
 

2009 WCBA Officers: 
President: Katti Esp 
(360) 715 3100 
Vice President:  Betsy Brinson 
Secretary: Rob Kelly  
Treasurer: Dennis Williams 

Newsletter Editorial Board: 
Peter Arkison 
Joe Bartek 
Karen Funston 
Steve Hager 
Paula McCandlis 
David A. Nelson 
Jennifer Willner 

Newsletter Editor:  
Matthew Jellett 
www.jellettlaw.com 
(360) 527-9400 ph 
(425) 671 1728 fx 
matt@jellettlaw.com 

  

Inaugural Address 
Across the line 

1, 3 
2 

IP Update 3,5,6 

Minutes 
Classifieds 

4 
 

Boos, CLE reqs. 
Pro Bono Pages 

7 
8,9 

Announcements 
Ads 

10-11 
12-14 

  

Inside: 

Disclaimer: 
The information & various 

articles contained within this 
publication have not been 
checked for accuracy. All 

opinions expressed are those 
of the authors and do not 

necessarily reflect the opin-
ions of the Bar Association, 
the Newsletter, or the agents 

thereof. 

The monthly bar lunch and meeting will be at noon, Wednesday, 
January 7, 2009, at Northwood Hall.   Topic will be a discussion of the 
2009 WCBA agenda.  

 BAR LUNCH  

The Whatcom County Bar Association 

2009 

NEWSLETTER 
JANUARY www.whatcombar.org 

The Inaugural Address 
   By Katti Esp 
   WCBA President 2009 

For my first column as President of the Whatcom 
County Bar Association, I would like to present my 
hopes and desires for a more active Bar Association.   
 
To begin with, I would like to see the entire Bar mem-
bership at the monthly lunches.  As an estate planning 
attorney, I do not see other members of the Bar on a 
frequent basis.  I think it is helpful when dealing with 
other attorneys to know them on a social level, not just 
as an adversary.  Attorneys have expressed to me that 
they are beginning to be aware of opposing counsel who are personally attacking attor-
neys on the opposite side of a matter instead of being civil and practicing in a gentle-
manly style.  I do not think we will enjoy practicing law in a community where oppos-
ing counsel is a faceless and unknown person.  If, instead, we know opposing counsel, 
we might be willing to say they just have a different view of the law and are doing the 
best job they can.  In addition, with the exception of the January meeting and the Law 
Advocates annual meeting, I am hoping that the Bar Association will have informative 
and inspirational speakers at each meeting.  At the Bar meeting in January there will 
also be discussion on whether the Bar wants to continue meeting at Northwood Hall or 
move to another location, as I have received some complaints about the food at North-

wood Hall. 
 
Secondly, I would like to see one major social event 
each quarter.  My ideas for social events for the year 
include riding the train to and from Seattle to attend a 
Mariner's game.  This would be set up similarly to the 
ski bus trip so that there would be no cost to the What-

com County Bar Association, and it would allow Bar members to have some fun to-
gether.  I would also like to resurrect the summer barbeque.  The Bar would supply 
salmon and members would bring side dishes, salad and dessert.  I also want to make 
the holiday party into the function that it used to be, with a majority of the Bar members 

(Continued on page 3) 
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A C R O S S   T H E   L I N E 
IMMIGRATION AND CROSS BORDER UPDATE FROM CHANG & BOOS        

By Scott Railton, 1305—11th St, # 301, Bellingham, WA 98225, E-Mail:  srailton@americanlaw.com 
January 2009 

