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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

During the meetings held about the dues
increase petitions, questions were
asked about Bar expenditures for travel and
related expenses incurred by Bar com-
missioners, officers and staff. I thought I
would use this issue of the Bar Journal to try
to answer those questions. Policies and Pro-
cedures adopted by the Bar Commission
most recently in April 1990, with a few
subsequent changes, set the parameters of
reimbursement for travel expenses. Within
those parameters, the Commission recom-
mends budget line items which include
some or all of the travel authorized in the
Policies and Procedures, and reviews re-
quests for travel authorization during the
course of the budget year.

The Policies and Procedures provide that
travel expenses for all Bar personnel, when
on official Bar business, may be reimbursed
on the basis of coach class airfare or $.30 per
mile, depending on the mode of transpor-
tation, as well as accommodation costs,
meals and incidentals. The Bar President is
authorized to attend the ABA annual and
mid-year meetings, the Western States Bar
Conference, annual meetings of neighbor-
ing western state bars, and our own mid-
year and annual meetings. Expenses of the
president’s spouse are covered for some of
those meetings, although generally accom-
modations, registration fees and most meals
are provided by our neighboring state bars
for their conventions, and at our meetings
we usually receive complimentary accom-
modations for at least the Bar President from
the host resort. The President-elect is reim-

By Hon. Pamela T. Greenwood

bursed for travel to the ABA mid-year meet-
ing, the Western States Bar Conference, the
ABA Bar Leadership Institute, and our own
mid-year meeting. Spouse expenses are au-
thorized for the ABA mid-year and the
Western States Bar Conference.

The Policies and Procedures generally
provide that Bar Commissioners may be
reimbursed for actual expenses incurred in
connection with attending meetings, but
only if they live far enough out of Salt Lake
that overnight accommodations are re-
quired. When meetings are held out of Salt
Lake, commissioners are allowed reason-
able expense reimbursement for overnight
accommodations. In the past, commission
meetings include two or three held out of
Salt Lake. We discontinued most of those
last year to save money, but are trying to
include at least a few this year, with us each
bearing our own costs. We also instituted a
practice last year of paying for our own
lunches at commission meetings, to cut ex-
penses. Bar Commissioners other than the
President and/or President-elect do not
receive Bar funds to attend any ABA meet-
ings, the Western States Bar Conference, or
Utah Bar mid-year and annual meetings.

The Policies and Procedures authorize the
Executive Director to attend the ABA an-
nual and mid-year meetings (the National
Association of Bar Executives meetings),
the Bar Leadership Institute, and the West-
ern States Bar Conference. Travel expenses
for the Bar Director’s spouse are reimbursed
for the Western States Bar Conference only.
The Associate Director may attend the ABA

mid-year and annual meetings and the Bar
Leadership Institute. Bar Counsel is autho-
rized to attend meetings of the National
Organization of Bar Counsel twice a year at
Bar expense and the ABA Annual Con-
ference on Professionalism and Professional
Responsibility. Administrators of the ad-
missions department and the continuing
legal education department are also ex-
pected to attend annual meetings of their
respective professional organizations.

During fiscal year 1989 (July 1, 1989,
through June 30, 1990), the budget and Bar
Commission decisions during the course of
the year resulted in substantially less travel
than anticipated under the Policies and Pro-
cedures. We had fewer people attending the
Western States Bar Conference and ABA
mid-year meeting than authorized, and the
Bar President travel was curtailed. There
were also reductions in staff travel.

For 1990, the proposed budget also an-
ticipates travel expenditures significantly
less than as set forth in the Policies and
Procedures. We believe those reductions are
appropriate until we eliminate the short-
term debt, as mandated by the Supreme
Court’s order. However, for the long run, I
believe we should not lose sight of the
benefits to the Bar from participation in
national Bar activities and education. In-
stead of becoming parochial in our thinking,
we all can learn from the experiences of
others. Therefore, it is my view that a
reasonable level of travel should continue to
be authorized for legitimate Bar purposes.
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As I write what is likely to be my last
Commissioner’s Report, I am struck

by the significant events that the Com-
mission has had to wrestle with during the
past five years. In retrospect, we may have
done some things differently, but all in all I
can tell you that we have all been totally
dedicated to the welfare of the Bar and have
acted in good faith and with circumspection
in the things we did. The problems that have
developed to a great extent were unforeseen
and will be solved.

I am, however, grievously distressed at
the public image that we present. While
lawyers have always been the brunt of
jokes, I don’t believe there has ever been a
time when our reputation has been so tar-
nished.

The Wall Street Journal recently likened
our Bar Association as being placed into
receivership by the Supreme Court. This, of
course, was in the area of journalistic li-
cense, but it does reflect an image, and to
some extent, creates an unflattering impres-
sion of Bar leadership and lawyers in gen-
eral.

There have been radio and television pro-
grams in the last month which have had as
their theme problems in the legal pro-
fession. While participant lawyers con-
ducted themselves with skill, their
performance was primarily defensive and
apologetic. The position of presenters was
hostile.

In a Dan Jones poll conducted by inter-
views with lawyers and judges, our own
concept of ourselves demonstrates an under-
lying malaise among lawyers and judges. In
these studies, the primary difficulties in the
profession were categorized as 1) too many
lawyers, 2) high cost of legal service, and
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By Jackson B. Howard

3) lack of public confidence. There were
other categories of complaints, including
the effect of advertising.

In another recent article based on another
survey of 75 judges questioned, they saw
lawyers this way: 30 percent were very well
prepared, 30 percent were fairly prepared,
22 percent not very well prepared and 14
percent appeared with virtually no prep-
aration. Those responses would indicate 36
percent of the lawyers who appear before
those judges commit malpractice, and in my
opinion, the 30 percent who were only fairly
well prepared are not practicing to accept-
able standards. But regardless of whether
the statistics are reliable, the publication of
these articles clearly portrays the major af-
fliction sapping the vitality of our profession
and challenging whether we still remain a
profession or are simply a guild of trades-
man.

What are we to do? In the professional
groups to which I belong, like Minerver
Cheevy, talk and talk and talk about it but
keep on drinking. It is time for action, not
talk. There is no way that one person canin a
simple letter solve or even discuss the prob-
lems, but in simplistic terms, one could say
these procedures would help:

1. Law schools could reduce the size of
their first year class and raise the re-
quirements for admission.

2. The Bar could be reorganized to make
it more democratic and more responsive to
the needs of its members.

3. Judges could refuse to tolerate sub-
standard practice and impose sanctions or
report imcompetence to the Bar for dis-
cipline.

4. Judges could improve their own per-
formance by being prepared, by being

scholars in respect to the law, by ruling
promptly on matters submitted, by recusing
themselves if the case is beyond their di-
mensions for any reason, by avoiding even
the appearance of conflict of interest or
favoritism, and by thinking of the problems
of the lawyers and litigants as superior to
their own convenience when scheduling or
continuing litigation.

5. Courts could impose limits on paper
wars which skyrocket the cost of litigation.

6. The Bar could devise standards re-
lating to truth in advertising that would limit
the crass and extravagant claims of some of
our members that make us look like huck-
sters.

7. We as lawyers could again recognize
that being a lawyer requires that we adhere
to high standards, that we represent our
clients to secure justice, that we quit games-
manship even if it is tolerated by the rules
and is effective in undermining the oppo-
sition in terms of delay and money, that we
quit dividing up into clubs or cliques for the
purpose of combinations against other seg-
ments of our profession.

8. That we cease to tolerate jokes and
inferences against us or our profession, but
rather be prepared to respond with effective
comment as to the amount of public good
and public service which we as lawyers
perform.

9. That we think more of the things that
caused us to want to be lawyers in the first
place, rather than money.

I have confidence that we as lawyers and
judges can rise to the challenge and find the
solutions; however, it will take the labor of
every one of us.
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Hofmann, Hypnosis, and the Polygraph

Mark Hofmann’s guilty plea to the
bombings of Steven Christensen and
Kathleen Sheets put an end to speculation
about the identity of the bomber. Many
months had passed since the results of Hof-
mann’s favorable polygraph test had been
publicly disclosed, and the subsequent rev-
elation of Hofmann’s guilt provided a
showcase for opponents of polygraph tests
to denounce such tests as useless and
counterproductive in the search for truth.
Many members of the law enforcement and
legal communities questioned the use of
polygraphs by defense attorneys to bolster
the credibility of their clients, and some
polygraph examiners criticized the admin-
istration and interpretation of Hofmann’s
examination.

The Hofmann polygraph examination
provided an occasion for public re-
examination of some general questions
about applications of polygraphs in legal
contexts. Are polygraphs any better for de-
termining the truth than the mere flip of a
coin or the hunch of an investigator or pros-
ecutor? When a test is conducted con-
fidentially at the request of a defense
attorney, can a guilty client pass the test
because there is no fear that adverse results
will ever be made known to the prosecution?
Can a psychopath, who feels no remorse
about criminal acts, lie successfully during a
polygraph test? Can hypnosis and other
countermeasures be used to beat the poly-
graph? These questions go to the heart of the
debate about the use of polygraphs by law
enforcement agencies and attorneys. Since
public and legal debates over such issues
usually generate more heat than light, this
article examines these issues in the light of
current scientific knowledge and specific
information about the Hofmann polygraph
test.

Historically, polygraph techniques de-
veloped as a law enforcement tool in the
United States, with minimal input from the
scientific community (see Barland & Ras-

by David C. Raskin, University of Utah
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kin, 1973). During the period from 1920 to
1970, law enforcement and federal agencies
greatly expanded their use of polygraphs for
criminal investigation and national security
programs. Beginning around 1950, private
business rapidly embraced polygraphers’
promotion of large-scale programs of em-
ployee screening and periodic testing as an
effective means to reduce internal theft. It
was estimated that by 1986 more than 2
million Americans per year were being
given polygraph tests, mainly in the private
sector (Hearings, 1986).

