill,

Blender Law Office, P.C.

Chrd,
Heather L. Conder—Boise

Brown, Justh & Romero, PLLC

M. Adelle Pranklin Doty—Dory
Law &

Mediation, PLIC
W. Brent Eames—FEames Law

Office
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Ellen S. Elliott—Bakersfield
Patricia 1. Evans—Orofino
Lois K. Fletchet—Lais K.
Fletcher,

Attorney at Law
Jay R. Priedly—Hall, Friedly &
Ward
Wayne P. Fullet—Wayne P. Fuller
Greg J. Fuller—Fulter Law Offices
Alan C.Goodman—Goodman
Law Offce
Richard D. Greenwood-—

Greenmwood Law Office
Mark J. Guerry—Webl, Webb o>
Guerry
Jay M. Gustavsen—

Davison, Copple, Copple & Cox:
Kindra L. Hansen—OfficeMax

Tncorporated
Lois W. Hart—Lozs Hart, Lawyer
Lowell N. Hawkes—

Lowell N. Hawfes, Chtd.

Craig D. Hobdey—Hobdey &>
Hobdey

Mary S. Hobson—S1e/ Rives,
LLp

Dana L. Hofstetter—

Hofstetter Law Office, LLC
Mary S. Huneycutt—Pocatello
David W. Hyde—~Hyde &> Haff,
PLIC
Garry W. Jones—

Jones, Brower & Callery, PLI.C
Fonda Lynn Jovick—Paine,
Hamblen,

Coffin, Brooke & Mifler, LI.P
Soo Yong Kang—E/am & Burke,
PA
James P. Kaufman—Rzngers
Clark, Chid.

John C. Keenan—

Gozcoechea Law Olffices, LLP
Thomas D. Kershaw Jr—

Thomas D. Kershaw, Jr., PC
Joanne M. Kibodeaux—

Kibodeanx Law Office
Glenn LaMarr
Kofoed-Fruitland
Kelly K. Kumm—Kumm Law
Offices
Raul R. Labrador—

Labrador Law Offices, PC
Reed W. Larsen—Cooper ¢
Larsen
William F. Lee—Emmett
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Edwin L. Litteneker—Eduwin L.
Litteneker

David W. Lloyd—Saetrum Law
Offices

Emile Loza—Technolygy Iaw Group,
Lic

Kenneth E. Lyon Jr—Pocatello
Catherine M. Mabbutt—Mabbutt
eg

Mimford Attorneys
R. Monte
MacConnell-MacConnell

Consulting
Jennifer R. Mahoney—

Ringert Clark, Chtd.

Kipp L. Manwaring—

Manwaring Law Office, PA
Nancy Wells McGee—Si/verton
Sharon L. McQuade-
Grisham—DBoise
Robert M. Meck—Boise Cascade,
LIC
John Meienhofer—Boise
Joseph M. Meier—Casho Hungplrey,
1P
Michaelina B. Murphy—Murphy
Law

Office, PLLC
Sheryl L. Musgrove—Nevin,
Benjamin &

McKay, LLP
William G. Myets TT1T—

Holland & Hart, LIP
Scot D. Nass—

Paine, Haniblen, Coffin, Brooke
& Miller, ILLP
Douglas R. Nelson—

Abnderson Nelson Hall Smith, PA
Harold Q. Noack Jt—

Harold Q. Noack |r., PA
Phillip S. Obetrecht—

Hall, Farley, Oberrechr &
Blanton, PA
Laura S. O’Connell-

Idaho Legal Aid Services Ine.
Kiisten ]. Ormseth—S7oe/ Rives,
P
Thotpe P. Orton—Boise
Thomas W. Packet—Esp/in &
Packer
David N. Parmenter—

Parmenter Law Office
Craig Wilson Patrish—

Parrish Law Office
Michael Frame Peacock—Ke/logg
Kira Dale Pfisterer—Bozse

Michelle Renae Points—Hawley
Troxel

Ennis & Hawley, 1P
David Rex Purnell-

Purnell Law Offices, PC
Lisa Bertoch Rasmussen—

Wilson & McColl
Terry S. Ratliff—Rarljff’ Iaw Offrees,
Chid
Benjamin C. Rice—Bo/se
Stephen C. Rice—Aherin, Rice &
Anegon
John T. Schroeder—

Schroeder & 1 ezaniz Law Offices,
LLpP
Lance J. Schuster—Hopkins
Roden

Crockett Hansen @& Hoopes,
PLIC
Max M. Sheils Je—E//is, Brown &
Sheils
Lisa D. Shultz—

Lisa D. Shultz, Attorney at Law
Karen L. Silva—Si/pa Law Offices,
PLLC
Gardner W. Skinner Jt—Cantrill,
Skinner,

Sullivan & King, LLP
Stephen F. Smith—Stephen I
Swmith,

Attorney at Lan, Chtd.