Border Patrol Expansion Prompts Increased Complaints 
from NGOs and Local Governments.  The U.S. Border Pa-
trol’s use of checkpoints in northwest Washington is off to a 
rocky start, with loud objections from the U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice, local governments, and the ACLU.  So far, the Border 
Patrol seems to be catching mostly undocumented farm work-
ers, minor narcotics offenders, and persons with outstanding 
warrants, while adding unbudgeted expenses to other arms of 
government, and creating fear in the immigrant community. 
 U.S. Attorney Jeff Sullivan is quoted in a recent AP story 
as telling the Border Patrol to plainly lay off sending petty 
marijuana offenses to his office, which doesn’t have the fund-
ing to handle the cases in bulk.  “It is our long-standing policy 
to use limited federal resources to pursue the sophisticated 
criminal organizations who smuggle millions of dollars of 
drugs, guns and other contraband across borders.  (Manual 
Valedes, AP, 12-13-08.)  Today, I informed the Border Patrol 
that all future small possession cases may be referred to state 
or local law enforcement, but will not be pursued by the U.S. 
Attorney's Office due to a lack of federal interest in the prose-
cution," said Sullivan.  (P-I). 
 Checkpoints have recently operated locally on Highway 
20 by Newhalem, at the Anacortes ferry docks, and on High-
way 101 on the Peninsula near Forks.  More locations are im-
minent. Approximately 100 apprehensions have resulted from 
the checkpoints, reportedly.  Checkpoints have been common 
for years on the southern border, and are constitutionally per-
mitted based on current 4th Amendment border search law.  
However, the border search exception has not been tested in 
the Supreme Court since the definition of the border has been 
expanded to the 100 mile zone after 9/11, and the ACLU has 
said they are looking for a test case.   
 In November, a group of 400 persons attended a forum on 
the Border Patrol’s activities in Port Townsend, and learned 
that the Jefferson County Sheriff’s Office will also not get in-
volved if persons refuse to show their identification.  "We're 
not federal agents, and we don't have the time, the men or the 
resources to [enforce federal law]," said County Sheriff Bras-
field, in response to a question on how the Sheriff’s office 
would handle a complaint regarding someone refusing to pre-
sent their identification to the Border Patrol.   
 Similarly, the City of Port Townsend has established a 
policy of not getting involved with the checkpoints.  Specifi-
cally, the City has said that police officers will not participate 
in pursuits originating from roadblocks, nor will they make 

arrests based on probable cause as determined by the agency, 
and they will not take responsibility for vehicles left behind 
because of checkpoints.  (Peninsula Daily News, 11-5-08.) 
  
 Since 9/11, CBP has increased its number of agents on the 
northern border by four fold, and they are looking at ways to 
assign resources. Besides checkpoints, they have also set up a 
substation for the Strait of Juan de Fuca, to protect against air 
and water intrusions.  When challenged on the costs and bene-
fits of their activities, the agency always cites the capture of 
Ahmed Ressam, who was caught at the Port Angeles port of 
entry with explosives in his trunk, which were intended for LA 
International Airport.  Ressam is referred to as the Millennium 
Bomber, as he was caught on New Year’s Eve, 1999. 
 The Border Patrol is a division of the U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection, which in turn is an arm of the Department 
of Homeland Security.  The Border Patrol is tasked with 
guarding the border between points of entry, whereas Field 
Operations for the agency manages the ports.  Chief John 
Bates, head of the Blaine office of the Border Patrol, has been 
quoted as saying the checkpoints are not going away, and are a 
necessary law enforcement tool in protecting the border.  
Checkpoints have also been increased in eastern northern bor-
der states, amidst similar protest. 
Briefly 
Deportation Statistics. The DHS Office of Immigration Sta-
tistics reports that approximately 1/3 of all deportations in 
2007 were “expedited removals”, which are deportations with-
out court hearings.  DHS apprehended nearly 1 million per-
sons in 2007, and 89% were from Mexico.  ICE detained ap-
proximately 311,000 persons, and DHS reports it deported 
almost 100,000 “known criminals.”  A full report can be found 
by searching “DHS Office of Immigration Statistics.” 
Legal Technician Rule. The Washington State Supreme 
Court is seeking comment on the adoption of the proposed 
NEW APR 28 on Legal Technicians and the New Non-
Lawyer Practice Commission Regulations.  Comments should 
be submitted to the Court no later than April 30, 2009.  The 
American Immigration Lawyers Association has expressed 
concerns about the impact non-lawyer representation may 
have upon non-citizens, as immigration lawyers frequently 
hear of cases where non-attorney representation/guidance has 
created serious consequences for non-citizens.  See 
www.wsba.org/legaltechnicianrule.pdf  