Meanwhile, strong opposition to poly-
graph tests had been growing among labor

unions, civil libertarians, and some mem-
bers of the academic community (Hearings,
1986). This opposition culminated in the
1988 passage of the Employee Polygraph
Protection Act, co-sponsored by Senators
Hatch of Utah and Kennedy of Massa-
chusetts. This law resulted in the elimina-
tion of more than 80 percent of polygraph
use by private employers, leaving the vast
majority of polygraph testing to law en-
forcement, government, and attorneys. Al-
though the scientific evidence had led me to
support the latter applications, I provided
assistance to the Senators in the drafting and
passage of the bill that curtailed the uses of
polygraphs by private employers. With the
problem of commercial polygraph misuses
and abuses generally under control, the
major remaining question concerns the ac-
curacy and desirability of using polygraphs
in criminal investigation and legal pro-
ceedings.

When [ first became acquainted with the
use of polygraphs in court (at the request of a
member of the Utah Bar in 1970), not even
one scientific study had been conducted on
the control question polygraph test, the
method most widely applied in criminal
investigation. The basic principle of the
control question test is that a subject who is
lying on the relevant (crime-related) ques-
tions will show relatively large involuntary
physiological responses when answering
them untruthfully. However, the test also
includes control questions that are expected
to produce relatively large reactions from
innocent subjects who answer the relevant
questions truthfully. If the reactions to the
relevant questions are stronger than those
evoked by the control questions, the subject
is diagnosed as deceptive. However, if the
control questions produce stronger reactions
than the relevant questions, the test is inter-
preted as indicating that the subject was
truthful to the relevant questions.

The probable accuracy of such tests pre-
sented a fascinating research problem from

November 1990
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a psychological perspective, but academics
had little specific knowledge and strong
opinions about their accuracy.  was initially
predisposed against accepting the claims of
polygraph examiners concerning the high
accuracy of polygraph tests, but extensive
data subsequently collected in my psycho-
physiology laboratory at the University of
Utah soon convinced my colleagues and me
of their potential usefulness for inves-
tigative and legal purposes. Since that early
research, we have conducted numerous
scientific studies with grants from the U.S.
Department of Justice (National Institute of
Justice), the U.S. Department of the Trea-
sury (U.S. Secret Service), the U.S. De-
partment of Defense (U.S. Army Research
and Development Command), National In-
stitutes of Health, and other federal agencies
and the University of Utah.

During the 20-year period, extensive
scientific data have clearly demonstrated
that polygraph examinations that are prop-
erly conducted in appropriate situations
have an accuracy rate that exceeds 90 per-
cent (see Raskin, 1989). Major advances in
instrumentation, improvements in exam-
ination procedures, and our development of
computerized methods for interpreting the
outcome of polygraph tests (Kircher & Ras-
kin, 1988) have produced accuracy rates of
approximately 95 percent in federal crimi-
nal investigations (Raskin, Horowitz, &
Kircher, 1989; Raskin, Kircher, Honts, &
Horowitz, 1988).

In spite of these advances, serious defi-
ciencies remain in the training of polygraph
examiners and the techniques employed by
a large number of them. Furthermore, there
are substantial doubts about the competence
and integrity of many “experts” who are
called upon to administer, interpret, and
testify about their results (see Raskin,
1986). Clearly, the polygraph technique is
capable of higher accuracy than is achieved
by the average polygraph examiner. Al-
though the blame for this unfortunate state
of affairs falls mainly on the polygraph
practitioners themselves, responsibility
must also be shared by the academic-
scientific and legal professions. Myths and
misconceptions concerning polygraphs
abound, and only complete and accurate
information can rectify these problems.
Since the Hofmann case embodied many of
these misconceptions and controversies, it
provides a concrete instance in which to
explore and explode some of the most cher-
ished myths.

The first issue raised by the Hofmann
case concerns the circumstances of the
examination conducted on Hofmann by
psychologist Charles Honts. The test was
arranged by Hofmann’s attorney Ronald

Yengich and was conducted confidentially
at his offices. Some critics claim that such
circumstances may have made it possible
for Hofmann to beat the test because he
know that an adverse result would not be
disclosed to the police. This is known as the
“friendly polygrapher hypothesis” (Raskin,
1986), which is often used by prosecutors to
discount exculpatory polygraph results
offered by defense counsel. However, the
friendly polygrapher hypothesis is based on
a fundamental lack of understanding of the
control question polygraph test. All poly-
graph subjects are stongly motivated to ob-
tain truthful outcomes on their tests, which
cannot be passed simply because the subject
does not fear disclosure of an adverse result.
Furthermore, there are potentially great
losses for guilty subjects if they fail the test.
They would lose an important opportunity
to obtain exculpatory evidence that they
believe could assist in obtaining a dismissal
or an acquittal at trial. In addition, many
clients fear that if their attorney learns they

Polygraph examinations
can have an accuracy
rate that exceeds 90
percent.

have lied, the attorney will refuse to con-
tinue representing them. Finally, they
would forfeit the cost of the examination.

The stakes for a criminal defendant who
takes a polygraph test under the attorney-
client privilege are far higher than those for
guilty laboratory subjects who forfeit only a
small amount of money if they fail tests in
crime simulations. Under laboratory condi-
tions, the detection rate typically exceeds 90
percent, and the stakes are much higher for
actual criminal suspects. In addition, there
is no plausible way to explain why a guilty
defendant would show stronger reactions to
control questions when lying to the relevant
questions during a confidential polygraph
test. Data from polygraph examinations
conducted in criminal cases clearly demon-
strate that suspects tested under the
attorney-client privilege have a much higher
rate of failing polygraph tests than suspects
who have no expectation of confidentiality
(Raskin, 1986). Obviously, the friendly

polygrapher hypothesis is wrong.

Some have claimed that Hofmann was
able to pass the polygraph test because he is
a psychopath and has no conscience or feel-
ings of remorse about his acts. This belief is
simply incorrect. Detection of deception by
means of a polygraph test does not depend
on normal socialization or feelings of guilt
about one’s criminal acts (Honts, Raskin,
& Kircher, 1985). Detection depends on
a concern about the outcome of the test
and the adverse consequences of failing,
e.g., going to prison. Psychopaths are as
readily detected by polygraph methods as
people who have normal social values and
concern for others. Scientific research from
several laboratories, including ours, has
clearily demonstrated that psychopaths pre-
sent no special problems for physiological
methods for detection of deception (Raskin,
1986, 1989). Even the lies of psychopathic
murderers such as Theodore Bundy can be
detected using polygraph methods, and
Mark Hofmann is no exception on the
grounds of poor socialization.

For many years, we have been concerned
that individuals may use special procedures
known as countermeasures to beat the poly-
graph test. There had been no scientific
evidence to support claims of the effec-
tiveness of methods such as hypnosis, bio-
feedback, relaxation, mental dissociation,
and stepping on a tack hidden in the shoe
(Barland & Raskin, 1973). However, re-
search begun by Charles Honts at Virginia
Polytechnic University and continued in our
laboratory at the University of Utah has
produced evidence that individuals given
special training in physical and mental
countermeasures by polygraph experts may
be able to beat control question polygraph
tests.

In a series of studies with college students
and a cross-section of people recruited from
the general community, we have shown that
subjects without special training in
countermeasures are unable to beat the
polygraph test, even if they have been pro-
vided with extensive information and sug-
gestions on how they might succeed (Honts,
1987). However, when subjects are given
relatively simple training in physical and
mental countermeasures by a knowledge-
able expert, approximately one-third of the
guilty subjects are able to pass their poly-
graph tests (Honts, 1987; Raskin, 1989).
The training consists of teaching subjects
that when a control question is asked, they
should tense their muscles unobtrusively
and engage in the attention-demanding
mental task of performing implicit mental
arithmetic. These procedures are designed
to enhance their reactions to control ques-
tions so that they are larger than their reac-
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tions to relevant questions, even when they
are lying to the relevant questions.

Mark Hofmann was administered a con-
trol question polygraph examination on
November 13, 1985, less than a month after
the bombings. The examination was con-
ducted by Charles Honts, who is a trained
and licensed polygraph examiner and had
earned his doctoral degree in psycho-
physiology under my direction at the Uni-
versity of Utah. Honts was asked by
Hofmann’s defense counsel Ronald Yen-
gich to test the veracity of his client con-
cerning his denials of having been involved
in the Christensen and Sheets bombings.
This test was conducted confidentially at
Yengich’s offices. I did not learn about the
test until [ was asked to provide an inde-
pendent, blind analysis of the test. I had
previously tested Hofmann’s associate
Shannon Flynn on his possible knowledge
and involvement in the bombings, and he
had clearly shown that he was truthful in
denying any knowledge or involvement.

I blindly scored the polygraph charts ob-
tained by Honts, and my findings were the
same as those of Honts, who had concluded
that his test results indicated Hofmann was
truthful in denying any involvement in the
bombings. In order to be sure of the analysis
of the charts, they were sent to another four
polygraph experts in the United States and
Canada for their interpretations. They were
law enforcement and private examiners,
none of whom was given any information
about the identity of the subject or the con-
tents of the relevant questions on the test.
Every one of them concluded that the test
results clearly indicated truthfulness. Since
then, more than 100 federal, military, and
law enforcement polygraph examiners have
blindly scored those charts, and the vast
majority have concluded that they indicate
truthfulness.

When Charles Honts and I first learned of
Hofmann’s guilt, we were quite surprised.
This proved that the polygraph results were
wrong and that Hofmann had managed to
fool many well-trained and experienced
polygraph experts, in addition to virtually
every major documents expert in the United
States, the FBI laboratory, the library of
Congress, his business associates, and high
officials of the Mormon Church. We won-
dered how he had managed to beat the
polygraph test. Several months after Hof-
mann was incarcerated at the Utah State
Prison, I asked his attorney Ronald Yengich
to arrange an interview with Hofmann. I
wanted to interview Hofmann to determine
how he had managed to beat the polygraph.