Harold B. Smith—

Harold B. Smith, Chartered
Margery W. Smith—

Law Office of Margery Snmith
Ellen N. Smith—

Jones Hess Fubrman & Eiden,
PA
Nicholas Mark Staley—

Benoit, Alexcander, Harwood,
High &

Valdez, LLP
Trapper Stewatt—

Landeck, Westherg, Jude & Graham,
P4
Jason Clay Stolworthy—

Idalo National Engineering &

Environmental Laboratories
Severt Swenson Jr—Gooding
Glenda M. Talbutt—

Anderson, Julian & Hull, 1.LP
Gary W. Tanner—

Bolinder Tanner Dunn, PLLC
Aaron N. Thompson—

Dial, May & Rammell, Chtd

Marie T. Tyler—

Holden, Kidhwell, Flahn > Crapo,
PLIC
Louis L. Uranga—Uranga &
Uranga
Dennis S. Voorhees—

Voorhees LaMure, I.LLP
Lary C. Walker—IWesser
Francis Patrick Walker—

Davis, Miller ¢ Walker
Bryan K. Walker—

Hansilton, Michaelson &» Hily,
P
Robert A. Wallace—Boise
Stanley W. Welsh—Cosho
Humphrey, LLP
Kenneth F. White—Kenneth
White, Chtd,

‘Thomas W. Whitney—

Whitney & Whitney, LLP
Karyn Whychell-Saetrum Law
Offices
Susan E. Wiebe—Caldwell
Wesley G. Wilhite—

Law Office of Wes Wilhite
Rachel J. Winer—

Idaho Conservation League
Cynthia L. Yee-Wallace—

Davison, Copple, Copple &
Cox

If you are representing some-
one through the IVLP and ate
not listed here, please give us a
call. If you would like to volun-
teet to do something to be
included—Tmr—his— st~ don’t
wait—call now. And if you are
doing a pro bono case on yout
own, please consider letting
IVLP know—it benefits the
profession, your firm and yout-
selfl We will be
names” of volunteers who pat-
ticipate in other IVLP activities
in future issues of The Advocate.
Carol Craighill, 1-800-221-3295
or ccraighill@isb.idaho.gov.

“naming



Michael G. Brady

Brady Law, Chartered

Attorney — 35 years Trial Experience
ADR Mediator/Arbitrator
SLRA Evaluator

Accepting Civil Case Referral
Fee Sharing Arrangements

Alternative Dispute Resolution Services
(208) 327-8900

Licensed in [daho, Oregon, Utah & Washington
www. bradylawocffice.com

JAMES A. BEVIS

and

MICHAEL R. JOHNSON

Are Pleased to Announce That

KRISTA D. THIRY

Has Become a Sharcholder of the Firm

BEVIS, JOHNSON & THIRY, P.A.

Also, They Are Pleased to Welcome
JENNIFER M. SCHINDELE

As an Associate of the Firm

Attorneys at Law
Divorce and Family Law & Business Law
General Civil Litigation ® Appellate Advocacy
960 Broadway, Suite 200 P.O. Box 827
Boise, Idaho 83701 (208) 345-1040
(208) 345-0365

Michael S. Bissell & Richard D. Campbell

are pleased to announce the
opening of their new law firm

CAMPBELL & BISSELL, PLLC

emphasizing construction, real estate and
commercial litigation.