1305 11th Street, Suite 301           Bellingham, WA 98225 
Tel: (360) 671-5945           Fax: (360) 676-5459           www.americanlaw.com 

Bellingham, Washington, USA     Creating TRANSPARENT BORDERS ™          Toronto & Ottawa, Ontario, Canada 
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Inaugural ... Continued... 

showing up to socialize and wishing each other well for the 
coming year.  I would also like to see the Bar Association host 
receptions in the spring and fall for new admittees after they 
are sworn in.  We as a Bar Association need to meet the new 
admittees and mentor them if we want them to practice in a 
gentlemanly manner and not have a motions-based practice 
that causes stress and increases the cost of providing service to 
our clients.   
 
Another goal is to provide local CLE credits such that an attor-
ney would be able to obtain 15 credits each year in Belling-
ham.  Although the CLE Committee strives to bring interesting 
CLE programs to our area, if we want to keep the CLE pro-
grams here it is necessary to boost attendance.  We would like 
to see at least 50 attorneys at each local CLE.  To help pro-
mote attendance and allow Law Advocates (who administers 
the CLE programs for the Bar) prepare more efficiently, there 
is discussion regarding a discount for early registration.   
 
Finally, I would like to take care of some housekeeping mat-
ters.  The bylaws that were under revision over a year ago 
should be adopted no later than June 2009.  The unrelated 
business income tax issue also should be resolved by the end 
of 2009.  The application for nonprofit status has been filed, 
but we need to wait for the IRS to grant nonprofit status and 
then the income tax returns will need to be filed.   
 
In summary, this is going to be a year of taking care of busi-
ness and working on relationships among the Bar membership 
so that we can remain a civil and gentlemanly Bar Association.   
 
I look forward to seeing you at the January 7, 2009 Bar lunch 
at Northwood Hall.  

(Continued from page 1) 

An Semi-Annual IP Update 
By: Matthew Jellett, patent attorney. 

 
This is an IP Update for anyone interested in the goings on of 
intellectual property.  This update covers the last six months or 
so of some of the more major happenings and the intellectual 
property arena.  This is a discussion of intellectual property ad-
ministrative, legal, and some procedural issues as they have 
come up since July 2008. 
 
The US copyright office now has an online filing for copy-
right claims: on June 30, 2008, the US Copyright Office started 
offering an electronic version of the application forms for indi-
viduals and entities to file for registration of their copyright 
online.   
 
If you are not familiar with the administrative backend of intellec-
tual property areas (patents, trademarks, and copyrights) then 
you will be pleased to know that now all three federal agencies 
including the patent office, trademark office, and copyright office 
provide the ability for entities to file online to obtain immediate 
recordation of their property.  The copyright office was the last 
agency to come into the digital age so to speak.   
 
I don't know why it took them so long but it's finally up and run-
ning and seems to be working well.  One can file for literary 
work protection, visual art work protection, performing artwork 
protection, including the motion picture category, as well as 
sound recordings.   
 
The AIPLA (American Intellectual Property Law Association) 
reports that the new release provides "a lower filing fee, faster 
processing time, online status tracking of the claim, secure pay-
ment by credit card or debit card, and the ability to upload cer-
tain categories of deposits directly into the copyright office data-
base.  Check it out at www.copyright.gov 
 
Copyrights and Orphan Works: the House and Senate have 
both approved bills for an infringers limited liability on copy-
righted works where the infringer was unable to locate the copy-
right owner after performing and documenting "a qualifying 
search." This is detailed in the new section 514 (b) (2) (a) of the 
copyright act.   
 
Under the House bill, according to the AIPLA, the infringer 
would have to file at the copyright office a "notice of use" for 
using the work, and the copyright office would be required to 
create and maintain an archive of such filings.  The House ver-
sion of the bill would not go into effect until January 1, 2013, the 
Senate version of the bill would go into effect January 1, 2009.  I 
believe the delay between the House and the Senate is be-
cause of the availability of the copyright office certification data-
base or in other words "PGS database."   
 
This could significantly level the playing field between smaller 
entities and larger entities or the small entities could still be 
taken advantage of by the large entities who have more re-
sources to enforce their copyrights. 