On June 11, 1987, Yengich, Honts and I
traveled to the Utah State Prison to meet
with Hofmann. In a conference room at the

prison, I met Hofmann for the first time. He
appeared to be a quiet, well-mannered per-
son who was very eager to cooperate with
our request. When I asked Hofmann to tell
me how he had done it, I fully expected him
to relate with great delight that he had read
our published scientific articles on how to
train a person to beat the polygraph and that
he had used our own methods to beat the
test. Given his psychological makeup, he
would have been very pleased and self-
satisfied to tell us that he was clever enough
to search out the scientific publications,
learn the techniques developed by Honts
and me, and use them successfully to fool
us.

Hofmann’s description of how he beat the
test violated my expectations. He related
that around age 13 he had become interested
in biofeedback and learning to control his
galvanic skin response, the sweat gland
activity on the palms of the hands that pro-
vides the most important and useful measure
obtained with the standard polygraph in-

Individuals given
special training in
countermeasures may
be able to beat
polygraph tests.

strument. Hofmann indicated that he had
bought some electronic parts and con-
structed a simple device to measure his
galvanic skin response, and he began to
practice relaxation methods to reduce his
sweat gland activity.

Hofmann soon became interested in hyp-
nosis, and he and a teenage friend practiced
hypnotizing each other. Hofmann told us
that he read several books on hypnosis and
for a few years he hypnotized himself every
night. He discovered that when he was in a
hypnotic state, he was better able to relax
and control his sweat gland activity using
his biofeedback device. He also related that
he had frequently used self-hypnosis to red-
uce stress and to control pain, such as during
visits to the dentist. Hofmann described the
experience of being in a hypnotic state
wherein he had an intellectual awareness of
the pain but did not experience the emo-
tional component of the physical sensation
of pain. This is consistent with reports of

subjects who have been hypnotized by pro-
fessionals for research and for anesthetic
purposes during surgery. [Since this inter-
view of Hofmann, I have obtained inde-
pendant confirmation of Hofmann’s use of
biofeedback from a former neighbor whom
Hofmann had allowed to use the biofeed-
back device many years before. |

Hofmann then described how he used his
extensive prior experience with hypnosis to
prepare for the polygraph test. He said that
he anticipated the type of questions he
would be asked about the bombings, and the
night before the scheduled test he hypnot-
ized himself and repeatedly told himself that
he had not done the bombings. He repeated
the same procedures just prior to the poly-
graph test. He said, “I convinced my sub-
conscious that I was not involved. I knew
consciously that I was involved, but during
the test I was answering at a subconscious
level. Just like dental work without an-
esthetic, I can tell myself that I don’t feel
pain and I don’t feel it. I didn’t try to create
responses to any questions, although I can
do it, but didn’t.”

I'asked Hofmann a number of other ques-
tions. He said that he took no medication at
the time of the test and experienced no pain.
He indicated that the test was done at the
time when he was experiencing a great deal
of stress and his strongest feelings of guilt
because of heightened sensitivity about the
case, all of which worked in favor of his
being detected. I then inquired about his use
of specific countermeasures. He said that he
did not do anything to affect his reactions to
the control questions, and his answers left
the distinct impression that he was unaware
of the function of control questions and
relatively unsophisticated about how the
polygraph test is structured and interpreted.
He said that he simply used hypnosis to
reduce his reactivity to the questions about
the bombings and was aware that he an-
swered the control questions untruthfully,
such as, “Before 1984, did you ever do
anything immoral or illegal?” His descrip-
tion was consistent with the polygraph re-
cordings, which showed that his reactions to
the control questions were stronger than his
reactions to the relevant questions about the
bombings. Therefore, when Dr. Honts and
the other experts blindly interpreted the
polygraph charts, it is not surprising that all
of us concluded that Hofmann was truthful
in his denials of the bombings.

Hofmann has been described by some
professionals as a psychopath or narcissistic
personality, and it might be argued that his
representations to me about his use of hyp-
nosis to beat the polygraph were just another
successful misrepresentation and manipu-
lation. However, this hypothesis encounters
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major difficulties. Hofmann showed no
sophistication or specific knowledge about
polygraph techniques. He indicated little
familiarity with the polygraph literature,
and he specifically denied using physical or
mental countermeasures such as those des-
cribed in many of our publications. Not only
would a brilliant and knowledgeable crimi-
nal choose techniques that had been scien-
tifically demonstrated to have potential
utility in beating the polygraph, but nobody
with Hofmann’s personality and demon-
strated pride in his skills at deception would
miss the marvelous opportunity to boast of
having used Dr. Hont’s own research to fool
him! Theodore Bundy attracted inter-
national attention (and probably experi-,
enced great delight) when he duped the
anti-pornography establishment into believ-
ing that his propensity to murder women
was caused by his exposure to pornography.
Hofmann could have gained national at-
tention by claiming to have used research
conducted in our laboratory at the Univer-
sity of Utah to beat a polygraph test admin-
istered by a scientist directly involved in that
research. Hofmann did not make such
claims because he simply did not know
enough about polygraph techniques and our
research on countermeasures. He had
already practiced hypnosis and biofeedback
for more than 15 years as a general method
for reducing stress and pain, and his prior
experiences with these methods enabled
him to fortuitously hit upon a means to

produce a truthful diagnosis on the poly-
graph test. The probability of that occurring
in other criminal cases is minuscule. Mark
Hofmann prossessed a combination of in-
tellect, curiosity, knowledge, skills, per-
sonality, and prior experience that is very
rarely found in criminal suspects, but might
occur more frequently in trained and soph-
isticated spies. It is the latter group that
presents the greatest potential threat to over-
reliance on polygraph techniques. How-
ever, the use of polygraphs in criminal
investigation should not be diminished by
this highly unusual and fascinating demon-
stration by a master deceiver.
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B oth Professor Wigmore and the tele-
vision courtroom dramas share similar
misconceptions about cross-examination.
In an often-quoted passage, Professor
Wigmore stated, “Cross-examination is the
greatest legal engine ever invented for the
discovery of truth.” Wigmore, Evidence
§1367 p. 32 (1974). To the inexperienced
lawyer or the layman, Wigmore’s statement
is taken to its logical conclusion in court-
room television dramas where Perry Mason
or Ben Matlock do justice by getting the
witness to confess to committing a homicide
during a probing and dramatic cross-
examination. Wigmore’s concept of cross-
examination is more realistic than that
offered on television. However, even Wig-
more was off base. Cross-examination is not
a truth-seeking process. Cross-examination
is part of a lawyer’s presentation of a case.

Another misconception about cross-
examination is the notion that it is an art. As
will be shown, cross-examination does in-
volve a certain level of skill. However, itis a
skill that can be learned with practice.
Cross-examination involves a great deal of
work and even more concentration. The
principles and techniques discussed in this
article are not solely applicable to criminal
trials. They may be used in any type of trial
or hearing.

However, in the criminal defense context
cross-examination is required by the Con-
frontation Clauses of the Sixth Amendment
to the United States Constitution and Article
I, 8§12 of the Constitution of Utah. Quite
often for the criminal defendant, cross-
examination becomes the only means of
presenting a defense. The criminal de-
fendant may not be able to testify because of
prior statements or prior convictions. Fur-
thermore, all of the citizen witnesses to an
alleged offense will likely be called by the
prosecution to testify and the only way to
elicit favorable information is through
cross-examination. Finally, the most effec-
tive means of impeaching a witness is

G. FRED METOS received Bachelor of Science de-
grees from the University of Utah in Philosophy and
Anthropology. We received his Juris Doctor degree
from the University of Utah College of Law. Mr.
Metos is a partner in the law firm of Yengich, Rich,
Xaiz & Metos. He was previously a staff attorney for
the Salt Lake Legal Defender Association. Mr. Metos
is a member of the National Association of Criminal
Defense Lawyers and serves on the Continuing Legal
Education Committee for that organization. He is an
organizer of the Utah Association of Criminal Defense
Lawyers. He is a past president of the Criminal Law
Section of the Utah State Bar and is currently an officer
and CLE chairman of that section. Mr. Metos’ law
practice is almost exclusively criminal defense work at
the trial and appellate levels.

through his own testimony on cross-
examination.

There are two major components to any
cross-examination: First, the method,of the
questioning. Second, the” prupose in the
questioning. The method of questioning re-
lates to the manner in which-questions are
put to the witnesses. Theprupese of a cross-
examination in every tridHis fo either further
one’s case or point out weaknesses in the
opponent’s case. The purpose of cross-
examination of a particular witness hinges
on the theory of the case.

Cross-Examination:
Methods and Preparations

By G. Fred Metos

METHODS OF EXAMINATION
There are two major aspects to the
method of conducting cross-examination.
The first is the substance and nature of the
questions. The second is the attitude and
demanor of the questioner. Questions asked
during cross-examination are not traditional
questions. A cross-examiner is not a re-
porter. Questions that begin with the words
“who,” “what,” “when,” “why” or “how”
are necessary for a reporter to ask to write a
good story. However, such questions asked
during a cross-examination may devastate
the best of any cases. The following partial
transcript, taken from a homicide case, is an
example of the damage that can be caused
by asking a “why” guestion. Prior to this
series of questions, there was no evidence
that this lawyer’s client had fired a rifle:
Q: I thought you just told us you
didn’t know what caliber caused those
bullet holes?
A. I didn’t say that a .30 caliber car-
bine caused them. I believe they did.
Q. Well, why do you believe they
did? [emphasis added]
A. Because the curtains were in place
on January 28, and because of [the
ballistics expert’s] trajectory analy-
sis, and because of the FBI obser-
vations of [the defendant], of the
weapon he was carrying, and because
of the brass we recovered.
Q. So that—
A. The holes in those curtains were in
the right location.
Q. That causes you to conclude that
[the defendant] fired a .30 caliber
projectile through those curtains on
January 28.
A. We recovered two .30 caliber pro-
Jectiles from the Bates house and gar-
age, which line up with those holes
right through that house there.
Q. All right. No further questions.
As will be seen, the error in this line of
questioning is not just in asking the “why”
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question but also in requesting the witness’
opinion.