CAMPBELL & BISSELL, PLLC
416 Symons Building
7 South Howard Street
Spokane, WA 99201
Tel: 509-455-7100 * Fax: 509-455-7111

www.campbell-bissell.com
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Idaho Network to End Domestic Violence
& Trafficking Against Immigrants

Kelly Miller

Idaho Coalition Against Sexual & Domestic Violence

In May 2005, Legal Momentum
facilitated a six-state Summit on
Domestic Violence and Immigrant to
bring attorneys, victim advocates, and
law enforcement together to develop
strategies to address domestic violence
and immigration issues in their states.
Professor Monica Schurtman, University
of Idaho, College of Law, served as the
team leader for Idaho and invited repre-
sentatives from over ten organizations
including Catholic Charities, Idaho Legal
Aid Services, the Idaho Coalition
Against Sexual & Domestic Violence,
and the private bar to participate.

As a result of the Summit, the
Idaho Network to End Domestic
&  Trafficking Against
Immigrants was formed with the mis-
sion to work together to reduce and
eliminate domestic violence and sexual
assault against immigrants. The Idaho
Network to End Domestic Violence &
Trafficking Against Immigrant’s goals

Violence

are to identify statewide and regional
resources; strengthen access to statewide
and regional resources; establish infra-
structure to enhance services; and create
a unified voice. The Network now has
more than sixty members including rep-
resentatives from immigration service
providers, prosecutor’s offices, the
Attorney General’s Office, domestic vio-
lence and service
providers, law enforcement, women’s

sexual assault

advocacy organizations, and private

attorneys.
The Idaho Network to End
Domestic Violence & Trafficking

Against Immigrants is actively working
to alert immigrant victims of domestic
violence, domestic violence and sexual
assault service providers, law enforce-
ment, and the private bar of provisions
under the Violence Against Women Act,
whereby those who are or have been
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spouses or children of United States cit-
izens or lawful permanent residents may
qualify for immigration status under the
VAWA provisions. Generally, the self-
petitioner must show through “any cred-
ible evidence” that he or she was sub-
jected to physical abuse or extreme men-
tal cruelty and that they have “good
moral character.” The self-petitioner
must also show evidence of a good faith
marriage whereby the applicant must
show that they did not marry your abus-
er solely for the purpose of gaining
immigration status in the United States.

In 2000, Congtress extended immi-
gration relief to immigrant victims of
sexual assault, human trafficking, and
other violent ctimes who cooperate in
criminal investigations or prosecutions.
Immigrant victims can obtain immigra-
tion relief without their abusers’ coopet-
ation or knowledge. Despite the ability
to qualify for legal immigration under
the Violence Against Women Act, many
eligible immigrant victims of domestic
violence, sexual assault, child abuse, or
trafficking are still being deported.

In an effort to strengthen legal
resources for immigrant victims of
domestic violence, the Idaho Netwotk to
End Domestic Violence & Trafficking
Against Immigrants conducted a free
CLE on Immigration Basics at Idaho
POST Academy on November 17, 2005.
Over eighty-five persons attended the
training, including
enforcement, victim advocates, and
domestic violence service providets.
Robert  Mather, Department of
Homeland Security USCIS provided an
overview of the immigration process
and information on how to determining
Monica

attorneys, law

a client’s immigration status.
Schurtman, Professor University of
Idaho College of Law, Kathryn
Railsback, Attorney, and Anna Almetico

with Catholic Charities Domestic
Violence Immigration Program

Under the Violence Against Women
Act. And Wendy Olson, Assistant U.S.
Attorney reviewed federal statutory
criminal laws relating to domestic vio-
lence and immigration.

Attorneys expetienced in the com-
plicated self-petition process as well as
other legal remedies under VAWA have
agreed to mentor attorneys willing to
represent immigrant victims of domes-
tic violence pro bono through the Idaho
Volunteer Lawyet’s Progtam. Additional
trainings are planned for Moscow and
for Pocatello in 2006. Attorneys ate
invited to become members of the
Idaho Network to End Domestic
Violence and Trafficking Against
Immigrants, Meetings are held every two
months and are facilitated by the Idaho
Coalition Against Sexual & Domestic
Violence. For more information on the
Idaho Netwotk to End Domestic
Violence &  Trafficking  Against
Immigrants contact Kelly Miller, Legal
Director, Idaho Coalition Against Sexual
& Domestic Violence at

kmillet@idvsa.otg or call 208 384-0419.

ABOUT THE AUTHOR

Kelly Miller is the Legal Ditector for
the Idaho Coalition Against Sexual &
Domestic Violence.