(Continued on page 5) 
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I.  Call to Order:   
 President Steve Chance called the meeting to order at 12:10 
 
II. Recognition of Judicial Members, Guests, and New Members: 

President Steve Chance recognized the judicial members present and thanked the judicial officers 
who are current paid members of the WCBA.  The following new members were introduced:  
- Ray Brooks 
- Richard Burnell – solo practitioner 
- Michael Kleps – returning to Bellingham, solo practitioner.   
 

III. Approval of November Minutes: 
 No November Minutes. 
 
IV. Law Advocates Report: 

- Mary Swenson announced the pro bono award for service was given to Kathy Marshall.  
- Law Advocates is planning for 2009 and needs street law and landlord tenant clinic volunteers 

 
V.  Committee Reports and Announcements: 

A. Treasurer’s Report:  WCBA Treasurer Simi Jain presented the November Treasurer’s Report.  
We currently have 238 members and a balance of $10,838.19 

B. Washington Women Lawyers – Whatcom County Chapter:  No announcements 
C. Announcements:   

a. BOG meeting in Bellingham December 4th and 5th.  Come join them on Friday the 5th 
for Lunch at the Bellwether Hotel.  It is not to late to RSVP to the WSBA.  Kirsten 
Barron will be awarded the Local Hero Award.   

b. The WCBA is having a holiday party on Thursday, December 11, 2008 at the Lustick 
Law Firm.  Please bring an unwrapped toy to donate.     

c. WCBA Ski Bus is leaving December 12, 2008 at 5:30 am.  The bus is now full.   Don’t 
be late.  

d. Ludwigson, Thompson, Hays & Bell is closing their firm.   
e. Recognition of Bob Hughes 50 years of practice.   

 
VI. Guest Speaker Ray Baribeau, with the Whatcom County Re-entry Coalition followed by a short 
presentation from his associate Jim Cozad. 

The Whatcom County Re-entry Coalition assists men and women returning from state prisons.  Its 
goal is to assist in the transition from incarceration back to being a productive member of society.  
WCRC believes such assistance is important to (1) ensure safety of the community, (2) lessen the 
economic burden on society, and (3) socialize the individuals.  Safety is a concern because nation 
wide there is an 80% recidivisms rate.  Here in Washington it is 35%.  There is an economic concern 
because the longer individuals stay in the system the more tax pays have to pay for their care.  
Socialization is important to connect the individual to housing, recovery groups, and social services.  
If the individual feels connected to the community it gives them a reason not to continue in the 
cycle.  The WCRC works with local landlords, service agencies, employers, and the DOC.   

 
VII. Meeting adjourned:  President Steve Chance adjourned the meeting.  

Whatcom County Bar Association 

December 3, 2008 

Northwood Hall, Bellingham, Washington 
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First sale doctrine in patent law appears to apply to arti-
cles that perform the steps in method patents: on June 
9, 2008 the US Supreme Court ruled on Quanta Computer, 
Inc. v. LG Electronics, Inc., U.S., No. 06-937, 6/9/08; where 
the Court held that the authorized sale of an article that 
"substantially embodies" a system or method patent, ex-
hausts patent owners rights in those patents.   

The Court reversed the Federal Circuit's decision that a sale 
was "conditional" which avoided the exhaustion doctrine so 
that it would not apply to method patents. 

Declaratory judgment actions/patents: according to the 
Federal Circuit, (the court for patent appeals) there is no 
controversy upon which to establish a competitor's Declara-
tory Judgment action against a patentee where the patentee 
had no knowledge of the competitor's product before the 
lawsuits was filed.  See Prasco, LLC v. Medicis Pharmaceu-
tical Corp., Fed. Cir., No. 2007-1524, 8/15/08.  