Questions put to a witness on Cross-
examination should really be statements.
The examiner uses voice inflections to make
these statements into questions. By chang-
ing the emphasis from word to word, the
examiner can make the question reflect
different emotions. An exercise to demon-
strate this principle may be done with the
statement, “You entered the house.” Em-
phasize a different word in each reading. By
doing so, the question can be made ac-
cusatory, or sequential. Different readings
can also express derision, confusion, in-
credulity or concern. Using this technique,
the examiner can avoid ending phrases such
as “isn’t it true” or “isn’t it correct” and
introductory phrases such as “let me ask you
this.” Those types of phrases are sur-
plusage. The use of those phrases becomes
repetitive or monotonous and may cause
jurors to lose interest in the cross-
examination.

Another critical aspect of the form of
cross-examination questions is that each
question should involve only a single fact.
Questions asked during cross-examination
must be precisely worded. The only appro-
priate response to such a question must be
either “yes” or.“no.” A question that in-
volves multiple facts is unacceptable be-
cause it allows the witness to avoid
acknowledging a critical fact. A hypotheti-
cal example of that problem is the fol-
lowing:

Q. The robber grabbed you after ap-

proaching you from behind and you

could not see his face?

A. That’s not correct.

Such a question raises several un-
answered questions about what the witness
is denying: Did the robber grab the victim?
Did the robber approach the victim from
behind? Could the victim see the robber’s
face? Jurors will likely assume that it is the
critical fact in the question (not seeing the
robber’s face) that the witness denied. To
avoid this problem, the following hypo-
thetical sequence of questions should be
asked:

Q. You were standing on the street?

A. Yes.

Q. A man approached you?

A. Yes.

Q. That person approached you from

behind?

A. No.

Q. Excuse me, that person ap-

proached your right side?

A. Yes.

Q. That person grabbed you?

A. Yes.

Q. That person told you to not turn

your head?

. Yes.

. You did not turn your head?
. That’s correct.

. You never saw his face?

. Correct.

Although this series of questions takes
longer to ask, there is no confusion as to
what the witness is denying. This series of
questions explains to the jury why the as-
sailant’s face was not seen. It also has a
greater dramatic impact on the jury as it
builds to the critical conclusion. Finally, it
puts the witness in a position where the
critical fact cannot be denied.

Another problem arises when the cross-
examiner asks for a conclusion rather than
facts. Conclusions involve subjective as-
sessments by the witness. A witness who
feels any loyalty to the opposing party will
use such a question against the cross-
examiner. This hypothetical exchange
demonstrates the problem:

Q. It was too dark for you to see the

robber’s face?

o0 P

Cross-examination 1s
not a truth-seeking
process, but is part of a
lawyer’s presentation of
a case.

A. No, it was not.

The following sequence of hypothetical
questions makes the same point, but does so
without the danger of asking the witness for
a subjective conclusion:

Q. You were robbed at about 3:00

a.m.?

A. Yes.

Q. Obviously, it was nighttime?

A. Yes.

Q. It had rained several hours earlier?

A. Yes.

Q. It was still cloudy?

A. Yes.

Q. There was no illumination from

the moon?

A. Correct.

Q. You were standing in the street?

A. Yes.

Q. No cars drove by during the en-

counter with the robber?

A. Correct.

Q. There were no house lights on?

A. Correct.

Q. The nearest streetlight was about

40 yards away?

A. Yes.

Q. You were facing that light?

A. Yes.

Q. The robber had his back to the

light?

A. Yes.

Q. There was a tree between you and

the streetlight?

A. Yes.

Q. That tree stands higher than the

streetlight?

A. Yes.

Q. The tree cast a shadow on the

street?

A. Yes.

Q. You were standing in that shadow?

A. Yes.

Q. The robber was also standing in

that shadow?

A. Yes.

Any number of other factual questions
could be asked about this scenario. Those
questions can be asked without requesting
an opinion or conclusion from the witness.
Such a series of questions provides facts for
the jury to conclude that the witness could
not have seen the robber’s face.

A final aspect of the method of cross-
examination relates to the words used in the
questions. Use of multisyllabic words or
legal terms should be avoided. Although the
use of such words or terms makes the exam-
iner appear to be knowledgeable, oftentimes
the witness will not understand them. If that
happens, the witness will respond that he
does not understand the question. That will
break up the pace of the questioning. Like-
wise, if the witness does not understand the
question, it is unlikely that the jury will
either. Simple words that are easily under-
stood should be used. However, the words
used should be the type of descriptive words
that leave an impression with the jurors.

The second area relating to the method of
cross-examination is the demeanor of the
questioner. Generally, a cross-examiner
should be controlled and polite to the wit-
ness. There will be some variation in this
area based on the case, the experience and
the abilities of the examiner and, most im-
portantly, the witness’ responses. Such a
cross-examination allows the jury to view
the attorney as a professional who is knowl-
edgeable about his case. Through controlled
questioning, the attorney projects a credible
image. A hostile or arrogant attitude may
offend jurors, causing the examiner to lose
that credibility. The other advantage to con-
ducting a controlled examination is that
even the most hostile witness may be lulled
into a false sense of security. The witness’
answers may then be more responsive. This
is not to say that emotions are inappropriate
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during cross-examination. Emotions may
be expressed through the pace of the ques-
tions, voice level and physical actions of the
examiner. Through these methods, the
cross-examiner is able to communicate to
the jury the reactions to witnesses.

A controlled examination also allows the
questioner to listen to the witness’ answers
and react to those answers with follow-up
questions. The examiner cannot fully react
to a witness without maintaining eye contact
with that witness. Eye contact allows the
examiner to observe the witness’ physical
reactions to the questions. Those reactions
will aid the examiner in determining how to
change his demeanor. Based on the witness’
reactions, the examiner may then change the
pace of the questioning, the timbre of his
voice, or his physical actions in the court-
room. By increasing the pace of the exam-
ination and raising his voice level, the
examiner exhibits confidence in his position
and emotional control over the testimony of
the witness.

Analyzing a witness’ behavior and react-
ing to that behavior involves an application
of both common sense and the behavioral
sciences. For example, the action of cross-
ing one’s arms is generally regarded as a
defensive posture. If the examiner’s ques-
tions are about a subject where the witness
reacts that way, the examiner may want to
quicken the pace and raise his voice. How-
ever, if the examiner is attempting to elicit
favorable testimony or the witness is sym-
pathetic to the jury, the examiner may slow
the questioning and take a more conciliatory
approach. Similarly, a person who does not
look at the questioner may be regarded as
being untruthful. If that happens, the exam-
iner may choose to increase the pressure on
the witness. It may also be appropriate to
request the judge to have the record reflect
that the witness has been staring at the floor
or looking away from the examiner as the
questions were answered. These are only
meant to be examples of how a lawyer may
react to a witness’ behavior. The types of
behaviors that may be exhibited by a witness
are numerous. The examiner’s reactions
must be consistent with the goal to be ac-
complished with the particular witness.

The physical position of the attorney in
the courtroom is also important. An exam-
iner should never turn his back to the wit-
ness or to the jury. That action is a signal for
the jurors not to listen. It also allows the
witness to react without the examiner being
aware of what the witness is doing. Fur-
thermore, it may be difficult for either the
witness or the jury to hear the questions. An
examiner may approach the witness to make
the witness feel uncomfortable or more anx-
ious. An action that may be particularly

unnerving to a witness is to stand close to or

behind the witness while testifying off the
stand. It is common sense that people do not
like to have their space invaded by having
others stand too close, nor do they like to
have others stand behind them.

There are a number of things that the
cross-examiner should avoid. First, never
use tactics that are devious or deceitful.
Such actions will cause the questioner to
lose credibility with the jury or judge. The
next is badgering, brow beating or humili-
ating a witness. This may cause the jury to
sympathize with the witness and dislike the
questioner. Likewise, a sanctimonious atti-
tude may be offensive to many jurors. The
problem with boring or repetitive questions
is obvious. Further, an examiner should
never lose his temper. Usually, a loss of
temper is accompanied by a loss of con-
centration and a loss of control of the wit-
ness. A lawyer who loses his temper also
runs the risk of looking foolish in the eyes of
the jury.

By using these techniques, a number of

Never use tactics in
cross-examination that
are devious or deceitful.

problems that confront cross-examiners
may be avoided. Asking simple questions
involving a single fact per question requires
the witness to answer “yes” or “no.” The
witness will not be able to qualify and ex-
plain answers. The witness will not be able
to respond to a question with a question.
Finally, the witness will not be able to argue
with the examiner. All of these situations
indicate that the examiner has lost control of
the witness. Through proper questions and
demeanor, the cross-examiner is able to
control the witness, the information and the
emotions presented in the courtroom.

THE PURPOSE OF
CROSS-EXAMINATION
The general purposes of cross-
examination have previously been dis-
cussed. To achieve these purposes, the
cross-examination must be prepared as one

component of the overall trial plan. Prep-
aration of cross-examination for trial pre-
supposes a number of factors. First,
discovery has been completed. Second, the
case has been properly investigated. Fin-
ally, the motion practice has been com-
pleted. Thus, counsel will know what
evidence will be both admissible and avail-
able for trial. A theory of the case must then
be developed. That requires the attorney to
understand the opponent’s legal and factual
theory. From that understanding, the attor-
ney can determine which facts will not be
the subject of dispute. Likewise, the weak
points of the opponent’s case may be deter-
mined. Finally, it can be determined what
facts the opponent’s witnesses may estab-
lish that support the cross-examiner’s case.