Who's Guarding
Your Clients’
Intellectual Property?

Experience Matters

Dykas, Shaver & Nipper

Protecting Intellectual Property Rights Smce 1975

208-345-1122 e Located at 1403 W. Franklin St., Boise, ID 83702 e www.dykaslaw.com

WHITE PETERSON, P.A.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

The firm is pleased to announce that

JOHN R. KORMANIK
has become a shareholder of the firm

Mr. Kormanik, is a 1998 magna cum laude graduate of California Western School of Law. He became a member of both the
California Bar and Idaho Bar in 1998. Mr, Kormanik is also admitted to the U.S. District Court, District of Idaho. Since joining
White Peterson in 2003, Mr. Kormanik has focused his practice in the arcas of business litigation, employment law, medical
malpractice and other complex litigation. Mr. Kormanik is an active member of the Third District Bar Association and the Idaho
and American Trial Lawyers Associations,

White Peterson, P.A., is a full service law firm serving clients throughout the region. For over three decades the attorneys of
White Peterson, P.A. have offered practical advice and effective litigation to help our clients manage the present and plan for the
future.
5700 E. FRANKLIN ROAD, Surri 200
NAMPA, IDARO 83687
TEL: (208) 466-9272
www, whitepeterson.com

SARAH H. ARNETT T. GuY HALLAM ** CHRISTOPHER S, NYE
KEvIN E. DINIUS JILL S. HOLINKA PHILIP A. PETERSON
JuLn: KLEIN FISCHER Jorn R. KORMANIK * Tobb A. ROSSMAN
CHRISTOPHER D. GABBERT WILLIAM A. MORROW JAMES M. VAVREK

WM. F. GIGRAY, TIT WILLIAM F. NiCHOLS #* TERRENCLE R, WHITLE ***

*Also admitted in CA  ** Also admitted in OR *#*Also admitted in WA
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DeskBooks mail the end of April.
If you would like an extra copy for your office staff please call us.

2006-2007
Advocate

Official Publication of the ldaho State Bar

DeskBook Directory

Mail Form (with payment) to: Idaho State Bar, P.O. Box 895, Boise, ID 83701-0895

Name: Phone: ( )
Address: City/State: Zip:
Contact:
Email:
UNIT PRICE BOOK ORDER
Idaho State Sales Tax (5%) 1 booK....ccrirnvnrans $6.00
Non-Member: $40.00 per book 2 books.... $7.50
number books X price = amount 3 books....csriiieeinn $9.50
Idaho State Sales Tax (5%) 4 or more books...$11.50 +
* Postage & Handling (see chart) $2.00 for each book over 4
TOTAL ENCLOSED *If you live in the area you can pick
your book(s) up at the Law Center. Just
let us know that is what you would like
el pyblished by to do.
IH[I BM the Will pick book(s) up
. Idaho State Bar Date books will be picked up

METHOD OF PAYMENT
Name: Phone: ( )
Address: City/State Zip
Firm Name:
Make_checks payable to Idaho State Bar
For credit card payments, please complete: () Visa ( )? MasterCard Amount

Cardholder’s Name as imprinted on the card:

Credit Card Billing Address:

Acct. No:

Signature:

Expiration Date:

Authorization No.

Date

() Cash () Check No.

Taken by Amount

For office use only

( ) Personal ( ) Firm Name

Mail form and payment/pay-
ment information to:

Idaho State Bar

PO Box 895

Boise ID 83701-0895
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CONTINUING LEGAL EDUCATION

(dates & locations may change)

24th Annual Commercial Law &
Bankruptcy Section Seminary

February 16-18, 2006
Coeur d’Alene Resort

A few of the topics planned for this
important seminat include:
* Update on the 2005 Revised
Bankruptey Code
* Techno Time Management
* How to Avoid Legal Wiffs in
your Bankruptcy Practice
* Wotds of Wisdom from the
Judges
* And much more.
Call the Coeur d’Alene Resort to make
your sleeping room reservation:
208/664-7274.

Familiarity Breeds Comfort:
Discovery, Dispositive Motions and
Jury Trial Improvement

Sponsored by the 1dabo Law Foundation and
the Idabo Chapter of the Federal Bar
Association

Februaty 23, 2006
Law Center, Boise

Increase your comfort level next
tme you find yourself in federal court by
participating in an interactive presenta-
tion addtessing motion practice in fed-
eral court. So popular at this past July
ISB Annual Meeting, out premier facul-
ty has consented to presenting again.