This Federal Cir. decision is not contrary to the recent US 
Supreme Court case of MedImmune Inc. v. Genentech, Inc., 
127 S.Ct. 764 (2007) because even though the Supreme 
Court said that declaratory judgment jurisdiction does not 
require an apprehension of being sued, the Federal Circuit 
in its subsequent decision said "it does not change the bed-
rock rule that a case or controversy must be based on a real 
and immediate injury or threats of future injury that is 
caused by the defendant (or in other words the patentee)... 
this is an objective standard that cannot be met by purely 
subjective or speculative fear of future harm." Prasco, Id.  
"Jurisdiction does not arise merely because a party learns of 
the existence of a patent or even perceives a risk of infringe-
ment from such a patent without some affirmative act by the 
patentee" the court held.   

Authors comment: this makes sense from a basic patent law 
principle standpoint, that is, patents are elective rights which 
must be enforced by the owner.  If the owner chooses not to 
enforce and police their patent claims, then those would-be 
infringers will not have any apprehension towards being 
sued.   

Furthermore, if the patent owner is then aware of the poten-
tial infringer, and does not act on the infringement, then he 
may later be estopped from enforcing his rights. 

Design patents: according to the Federal Circuit in Egyp-
tian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., Fed. Cir., No. 2006-1562, 
9/22/08, design patents no longer have a two-stage infringe-
ment analysis to go through in order to enforce the "ordinary 
observer test".   

The appropriate test as discussed in the case is "a version 
of the ordinary observer test in which the ordinary observer 

is deemed to view the differences between the patented 
design and the accused product in context of the prior art."  

The Court went on to say that "the comparison of the de-
signs, including the examination of any novel features, must 
be conducted as part of the ordinary observer test, not as 
part of a separate test focusing on particular points of nov-
elty that are designated only in the course of litigation." 

Author comment: this case simplifies the analysis for deter-
mining infringement of an ornamental design covered by a 
design patent.   

Basically, the analysis includes first determining the existing 
state of the prior art, comparing the novel elements in the 
design patent to the potentially infringing article, and then 
comparing the claimed design and the potentially infringing 
article "as a whole" as an ordinary observer in the Art would 
compare them.   

If there is substantial similarity between the two designs, 
there is likely infringement.  This case is likely to be a water-
shed case for clarifying the infringement aspects of design 
patent claims. 

Are signals patentable?  According to the Supreme Court 
in the case of Nuijten v. Dudas, U.S., No. 07-1404, 10/6/08 
they are not, and the Court denied certification.   

The Federal Circuit, held that a signal per se is not pat-
entable because it does not fall under any of the four cate-
gories of patentable subject matter listed in 35 USC section 
101 (Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful 
process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a pat-
ent therefore, subject to the conditions and requirements of 
this title.)   

Author comment: this is an interesting case because, a sig-
nal is just a wave existing within a medium (air).  The author 
reasons that since the waves are transferred through an 
existing medium in nature, they cannot be patented.  If the 
waves were sent by some machine which is patented, or 
received by some machine which is patented, for example a 
wireless router and a wireless receiver then the signals 
likely would be patentable through the patenting of the ma-
chine.  

Are processes patentable if they do not act on statutory 
subject matter? (In other words are Business Methods Pat-
entable without Statutory Subject matter?)  According to the 
Supreme Court in the long-awaited "software case" of In re 
Bilski, Fed. Cir., No. 2007-1130, 10/30/08 the process must 
act on statutory subject matter or transform a particular ob-
ject or article into a different state or thing. 

(Continued on page 6) 

An Semi-Annual IP Update 



CLASSIFIED ADS 

Free to all WCBA members & firms 
e-mail ad copy as MS Word .doc file to: 

matt@jellettlaw.com 
by the 15th of the preceding month 

Questions? Call 360 527-9400 

THE WHATCOM COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION JANUARY 2009 PAGE  6  

This case closes the door on patentability of general business 
methods if the business methods do not act upon statutory 
subject matter.  The patent application was directed to a 
method of "hedging" which managed the consumption risk 
costs of a commodity sold by a commodity provider at a fixed 
price.   

Basically, the steps of the process included first, initiating a 
series of transactions between a commodity provider and a 
commodity consumer, second identifying market participants 
for the commodity with a counter risk position to consumers, 
and third initiating a series of transactions between the pro-
vider and the market participants at a fixed rate. 