The factual and legal theory of the case is
explained to the jury in the summation.
Thetefore, the next step in preparing cross-
examination is to outline the factual argu-
ments for summation. From that outline, the
attorney can determine what facts must be
established on cross-examination. The
cross-examination of each witness can then
be outlined. This outline should consist of a
list of the facts that will form the basis for
the groups of questions. Having a list of
prepared questions rarely does any good.
Such a list does not allow the cross-
examiner to react to the answers or de-
meanor of witnesses. Likewise, the use of a
list of questions may cause jurors to lose
interest. If the jurors are not listening, the
cross-examination will be ineffective.

In outlining thue cross-examination, the
areas of examination of each witness should
be put into a logical sequence. Ideally, the
examination of any witness should conclude
on a critical or important point that will
leave an impact on the jury. In organizing a
cross-examination, some lawyers believe
that by bouncing from one area to another
the witness can become confused and easily
impeached. However, if the witness is con-
fused, the jury may also become confused or
the jurors will be sympathetic to a witness
who cannot follow the questioner’s bizarre
organization. To avoid such confusion, the
questioning in one area should be completed
before moving to anether area. To move to a
second area, the examiner may use tran-
sition phrases such as, “Let’s talk about
your testimony regarding. . .” or “I would
now like to move to [the date, the incident
or the observation].” The outline of a
cross-examination beyond the critical fact
taken from the summation requires the
examiner to work back, outlining the known
testimony from the witness that leads up to
the fact to be argued in summation. The
prior testimony should be cross-referenced
on the outline. Using this technique, the
cross-examiner can avoid delving into the
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unknown. If the witness gives an answer
that is not consistent with his prior state-
ments or testimony, the examiner has the
material readily available to either correct or
impeach the inconsistent answer.

As previously discussed, the real purpose
of cross-examination is to present a case.
That means that a cross-examination must
either further one’s own case or discredit the
opponent’s case. There are five basic goals
of cross-examination: (1) Establishing facts
that contribute to the case; (2) Corroborating
testimony that is favorable to the case; (3)
Discrediting the opposition’s case; (4)
Showing that a witness is mistaken; and (5)
Impeaching the credibility of a witness or
testimony. Asking questions that simply
review the witness’ testimony from direct
examination does not fall within any of
these goals. Likewise, asking questions be-
cause counsel feels a compunction to exam-
ine every witness who testifies does not fall
within any of these types of cross-
examination. In other words, if there is
nothing that will be gained by cross-
examining a witness, do not ask any ques-
tions. In meeting any of these goals, the
methods of questioning described above
should be applied.

ELICITING EVIDENCE TO
CONTRIBUTE TO THE CASE

To elicit evidence to contribute to the
case, the cross-examiner must know how
the witness will respond to a particular ques-
tion. It also requires that the lawyer know
what evidence needs to be elicited to support
the case. There are essentially three meth-
ods of eliciting such evidence: (1) Stressing
favorable testimony from the direct exam-
ination; (2) Obtaining concessions of favor-
able evidence not raised in the direct
examination; and (3) Exploring favorable
inferences from the direct examination.
These types of questions allow counsel to
establish favorable evidence without sub-
jecting his witnesses to cross-examination.
This technique can be useful when examin-
ing detectives or other investigators about
information discovered at a crime scene.
Also, if the defendant has made a statement
that is partially incriminating and partially
exculpatory, this technique can be used to
elicit the exculpatory statements.

CORROBORATION OF
FAVORABLE TESTIMONY

Using a cross-examination to corroborate
favorable testimony is particularly helpful
when physical evidence can be pointed out
that corroborates the favorable testimony.
Physical evidence generally is not subject to
challenge, and consequently provides
strong corroboration of other favorable evi-
dence. Another area where this technique is

useful is to establish facts that support an
expert’s opinion. Again, this technique may
be fruitless without prior knowledge of what
evidence will be admitted. The effect of this
goal is to plant seeds in the jurors’ minds so
that when the cross-examiner’s witness tes-
tifies, that testimony will have immediate
credibility. If the favorable evidence has
previously been admitted, raising cor-
roborative evidence on cross-examination
reminds the jury of the favorable evidence.

DISCREDITING
UNFAVORABLE EVIDENCE

The technique of discrediting unfavor-
able evidence is very similar to using cross-
examination to corroborate favorable
evidence. However, its primary purpose is
to point out the weaknesses in an opponent’s
case. This technique is effective when the
testimony of an apparently believable wit-
ness is inconsistent with the physical evi-
dence. It may also be effective when used in
a case where two or more witnesses describe

If nothing will be
gained by cross-
examining witness, do
not ask any questions.

their observations of the same event, object
or person differently. If the witness whose
testimony is to be contradicted has not yet
testified, the prior cross-examination has
served to plant seeds of doubt regarding the
credibility of the subsequent witness. The
critical factor with this goal is that the con-
tradictory evidence must involve a signifi-
cant fact. Trying to discredit a witness based
on insignificant facts may cause the lawyer
to lose credibility with the jury.

DISCREDITING A WITNESS’

TESTIMONY IS A MISTAKE
Discrediting evidence as a mistake by the
witness involves impeaching a witness’
means of knowing, remembering and re-
lating facts. The claim that the witness is
mistaken rather than lying should be re-
flected in the attitude and demeanor of the
examiner. To successfully expose mistaken

testimony, the cross-examiner must identify
the error that the witness made and also
point out the source of the error. There are
three general sources of mistakes in a wit-
ness’ testimony: (1) The perception of the
event that is the subject of the testimony; (2)
The witness’ recollection of the event; and
(3) The witness’ articulation or description
of the event in court.

There are a number of factors that affect
the witness’ perception of an event. Such
factors may include the significance, dura-
tion, nature and location of the event. Like-
wise, the witness’ ability or capacity to
perceive and the state of mind during the
event may also provide reasons for the wit-
ness’ mistaken testimony. If the witness is
an expert or other professional, the failure to
follow required procedures may also indi-
cate that the information-gathering process
was inadequate. The factors that affect a
witness’ ability to perceive are generally
objective in nature. Investigation and dis-
covery will reveal those facts. The examiner
need only properly question the witness
about those objective facts.

Factors that affect recollection, on the
other hand, are generally subjective in na-
ture. A cross-examination that addresses the
witness’ recollection should show that the
witness has failed to recall the event or that
the witness’ recollection is inaccurate.
There are a number of factors related to
recollection that may be demonstrated to the
Jjury though cross-examination: the signifi-
cance and duration of the event; the passage
of time since the event; the age of the wit-
ness; the witness’ ability to recall details;
and the trauma of the event. Such factors
may be critical when the witness is a child
victim of a crime of violence.

Prior inconsistent statements may also
demonstrate the frailty of the witness’
memory. If the prior statement is more ben-
eficial to the case than the trial testimony,
such statements should be the subject of the
cross-examination. In cross-examining a
witness about the prior statement for the
purpose of showing a mistake, the examiner
first ought to have the witness acknowledge
the truthfulness of the prior statement. The
examiner then ought to have the witness
acknowledge that the reason for the dis-
crepancy is a failure of his memory. If the
witness refuses to acknowledge such facts,
the prior statement may still be used to
impeach the witness’ credibility. Another
area for cross-examination relative to mem-
ory is the witness’ susceptibility to sugges-
tion. It is unlikely that the witness will admit
that his memory of the event has been af-
fected by contact with another. However,
questions about meetings with opposing
counsel, investigators, other witnesses and
the contents of those meetings will leave
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that implication with the jury. Quite often
prosecutors make a practice of “pre-trying”
witnesses and going over their testimony.
The substance of those discussions may
provide impeachment material.

The final area that may provide a source
of mistaken testimony is the witness’ de-
scription of the event. Cross-examination
relative to this area requires the attorney to
listen carefully to the words used by the
witness during direct examination. The tes-
timony may indicate that the witness is
guessing about what occurred. Similarly,
the witness may be describing inferences
from the observations rather than limiting
testimony to the observations that were
made. If the witness uses imprecise lan-
guage, such as estimates and equivocations,
it may be best to make specific notes and
argue the witness’ exact words in sum-
mation rather than allowing the witness to
become more positive on cross- and re-
direct examination. It is also important to
consider if the words the witness uses are
inconsistent with the witness’ education and
background. A final area for cross-
examination is whether the testimony ap-
pears to rehearsed or memorized.

IMPEACHING CREDIBILITY

The decision to impeach a witness’ credi-
bility involves several considerations. First,
the need to impeach must fit within the
theory of the case. Second, jurors generally
want to believe that a witness is being truth-
ful. Consequently, the examiner is going to
have to bear the burden of proving that the
witness is untruthful. Finally, the nature of
perjury is important. Generally, when a
witness lies under oath it is not done on the
spur of the moment. It involves pre-
planning and some motive or purpose. The
most effective impeachment exposes not
just the lie, but also the purpose of the lie.

The areas of impeachment on truthfulness
fall into two general categories: (1) a show-
ing of defects in the witness; and (2) a
showing of defects in the testimony of the
witness. The types of defects may either be
inherent in or external to the witness or the
testimony. Inherent defects in the witness
may involve a showing that because of the
background and character of that witness he
is not worthy of belief. Likewise, a prior
conviction for a crime is an inherent defect
in the witness. An external defect in the
witness may involve a showing that the
witness has a bias favoring a party or preju-
dice against a party to the lawsuit. Simi-
larly, a direct or indirect interest in the
outcome of the lawsuit would constitute an
external defect in the witness. One of the
major considerations in employing this type
of impeachment is how far the judge will let

the examiner go in questioning the witness.
Some of the areas such as character and
prior convictions are governed by the rules
of evidence. However, counsel should be
alert during the direct examination to deter-
mine if potential areas of cross-examination
that would generally be beyond that allowed
by the rules have been “opened up.” Quite
often it is the criminal defendant who will be
primarily affected by this type of impeach-
ment. The potential for such impeachment
should play a major role in deciding whether
the defendant should testify.