You’'ll learn how to avoid the ten
most common discovery mistakes made
by both plaintiffs and defendants in
federal court. Participate and watch as
discovery motions are argued and listen
as Magistrate Judge Mikel H.
Williams rules on the motions and
explains his reasoning, Then, follow
the same case and enjoy the interactive
ptesentation as Chief District Judge
B. Lynn Winmill provides specific guid-
ance on how to present oml argument as either
the moving party or the opposing party
during dispositive motions.

Finally, you will gleam new under-
standing about federal jury trials and

the directive of the Jury Trial
Improvement Committee and the sur-
vey results regarding how to improve
juty trial practices in the Federal Courts.

Condominium Development and
Condominium Owners Associations
Sponsored by ISB and Real Property Section

February 24, 2006
Centre on the Grove, Boise

The theme for this year’s Real
Property Annual Seminar is
“Condominium Development and
Condominium Owners’ Associations™.
Topic include:

Introduction to condominium law
Warranty Issues, Construction Claims
and Defects and Developer Liability
Drafting Condominium IDocuments

“Wotkers Compensation Section
Annual Seminar

Workers Compensation Annual
Seminar

Sponsored by the 1SB Workers Compensation
Section

Match 10, 2006
Sun Valley Resort
Sun Valley, 1daho

Please join the Section for this
yeat’s important seminar on Workers
Compensation law. The agenda will
include hot topics and the most recent
information on trends in the practice.

“Mark Your Calendat” for the
May 4, 2006 ISB Business and
Cotporate Law Section Annual CLE. It
will be held at the Boise Centre on the
Grove.

Check your e-mail messages or go to

www.state.id.us/ ish to register for these

programs.

In the
Hoff Building
Downtown Boise

208-336-1234
www.|PLegalTeam.com

HollandcMidgley LLP

INTELLTCTUAL PROPEATY LAW

D

+ Affordable - Timely - Reliable

208-336-4715
www.gollerpublishing.com

KEEPING UP WITH CASE LAW?

+ Case summaries, complete opinions and more

* Idaho’s authorized advance reporter
Idaho Supreme Court Report
Idaho Court of Appeals Report
Idaho Bankruptcy Court Report

GOLLER PUBBISHING

CORPO
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EAVID LOUIS SCEENDIAL s s A,
ORTHOPEDIC FORENSIC SOLUTIONS

¢ IME - DO/REVIEW
* RECORD REVIEW
* IMPAIRMENT RATING
* CASE MERIT REVIEW
« DEPOSITION
* COURT TESTIMONY

¢ L&l / STATE / FED.
* PRIVATE SECTOR
¢ PLAINTIFF / DEFENSE
¢ Pl / MED. MAL.

* ROUTINE
* NOW
* 'YESTERDAY"

* RELEVANT
* RELIABLE
* UNDERSTANDABLE

“30 YEARS EXPERIENCE o AVAILABLE NATIONWIDE"

v 208-788-9337

110E.GULC 33
208-788-9337 + FAX20 AR242 - CELL360-280-3446
E-HMail: davidssehenkar-mdéaiorthopedictorensicsolutions,com

viwi,orthopedictorensinsotutions.com

Home of the best Child Support Program

PO Box 44930
Boise, ID 83711

(208) 376-7728
www.idchildsupport.com

Mediation and Arbitration Services

D. Duff McKee

Practice limited to alternative dispute resolution services

Post Office Box 941
Boise, Idaho 83701

Telephone: (208) 381-0060
Facsimile: (208) 381-0083

Email: ddmckee@idacomm.net
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What could you do
with an extra 228
hours each year?

The only computer training
designed specifically for
legal professionals.