Author comment: while this may close the door to method pat-
ents which focus on business process steps, the author is not 
very surprised considering that there was a “safe harbor” of 
sorts for pre-existing businesses which practiced brick and 
mortar business methods prior to the rise of the e-commence 
business method patents.   

Where the business method patents can still be useful are in 
areas such as software, Internet transactions, and where the 
business has manufacturing/distribution techniques which util-
ize key elements or tangible articles of which the business de-
veloped and upon which the method is practiced. 

Trade dress/trademark and the First Amendment use of 
existing trademarks or trade dress. 

In E.S.S. Entertainment 2000, Inc. v. Rock Star Videos, Inc., 
9th Cir., No. 06-56237, a video game owner successfully de-
fended a First Amendment use of a Los Angeles storefront/
strip club.  The video game used the logo "the playpen" which 

featured a silhouette of a nude female dancer inside the stem 
of the first "P".  The producers of "grand theft auto" incorpo-
rated the outside features of the strip club into their video 
game.  The ninth circuit affirmed the general rule that the 
trademark rights in Artistic Works are outweighed by the public 
interest in free expression. 

Author comment: this decision also seems to make sense from 
a bedrock intellectual property principle of free expression.  
Taking the above case a step further,  if trademark owners 
were allowed “trademark a word” with no relation to goods or 
services,  the English language would soon stop being useful 
because individuals would be able to "trademark" a phrase 
and require a license for another person to use it in speech/
articles/copyrightable content.  Thus, trademarks are limited to 
their areas of goods and services within which the trademark 
owner does commerce. This also goes along with the constitu-
tional weights of commercial speech versus non-commercial 
(free) speech.  

(Continued from page 5) 

Fussner Building ad: 
Downtown office space available.  Well-suited for the sole practi-
tioner.  10' x 20' office space sharing common amenities, $320 
per month plus triple net charges of approximately $75 per month.  
Call Saratoga Commercial Real Estate at 676-4866 or e-mail 
Ken@saratoga.com 

Office Space Available – Bellingham 
Towers  Email: 
nancy@hollanderinvestments.com 
Call 360-647-1916 – 230 sq. ft. to 
2,000 sq. ft. 119 N. Commercial St., 

Matthew Jellett  is an intellectual property attorney practicing pat-
ent, trademark, and copyright law in Bellingham.  He can be 
reached at 360 527 9400 or at matt@jellettlaw.com 
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Bellingham Attorney Greg Boos Listed In “The International Who’s Who of Corpo-
rate Immigration Lawyers 2008” 
 
Bellingham WA – Nominated as one of the world’s leading practitioners in the field of U.S. immigration law, Bellingham 
attorney Greg Boos has been listed in the recently released “International Who’s Who of Corporate Immigration Lawyers 
2008.” According to Who’s Who Legal, the publisher of the listing, it is not possible to buy entry into this peer-driven vol-
ume. Instead, nominees must receive a number of independent nominations from existing clients and professional col-
leagues. The publication quotes fellow practitioners as referring to Boos as a “fantastic lawyer” who has “deep knowledge” 
of US immigration law. 
 
Boos is a partner at the Bellingham office of Chang & Boos, an immigration law firm with offices in Bellingham and To-
ronto. Specializing in U.S. immigration law with an emphasis on business immigration, he is recognized nationally and in-
ternationally for his ongoing advocacy efforts regarding border security and immigration issues including spearheading the 
repeal of Section 110—the provision in the 1996 anti-immigrant immigration “reform” bill that would have closed U.S. 
borders to international trade and commerce. 
 
With his listing in the “International Who’s Who of Corporate Immigration Lawyers 2008,” Boos joins an exclusive group 
of lawyers from 25 countries including Australia, England, France, Germany, India, Japan, New Zealand, Spain, Sweden, 
and the U.S. who are identified as the worlds leading experts in the international transfer of business personnel. 
 
For more information on Greg Boos, a Bellingham attorney recently listed in “The International Who’s Who of Corporate 
Immigration Lawyers 2008” and an internationally recognized practitioner in the field of immigration law, please call (360) 
671-5945 or send an email to gboos@americanlaw.com. Additional information can also be found at 
www.americanlaw.com. 