Internal defects in the testimony of a
witness involve showing that the testimony
conflicts with common sense, or conflicts
with the facts of the particular case. An
external conflict in the testimony may in-
volve proof that the testimony is not con-
sistent with the other testimony or evidence
offered at trial. The other method of show-
ing an external conflict in testimony is by
proof of prior inconsistent statements of a
witness.

It is critical to ask
simple questions
containing a single fact
and to properly plan
and prepare the
examination.

Before undertaking such cross-
examination, the questioner needs to con-
sider several factors. First, the prior
statement must truly be inconsistent. Trying
to impeach a witness with a partial statement
of inconsequential detail may backfire and
cause the examiner to lose credibility with
the jury. Second, if the witness’ story has
gone from one that is very detrimental to one
that is not quite so bad, very little may be
gained by introducing the prior statement.
Finally, the witness’ explanation for the
prior statement must be considered.
F.R.Ev. 613 allows the witness to have the
opportunity to explain the prior statement
before extrinsic evidence of the statement is
admissible. If the explanation is that the
client threatened or bribed the witness, it
may be best to avoid the prior statement.
However, if the prior inconsistency is re-
lated to a defect in the witness, the prior

statement makes very strong impeachment
material.

The procedure to apply in impeaching a
witness on a prior inconsistent statement
involves meeting the requirements of
F.R.Ev. 613 and incorporating several prac-
tical considerations. Before getting into the
prior statement, the witness should be ques-
tioned about a motive to lie. This will either
prevent the witness from trying to explain
the inconsistency or substantially weaken
any explanation. The witness then ought to
be reminded of his testimony on direct
examination and be asked to acknowledge
that he was under oath. The examiner must,
under the rule, establish the circumstances
of the prior statement (the date, time and
place of the statement and the people who
were present when it was given). It should
also be established that the prior statement
was given under circumstances where the
witness was expected to be truthful. Finally,
the witness should be confronted with the
exact words of the prior statement. F.R. Ev.
613 does not require that the contents of the
statement be disclosed to the witness prior to
the confrontation. To do so lessens the dra-
matic effect of the impeachment. However,
if the witness denies making the prior state-
ment, providing a written copy of the state-
ment and then having him acknowledge that
the statement was made points out another
lie (the denial) to the jury.

CONCLUSION

It is critical, during cross-examination, to
ask simple questions containing a single fact
per question and to properly plan and pre-
pare the examination. The use of the proper
method of cross-examination, with ade-
quate preparation, will not guarantee a
favorable result at trial. However, the use of
such techniques will certainly prevent coun-
sel from assisting the opposition’s case by a
bungled cross-examination. Likewise, the
use of these techniques will leave counsel
something to argue in summation. Through
proper cross-examination, trial counsel can
control the witnesses, the evidence and

effectively present a case.
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Bar Commission Highlights

During its regularly scheduled meeting of
August 24, 1990, the Board of Bar Com-
missioners received the following reports
and took the actions indicated:

1. The review of the minutes of the July
27, 1990, Bar Commission meeting was
tabled because President Greenwood indi-
cated that some corrections were necessary.

2. Commissioner Haslam reported on the
Character and Fitness Committee’s actions.

3. Admissions Administrator, Michele
Roberts, reported on the outcome of the July
Bar Exam, and that with 225 applicants, the
space in the Law and Justice Center was
filled to capacity during examinations.

4. Ms. Roberts also reported on the re-
sults of the July Attorney Bar Exam. There
were 18 attorneys sitting for the Exam: 15
passed, 3 failed, with a passing rate of 83
percent. (Note: These results were later
altered to reflect 100 percent passage based
on Commission action relative to Question
7—Business Entities approval.)

5. The Commission went into Executive
Session to discuss the selection of the Ex-
ecutive Director.

6. Randon Wilson and Jim Swenson of
the Member Benefits Committee reported
on the AutoNet program and recommended
to the Commission that the Bar sponsor this
program. After discussing the program, the
Commission determined that the AutoNet
program would benefit the Bar as well as the
firms who use the service.

7. President Greenwood announced that
Steve Crockett has agreed to serve as the
1991 Annual Meeting Chair.

8. President Greenwood reported that she
would like to appoint a Committee to evalu-
ate the Peat Marwick report on the Law and
Justice Center. Commissioner Hansen
agreed to chair the Committee.

9. A motion was accepted that new
members who were admitted in May
through September should not have to pay
the full Bar dues again only three months

later, and should only pay the difference
between what they paid in May and the
increase in Bar dues. They would then ac-
cordingly be licensed through June 30,
1991.

10. Interim Executive Director Florence
reported on the receipt of Bar dues pay-
ments.

11. Interim Executive Director Florence
reported on the newly created chart of ac-
counts.

12. Commissioner Moxley presented a
discipline report, and the Commission acted
on public and private discipline matters.

13. The Commission voted to form a new
Standing Committee to supervise other at-
torneys who have been placed on probation
by the Office of Bar Counsel.

A full text of the minutes of this and other
meetings of the Bar Commission is avail-
able for inspection at the office of the Ex-
ecutive Director.

e

Beless Named Lawyer of the Year

Rosemary J. Beless has been named Law-
yer of the Year by the Energy, Natural
Resources, and Environmental Law Section
of the Utah State Bar.

Beless is a partner in the Salt Lake City
law firm of Fabian & Clendenin. She has
practiced natural resources and environ-
mental law for the past 10 years, focusing on
water, real property, environmental, oil,
gas, and mining law.

The Lawyer of the Year honor is based on
excellence in the practice of law and service
to the Energy, Natural Resources and En-
vironmental Law Section of the Utah State
Bar.

Beless holds Ph.D. and J.D. degrees
from the University of Utah, where she
served as senior editor of the Utah Law
Review. She has served as chairman of two
Utah State Bar committees, is a director of
the Utah Wildlife Federation, and is active
in committees of the Utah Mining Associa-
tion.

East High Graduate
Receives Scholarship

University of Utah freshman Sian Jones, a
graduate of East High School, is the recipi-
ent of a $500 scholarship from iHC Blood
Services and the Young Lawyer Section of
the Utah State Bar.

The award was presented after a year long
contest between area high schools to in-
crease blood donations among students and
establish them as long-term donors. East
High School donated the most blood, and in
turn, presented the scholarship.

Funds from the Young Lawyer Section
have established an endowment for the an-
nual scholarship presented as part of the
IHC Salt Lake County High School Blood
Drive.

Additional information about the pro-
gram is available by calling IHC Blood
Services at LDS Hospital, 321-1150.
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Discipline Corner

ADMONITIONS

1. An attorney was admonished for vio-
lating Rule 8.4(d) by representing a client in
a divorce action and subsequently, while
acting as Deputy County Attorney, prose-
cuting this client for child sexual abuse. Of
concern was that the defendant had orig-
inally been charged with a first degree
felony, which charge was then reduced to a
second degree felony prior to prosecution.

2. An attorney was admonished for vio-
lating Rule 3.7(a) and Ethics Opinion #45 by
acting as legal representative for a collection
agency of which he was the owner.

PRIVATE REPRIMANDS

For violating Rules 1.3 and 1.4(a), an
attorney was privately reprimanded for ac-
cepting a retainer regarding a custody dis-
pute and subsequently failing to appear and
file pleadings and failing to return the cli-
ent’s telephone calls and written requests for
information.

SUSPENSIONS

On August 9, 1990, Harold R. Stephens
was suspended for one month for violating
Canon 6, DR 6-101(A)(3), Canon 7, DR
7-101(A)(2) and Canon 1, DR 1-102(A)(4)
of the Revised Rules of Professional Con-
duct of the Utah State Bar and Rule 1.3 and
Rule 1.4(a) of the Rules of Professional

Conduct of the Utah State Bar. Respondent
was also ordered to pay restitution in the
amounts of $75 and $600 and reimburse the
Office of Bar Counsel for costs for prosecu-
tion of the matter, as conditions of reinstate-
ment. Mr. Stephens’ suspension was based
on complaints by two separate clients. Mr.
Stephens agreed to represent one client in a
divorce matter and subsequently failed to
contact his client or respond to her request
for information for approximately one year.
After the divorce was finally granted, Mr.
Stephens failed to prepare the Findings of
Fact and Conclusions of Law and the Decree
of Divorce. Regarding the second com-
plaint, Mr. Stephens agreed to represent a
client in an attempt to increase child sup-
port. The opposing party was willing to
stipulate to the increase in child support.
Mr. Stephens failed to prepare the stipu-
lation or contact his client or return the
client’s numerous requests for information.
The sanction was aggravated in that the
clients were unsophisticated legal con-
sumers and that Mr. Stephens’ conduct
exhibited a pattern of misconduct.

DISBARMENTS
On July 11, 1990, Richard J. Calder was
disbarred from the practice of law in the
state of Utah. This disbarment was based on
two separate disciplinary complaints. In an
attempt to resolve one of the Bar com-

plaints, Mr. Calder agreed to amend the
bankruptcy schedules for his client and file a
motion to reopen the client’s case. Mr.
Calder failed to follow through with his
agreement. In a subsequent malpractice ac-
tion in the Third District Court brought by
the client, Mr. Calder knowingly and inten-
tionally made several misrepresentations
‘and false statements to the court. Mr. Calder
subsequently filed for bankruptcy protec-
tion and failed to list the client as a creditor
or to notify the client of the bankruptcy for a
iperiod of approximately two years after the
original filing. Regarding the second com-
plaint, a client filed a malpractice lawsuit
against Mr. Calder who failed to amend his
personal bankruptcy to include this client as
a creditor. Mr. Calder reopened the client’s
bankruptcy solely for the purpose of harass-
ing the client and made several false and
misleading statements in his motion to re-
open. Mr. Calder also made several mis-
statements to the Court in the malpractice
action. After the Judge rendered his oral
opinion in the malpractice action and prior
to the formal entry of the judgment, Mr.
Calder transferred a substantial portion of
his property to his wife and brother. Mr.
Calder subsequently filed for protection
under the bankruptcy laws in bad faith for
the purpose of frustrating the claims of his
clients.