Attorneys 0 Paralegals & Support Staff
Multi-day “® Full-day “B Half-day

www.pckeys.com
classes@pckeys.com
208.331.3121

JOHN MAGEL
36 years' experience
Litigation & ADR
Member ISB ADR
Governing Council

jm@elamburke.com

MACK A. REDFORD
36 years’ experience
Litigation, ADR,
Construction,
Corporation & Business

mar@elamburke.com

Elam & Burke, P.A. ¢ 25| E. Front Street, Suite 300, P.O. Box
1539, Boise, ID 83701 « Tel: 208-343-5454 ¢ Fax: 208-384-5844

MEDIATOR/ARBITRATOR

W. Anthony (Tony) Park

35 years, civil litigator

former Idaho Attorney General

PO Box 2188 (208) 345-7800
Boise ID 83701 Fax (208) 345-7894
E-mail: tpark@huntleypark.com
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CLASSIFIEDS

EXPERT WITNESSES

LEGAL ETHICS

~ Financial Services ~
Thomas D. Collins, CPA, CFA
1602 W. Hays Street, Ste 202 Boise,
1D 83702

Phone: (208) 344-5840
Fax:  (208) 344-5842

~ Collins Financial Services ~

BAD FAITH WITNESS
INSURANCE CONSULTANT:

Over 25 yrs legal,
risk management &
claims experience.

JD, CPCU & ARM.
Phone: (425) 776-7386

www.expettwitness.com/huss

FORENSIC DOCUMENT EXAMINER
Trained by the Secret Service and U.S. Postal
Crime Lab Examiners. Fully equipped labo-
ratory. Qualified in state and federal courts.
Retired from the Eugene Police Department.

Jim Green: (888) 485-0832

EXPERT WEATHER TESTIMONY
Weather & climate data research and analysis.
15+ years meteorological expettise - AMS
certified - extensive weather database - a vati-
ety of case experience specializing in ice, snow,
wind and atmosphetic lighting.

Meteorologist Scott Dorval
(208) 890-1771

Medical/Legal Consultant
Gastroenterology

Theodote W. Bohlman, M.D. Licensed,
Board Certified Internal Medicine &
Gastroenterology Record Review and med-
ical expert testimony.
To contact call (208) 888-6136 or
Email: tbohlman@mindspring.com.

INSURANCE AND
CLAIMS HANDLING

Consultations or testimony in cases
involving insurance or bad faith issues.
Adjunct Professor Insurance Law; 25 years
experience as attorney in cases for and
against insurance companies; developed
claims procedures for major insurance catri-
ers. To contact Irving “Buddy” Paul, call:
(208) 667-7990 or

email: bpaul@ewingandetson.com.
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~ LEGAL ETHICS ~
Ethics-conflicts advice,
disciplinary defense,
disqualifications and
sanctions motions, law firm
related litigation,
attorney-client privilege.
Idaho, Otregon & Washington
Mark Fucile: (503) 224-4895
Fucile & Reising LLP
Mark @frllp.com

OFFICE SPACE FOR LEASE

Office Space for Lease
$1,000, Sec. Ass. Extra Use of Library,
Conf. rm., Fax, copier, phone systeni., law
books
Call (208) 338-6558

SPACE SHARING
Spare office at AV rated firm in class “A”
building on Greenbelt. Free parking shared
reception atea and conference rooms includ-
ed. $700.00 per month.
Call (208) 344-4566 for details.

Downtown Office
Space Available
C.W. Mootre Plaza

Adjacent to Ada County Courthouse
Parking Available
150 person Conference Room
Basement, Copy Center and
Locker Rooms

For Details Contact:
Grove Hummert, SIOR
at Thornton Oliver Keller

Call: (208) 947-0804

Office suites available near Canyon Co.
Courthouse. Located on the corner of
Main and Kimball St., the suite sizes in this
attractive office building range from 250 to
716 square feet. For additional informa-
tion, contact Susan Wishney @ (208) 426-
9540 ot (208) 861-5206.

LEASE RENEWAL
Need market information for an upcoming
lease renewal negotiation? Call Debbie
Martin, SIOR at DK Commercial (208)
955-1000 or (208) 850-5009.

Office suites for lease in professional med-
ical/office campus. Suite sizes range from
850 to 3400 square feet. Client is motivat-
ed to fill the vacancies and is offering
below market rates. Please contact Susan
Wishney @Winston Commercial Real
Estate (208)426-9540 or (208)861-5206.