New Year Brings New Rules for Continuing Legal Education 
(CLE) Credits www.wsba.org 
 
Beginning January 1, 2009, changes to Admission to Practice Rule (APR) 11 go into 
effect. The changes, among other things: 
 
* Increase the allowable number of "audio-visual" credits to 22.5 
* Starting with the 2007-2009 reporting period, eliminate limits on in-house credits 
* Do away with the grace period (until May 1) for lawyers to become compliant with 
their MCLE requirements after their reporting period deadline 
* Increase the list of topics eligible for accreditation, allowing for accreditation 
of more topics applicable to small and solo practices and more topics related to 
mental-health issues 
 
For more information about these and other changes, please visit www.wsba.org/lawyers/groups/mcle/apr11review07.htm or 
contact the WSBA Service Center at 206-443-WSBA (9722), 800-945-WSBA (9722), or questions@wsba.org. 
 
You can also find additional information about changes in CLE requirements here: 
 
Reporting Your MCLE Credits: www.wsba.org/lawyers/licensing/faq-mcle-credits.htm 

Course Approval and Accreditation: www.wsba.org/lawyers/licensing/faq-mcle-
courses.htm 

In-House CLE Courses: www.wsba.org/lawyers/groups/mcle/faq-inhousecles.htm 

In-House CLE Regulations Applicable to 2006-2008 Reporting Group: 
www.wsba.org/lawyers/groups/mcle/inhousecles.htm 
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northwestdrg@mhpro57.com 

NORTHWEST DISPUTE RESOLUTION GROUP 

We have helped attorneys and their 
clients resolve cases involving: 

Probate 
Guardianship 

Personal Injury 
Medical Negligence 

Employment 
Construction Defects 

Family Law 

Hon. Mick Moynihan, Ret. 
Hon. David Nichols, Ret. 
Hon. John Daffron, Ret. 

Mike Heatherly 
Loch Clark 
Marian Exall 
Rob Kelly 

(360) 312-5156 

Visit our website 

www.northwestdrg.com 
For information on our: 

Services 
Fees 

Neutrals 
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LAW OFFICE OF 
PAMELA E ENGLETT, PLLC 

1225 Bellingham Towers  119 N Commercial St  Bellingham, WA  98225 
 
 

Phone 360.738.4659  FAX 360.738.8498  Email pam@englettlaw.com 

Welcoming clients who need  
assistance in civil domestic violence  

and family law cases 
 

Thank you for your referrals! 

• Personal injury 
representation 

• Co-counsel or 
contract work on any 
civil litigation project (360) 312-5156 

 Attor-
neyn 

Michael Heatherly 

Sirius Investigations is dedicated to serving the investi-
gation needs of the legal and business communities. 

www.siriusinvestigations.com 
 

Contact Molly Monahan or Pamela Beason  
(360) 685 4268 or via fax (360) 685 4222 



Advertise in  
the Newsletter 

RESORT TO CHEAP SELF-PROMOTION! 

Admit it.  You read the ads in the Newsletter to see what’s 
going on.  So does everyone else.  If you have a service to 
offer to your colleagues in the local legal community — or 
if you just want to show off — you won’t find a cheaper, 
easier way to do it. 

1/2 

1/4 

1/8 

1/8-page . . . $35/mo. 
2.46”H x 3.86”W 

1/4-page . . . $50/mo. 
5.00”H x 3.86” W 

1/2-page . . . $75/mo. 
5.00” H x 7.90” W 

full page . . . $100/mo. 
10.00” H x 7.90” W 

insert . . . $125/mo. 
(you provide 325 inserts) 

And it’s easy to place your ad 
E-mail your ad as an MS Word .doc, MS Publisher .pub, .JPG, 
.GIF or .pdf file to: 

matt@jellettlaw.com 
We’ll get it in the next issue and bill you.  Pre-size the ad if you 
know how.  Otherwise, tell us the size you want.  Questions?  E-
mail Editor Matthew Jellett at the above e-mail address, or call 
(360) 527-9400. 