Looking for another way to have fun prac-
ticing law? Need to lift your spirits? Want to
be a hero?

Phi Alpha Delta Law Fraternity Inter-
national (PAD), to which more than 400
distinguished Utah judges and attorneys be-
long, will conduct a three-hour training ses-
sion on Teaching the Bill of Rights to
Elementary and Junior High Students on
Friday, November 9, 1990, from 2:00 to
5:00 p.m. at the University of Utah College
of Law Sutherland Moot Courtroom. Roger
L. Goldman, constitutional law professor at
Saint Louis University School of Law, will
lead participants through the newly pub-
lished PAD Bicentennial Guide. Professor
Goldman will be assisted by attorneys affili-
ated with the Utah State Bar’s nationally

Teaching the
Bill of Rights to
Elementary Students

recognized Law-Related Education Com-
mittee and the Law-Related Education &
Citizenship Project of the Utah State Office
of Education. Elementary students from
Lowell School in Salt Lake City will volun-
teer as guinea pigs.

Participating attorneys and law students
will be matched with one (or more) K
through 8 school classrooms in their locale
to teach those students about the Bill of
Rights. Participants will work out the
time(s) and date(s) with the classroom
teacher with whom they are matched.

Participation will be limited to 150 attor-
neys and law students. If you would like to
participate, please call or return the form
below to: Virginia C. Lee, Marsden, Orton,
Cahoon & Gottfredson, 68 S. Main Street,
Fifth Floor, Salt Lake City, UT 84101,
(801) 521-3800.

TEACHING THE BILL OF RIGHTS—
REGISTRATION FORM

Name

Firm
Address

Phone

I am [] am not [J a member of Phi Alpha
Delta

November 1990
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New Criminal Defense Lawyer Organization

A state organization of criminal defense
lawyers is being organized by members of
the local Bar. Membership is open to law-
yers who-are involved in any criminal de-
fense practice in the state or federal courts.
The organization has a number of purposes.
The first is to provide lawyers with con-
tinuing legal education programs that spe-
cialize in criminal defense. The second is to
create a vehicle where criminal defense
lawyers may provide input to the state legis-
lature on bills that are under consideration.
The final purpose is to provide criminal
defense lawyers with a network to share
information about changes in the law,
judges and prosecutors across the state.
The organization will be named the Utah
Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers
(UACDL). It will be independent of the
State Bar Association but will seek affilia-
tion with the National Association of Crimi-
nal Defense Lawyers. Similar state orga-

nizations in about 30 other states are cur-
rently affiliated with the national organiza-
tion.

The UACDL is currently planning to hold
a two-day CLE seminar at Snowbird resort
on April 5 and 6, 1991. It is expected that
the seminar will carry 12 CLE credit hours.
The program will focus on trial techniques
and legal issues applicable to a criminal
defense practice. Several nationally promi-
nent criminal defense lawyers as well as
local lawyers will be on the faculty for the
seminar.

A barbecue and fund-raiser was held for
the association on August 29. Approxi-
mately 25 lawyers attended from seven
different counties across the state. Nomina-
tions and elections for officers and trustees
of the organization will be held in October
and November. Others interested in joining
the organization should contact Fred Metos,
Gilbert Athay or Larry Weiss.

Claim of the Month

ALLEGED ERROR AND OMISSION
Plaintiff alleged that the Insured failed to
inform her of a $75,000 settlement offer in a
FELA claim. Plaintiff alleged that she
would have accepted the said settlement
offer had it been communicated to her.

RESUME OF CLAIM

Insured attorney represented the plaintiff
for survivor’s benefits under FELA claim.
Respondent employer made an offer at
$75,000 in settlement of the plaintiff’s
claim. Insured stated that the settlement
offer was communicated to the plaintiff and
that the plaintiff rejected the offer. The
claim was subsequently disallowed on jur-
isdictional grounds, thus barring any tecov-
ery by the plaintiff. The plaintiff then sued
the Insured for malpractice.

HOW CLAIM MAY
HAVE BEEN AVOIDED

The Insured should have documented the
communication of the settlement offer and
its subsequent rejection by the plaintiff.
Communications should have been “blind”
carbon copied to firm’s management com-
mittee. Defense of the claim was further
complicated by the death of the Insured
while the plaintiff’s suit was pending.

“Claim of the Month” is furnished by
Rollins Burdick Hunter of Utah, Admin-
istrator of the Bar-sponsored Lawyers Pro-

Notice to All
Bar Section Members

Effective November 1, 1990, all reserva-
tions and cancellations for section lunch-
eons must be made at least 48 hours in
advance. Reservations must be made 48
hours in advance, in order to guarantee
space for luncheons. Without a reservation,
entrance may not be available.

If a reservation is made and you find you
are unable to attend, please cancel immedi-
ately. Cancellations not made at least 48
hours in advance will be treated as “no-
shows” and you will be billed for the cost of
the luncheon.

Please remember this policy when mak-
ing reservations for any section luncheon.
Thank you.

New Address or Phone?

Please contact the Utah State Bar
when your address or phone number
changes: This will ensure accurate
information for Bar records and for
the Annual Bar Directory.

Please use this coupon and mail.

Name

Bar Number

Old Telephone

New Telephone

Old Address

New Address

Mail to: The Utah State Bar
645 South 200 East
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111

fessional Liability Insurance Program.
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CASE SUMMARIES

PARENTAL SUPPORT

AND EMANCIPATED CHILDREN

The common-law rule on emancipation
of a minor by his or her conduct is applicable
in an action by the state to recover child
support expenses from the parents of the
minor child. In determining whether a
minor youth has become emancipated, the
trial court must first determine for itself,
“what factors are relevant to the deter-
mination” based on a review of cases from
other states.

In an action by the state for reim-
bursement of support paid for the minor
youth, the parent bears the burden of proof
that the child is emancipated and that the
parental obligation of support terminated.
However, the court expressed no view
whether the common-law child emanci-
pation doctrine has been superceded by
U.C.A. §§78-3a-49, 78-45-3, -4, and 4.3
(1987) regarding the statutory duties of par-
ents to support their children—presumably
because the issue was not adequately raised
on appeal.

State v. C.R., 142 Utah Adv. Rep. 39,
(Utah Ct. App. August 30, 1990) (J. Jack-
son).

HEARSAY EVIDENCE; U.R.E. 608(a)

A conviction of forcible sexual abuse was
reversed because it was, in part, based upon
hearsay testimony. Under U.C.A.
76-5-411, the trial court may admit expert

By Clark R. Nielsen

testimony of the hearsay statement of a child
under 10 years of age. Because the victim
was not under 10 years of age but was an
18-year-old, mentally retarded adult, her
hearsay statements were improperly admit-
ted and defendant’s counsel was ineffective
in not objecting to the testimony.

The appellate court also held that the
prosecution improperly bolstered the vic-
tim’s account of her abuse by the testimony
of a schoolteacher attesting to the victim’s
character. Although refusing to consider
State v. Rimasch, 775 P.2d 388 (Utah 1989)
because the teacher was not considered an
“expert,” the evidence of character was
clearly improper under Utah Rule of Evi-
dence 608(a). However, that error was con-
sidered harmless.

State v. Hallet, 140 U.A.R. 6 (Utah Ct.
App., July 13, 1990) (J. Orme).

MEDICAL MALPRACTICE—

SCREENING PANEL REVIEW
Dismissal of plaintiff’s malpractice com-
plain was reversed even though plaintiff’s
complaint had been filed before the pre-
litigation screening panel review under
U.C.A. §§78-14-4, 12 (1987). The dis-
missal of plaintiff’s claim by the trial court
resulted from the medical defendants’ inac-
tion by not properly raising the issues.
Plaintiff’s reasonable reliance upon that in-
action prevented plaintiff from taking ad-
vantage of an opportunity to cure the defect.

Avilav. Winn, 136 U.A.R. 3 (Utah, June
1, 1990) (C.J. Hall).

ATTORNEY AND CLIENT,
SETTLEMENT

Injured plaintiffs are not entitled to set
aside their settlement with the defendant
hospital or to claim malpractice against an
attorney retained by the hospital’s adjuster
in the settlement process. Plaintiffs nego-
tiated a settlement with the hospital and its
adjuster for damages suffered by plaintiffs’
minor child. The adjuster retained an attor-
ney to draft the settlement documents and to
obtain probate court approval for the settle-
ment for the minor child. Later, plaintiffs
attempted to set aside the settlement. Plain-
tiffs claim that they “understood” the attor-
ney to be their attorney, even though they
did not retain him and he was never part of
the settlement negotiations. Plaintiffs could
not set aside the $1,200,000-plus settlement
as inadequate. The Supreme Court affirmed
the summary judgment that, under the in-
disputed material facts there was no “im-
plied,” third-party or “limited”
attorney-client relationship. Nor was the
attorney liable for “volunteer legal advice.”
The record also failed to support a claim of
fraudulent misrepresentation by defendants
in the settlement. Although there may be
“disputed” facts, the alleged dispute must
be relevant to the legal issues.