SERVICES

LUMP SUMS CASH PAID
For Seller-Financed Real Estate Notes &
Contracts, Divorce Notes, Business Notes,
Structured Settlements, Lottery Winnings.
Since 1992,

CASCADE FUNDING, INC.

www.cascadefunding.com

1 (800) 476-9644

NEED SOMEONE FOUND?
A witness, someone to sign off on a deed,
missing heirs or who ever. Call Artyn,
Inc. with 18 years specializing and suc-
cessfully finding people and that problem
is solved.

Call today: 800-522-7276

PROCESS SERVERS

PowerServe of Idaho
Process Serving for
Southwest Idaho
(208) 342-0012.

P.O. Box 5368
Boise, ID 83705-0368.
www.powerserveofidaho.com



ATTORNEY POSITIONS
JONES * HESS * FUHRMAN
& EIDEN, PA.

Is secking an attorney with 3-5 years expe-
rience in litigation. Applicants nced a
strong academic background.

The firm also has an opening for a
5-10 year attorney with commercial
litigation or commercial transaction
experience.
Please submit cover letter, resume and
salary expectations to:

Toni Denney
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701
or

Email: tdenney@idalaw.com
Inquiries will be kept strictly

Employer Services

* Job Postings: Full-Time /
Part-Time Students, Laterals &
Contract

* Confidential “Blind” Ads Accepted

* Resume Collection

* Interview Facilities Provided

* Recruitment Planning

A

University
ofldaho

College of Law

For more information contact:
Carcer Services
Phone: (208) 885-2742
Fax: (208) 885-5709
and/or
www law.uidaho.edu/carcers
Employment announcements may be
posted at: carcers@law.uidaho.edu

P.O. Box 442321

Moscow, Idaho 83844-2321

Egual Opportunity Employer

2/1/06 — 2/28/06

FEBRUARY 2006
(DATTS MAY CHANGE OR PROGRAMS MAY BE CANCELLED)

1

1

1

15

15
16-18
20

The Advocate Deadline

Licensing Deadline

Public Information Committee Meeting
The Advocate Editorial Advisoty Board
CLE: Young Lawyers Section Boise

CLE: Commercial Law & Bankruptcy Seminar, Coeur d'Alene
ISB/ILF Office Closed for President’s Day
20—22 Tebruary 2006 Bar Fxam, Boise Centre on the Grove

23 CLE: Idaho Law Foundation: Familiarity Breeds Comfort, Boise
24 CLE: Real Property Section Seminar, Boise

24 ISB Board of Commissioners Meeting

MARCH 2006

(DATES MAY CHANGE OR PROGRAMS MAY BE CANCELLED)

1 The Advocate Deadline

1 Final Licensing Deadline

10 CLE: Workers Compensation Section Seminar, Sun Valley
15 The Advocate Editorial Advisory Board

22 Alternative Dispute Resolution Section Meeting

24 Bar Exam Preparation Committee

28 Practice Section Council Meeting

These dates include Bar and Foundation meetings, seminars, and other important
dates. Al meetings will be at the Law Center in Boise unless otherwise indicated.
Dates might change or prograsms may be cancelled. The IS B website contains current
information on CLEs. If you don't have access to the Internet please call (208) 334-
4500 for current information.

For Continuing Legal Education schedules check the
Idaho Sate Bar website www.idaho.gov/isb
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IT’S OUT THERE. YOUR NEXT BIG IDEA.

WHETHER IT’S ON THE HORIZON OR IN YOUR

POCKET, SOONER OR LATER, YOU’LL HAVE ONE.

AND WHEN YOU DO, BRING IT TO US. WE’LL

HELP YOU PROTECT IT, PACKAGE IT AND—MOST

OF ALL—PROFIT FROM IT.

SUCCESS IS IN SIGHT.
Technology Law Group, LLC helps
protect and build intellectual property,
international interests, and Internet
business concepts. We are based

locally, but work globally.

PLEASE CALL US AT
208.939.4472 FOR:

Intellectual property (IP) licensing
and other transactions.

IP portfolio development and
management.

IP intelligence and strategic advice.

IP contract compliance monitoring
and enforcement.

Litigation support services, including
prelitigation planning.

Local counsel on IP, international
and Internet matters.

Patent, trademark and copyright
prosecution and related services.

Employment, confidentiality and
trade secrecy contracts.

- VAEC OLOGY
- LAWGROUP.

Our passion is to be the best. Not the biggest. Let us work with you! In Boise at 208.939.4472 www.technologylawgroup.com