Atkinson v. IHC Hospitals, Inc., 138
U.A.R. 3 (Utah, July 3, 1990) (C.J. Hall).
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TAXATION, PROPERTY
VALUATION AND ASSESSMENT
A statutory propetty value reduction of 20
percent in county-assessed valuations in un-
constitutional when the methods of as-
sessment are the same as statc-assessed
property taxed at 100 percent of its assessed
value. Utah Code Ann. §59-5-4.5 violates
uniform and equal taxation clauses (article
X111, §2, 3 of the Utah Constitution), as well
as equal protection (art. 1, §24) restraints as
a distinct classification not reasonably re-
lated to a valid statutory purpose. The objec-
tives of §59-5-4.5 are not met when the
same valuation method is used for both state
and county assessments but one classi-
fication is allowed a valuation reduction. A
state constitutional analysis is employed by
the court.

Amax Magnesium Corp. v. Utah State
Tax Commission, 139 U.A.R. 5 (Utah, July
13, 1990) (C.J. Hall).

APPELLATE JURISDICTION
AND RULE 60(b) MOTION

Although an appeal divests the trial court
of jurisdiction and vests jurisdiction in the
appellate court, the trial court does retain
jurisdiction to determine a motion under
U.R. Civ. P. 60(b). A temporary remand for
the purpose of considering the 60(b) motion
only causes unnecessary delay in the ap-
pellate process. When adjudication of the
motion by the trial court will not affect the
issue on appeal, the trial court should hear
the motion without permission or inter-
ference from the appellate court. See also
Baker v. Western Surety, 757 P.2d 878
(Utah Ct. App. 1988). [Note that this Rule
60(b) exception to appellate jurisdiction
does not apply to tolling post judgment
motions under Rules 50, 52 or 59.]

White v. State, 137 U.A.R. (Utah, June
20, 1990) (Per Curiam).

GUILTY PLEA, RULE 11(5)

State v. Gibbons, 740 P.2d 1309 (Utah
1987), requires strict compliance with Utah
R. Crim. P. 11(5) when the trial court
receives a guilty plea. The court of appeals
rejected the state’s arguments that strict
compliance with Gibbons and Rule 11(5)
was not required. An argument that State v.
Vasilacopulos had been overruled and dis-
regarded was also rejected. The trial court
has the burden of ensuring that Rule 11(5)
requirements are complied with when the
plea is entered. [Note: prosecutors must
share a larger portion of that “burden” and
should be more vigilant to make certain that
the trial judge complete all Rule 11 re-
quirements on the record, including all the
necessary findings. Effective prosecutor
participation in the process can reduce the
likelihood of judicial error and later in-
validation of a plea.] ‘

State v. Geniry, 141 U.A.R. 26 (Utah Ct.
App., August 24, 1990).

CUSTODIAL INTERROGATION—
RIGHT TO COUNSEL

Defendant’s murder conviction was set
aside and remanded for a new trial because
of custodial questioning without a clear
waiver of defendant’s constitutional right to
an attorney. An “equivocal reference” to the
assistance of an attorney may be sufficient
invocation of the right to counsel so as to
preclude further interrogation following a
Miranda warning. When commencing a
polygraph interrogation at the police
station, defendant’s mild inquiry whether he
should have a lawyer present was sufficient
to require further clarification as to whether
defendant waived counsel before flunking

‘the lie detector test. The court of appeals

discussed in some detail the pre-
interrogation waiver of the right to counsel
under the Sixth Amendment. The court also
discussed the criteria for deciding whether

defendant was subjected to “custodial inter-
rogation” so as to first require a Miranda
warning and waiver.

State v. Sampson (Utah Court of Ap-
peals), 890327-CA September 11, 1990. (J.
Orme).

NOTICE OF MECHANIC’S LIEN

Insubstantial, technical defects in a notice
of mechanic’s lien will not defeat the valid-
ity of the lien when the deficiency does not
prejudice the parties. Sworn verification of
a lien is required by statute and is essential,
not a “hypertechnicality.” However, in-
significant defects (such as omitting the
notary’s address or commission expiration
date) in the form of the jurat will not necess-
arily defeat the verification. Nor is a lien
notice void because it contains an overly
broad property description or aggregates
lien amounts in different parcels of land that
are described together, when no prejudice or
damage to the parties is shown. A lien notice
may also include work performed under
separate contracts. Finaily, a non-party to
the lien foreclosure has notice of the lien and
foreclosure proceedings when a lis pendens
is timely recorded.

Projects Unlimited, Inc. v. Copper State
Thrift & Loan Co., 142 Utah Adv. Rep. 7
(Utah, September 6, 1990) (J. Orme, Court
of Appeals, sitting by appointment).

FREE SAMPLES

Strationery fr the
2 egal Professiorntal

Free Proofs
DEWBERRY

Engraving Company
PO Box 2311, Birmingham, AL 35201

1-800-633-5984 (in AL call 1-991-2823)

CRIMINOLOGIST / SOCIAL SCIENCE
IN LAW EXPERT TESTIMONY

Dr. Gerald Smith, professor and Director of
Criminology Program, 25 years professional
research and teaching experience. Will find the
data needed to help you win your case! Sociology
Department, University of Utah, Salt Lake City,
Utah 84112 (801)581-8132.
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LEGISLATIVE REPORT

Legislating the Criminal Law

I ike a stranger in a foreign country,
most civil practitioners find criminal

law and procedure confusing and foreign
territory and many avoid the practice like
the plague. Nonetheless, Title 76 and 77 of
the Utah Code are the Bible for the criminal
lawyer and an essential component of the
total fabric of Utah statutory law.

Enacted in the 1970s to modernize Utah’s
archaic criminal code, both titles are con-
tinuously the subject of legislative action
during every General Session. The Interim
Judiciary Committee is almost always con-
sidering some aspect of criminal law. In
short, there are few bodies of statutory law
that undergo as frequent revision as do those
concerning the criminal law. Because of its
dynamic nature, there is little wonder that
those not familiar with criminal practice
approach the subject with trepidation.

Typical of most general sessions, the
1990 General Session had before it scores of
bills designed to supplement or amend Ti-
tles 76 and 77 of the Code. In fact, the
Legislature considered and passed 31 bills
that amend or enact provisions in both the
substantive criminal code and the Code of
Criminal Procedure. Subjects as diverse as
the free distribution of tobacco products to
the interjurisdictional transfer of prisoners
were considered and passed by the 1990
General Session of the Legislature.

The following represent some of the di-
verse enactments by the last session of the
Legislature relating to criminal law:

By John T. Nielsen

HB 81—Impersonating a Peace Officer.
Expands the offense of impersonating a
peace officer or public servant to include
intent to deceive another, induce another to
submit to his pretended official authority, or
rely upon his pretended official act. It also
applies to a person who displays without
authority any badge, identification card or
other form of identification, or uniform of
any state or local government entity or a
reasonable facsimile of these items.

HB 183—Concealed Weapons Amend-
ments. Allows the Department of Public
Safety to issue a temporary permit to carry a
concealed weapon.

HB 124—Second Degree Murder
Amendment. Amends second degree homi-
cide statute to include killing of a peace
officer during the commission or attempted
commission of an assault against a peace
officer or in the course of interfering with a
peace officer who is making a lawful arrest.

HB 233-—Archaeological, Paleontologi-
cal, and Historic Site Vandalism Protection
Act. Enacts a new statute to provide crimi-
nal penalties for activities involving cultural
site protection.

SB 52—Group Criminal Activity Penal-
ties (Gangs Statute). Enhances penalties if a
defendant and two or more other persons
would be criminally liable for the offense
even if the other parties are not also appre-
hended, charged or convicted.

SB 90—Solicitation of Criminal Act. En-
acts the offense of criminal solicitation and

differentiates solicitation from conspiracy
and attempt. The circumstances of soli-
citation must be strongly corroborative of an
earnest intent on the part of the actor that the
crime solicited actually be committed.

SB 133—Sex Offender Treatment. Al-
lows sexually explicit materials to be used
for assessment and treatment of criminal
offenders.

SB 147—Unlawful Use of Firearms.
Clarifies the law that the person may not
carry a loaded firearm in or on a vehicle or
on any public street or in a posted prohibited
area. A person may not discharge any kind
of a firearm from an automobile or other
vehicle or from, upon, or across a highway.

HB 52, 54—Domestic Violence Amend-
ments. These laws were reviewed in a pre-
vious issue of the Bar Journal and essen-
tially provide that law enforcement officers
stress protection of victims and give them
information regarding community re-
sources. The bills also direct perpetrators to
have no contact with alleged victims.

HB 163—Arraignment Jurisdiction. Pro-
vides alternative procedures allowing ar-
raignment, setting bail, or issuing a warrant
on a criminal charge to be conducted by
transporting a jailed defendant to magistrate
nearest the jail where he is held.

SB 27—Grand Jury Reform. Provides for
a statewide grand jury. The existing grand
jury statutes are eliminated and this large
body of statutory amendments after the con-
cept, management and use of the grand jury

November 1990

e e e R R e e e e e e R e e e SR X

21




process in Utah.

SB 143—Pardons and Paroles Amend-
ment. Increases the full-time Board of Par-
dons members from three to five. Those five
members may sit together or in panels ap-
pointed by the chairperson, but the entire
Board must sit to hear a commutation or
pardon hearings.

SB 215—Subpoena Powers Act Amend-
ment. Permits the court to authorize a wit-
ness not to disclose the substance of tes-
timony or evidence when disclosure by the
witness would cause the tainting or destruc-
tion of evidence, the threat of harm to a
person or a reputation, or the target of the
investigation to avoid prosecution by flight
or other conduct. Such an order of secrecy
may not infringe on the attorney/client re-
lationship between the witness and his at-
torney or on any other legally recognized
privilege relationship.

During the Interim Session of the Legis-
lature, the Judiciary Committee has con-
sidered several proposed amendments to the
criminal code and a number of them have
been adopted as committee bills. This
means they will be drafted, numbered and
have the benefit of the approval of a legis-
lative committee when they are further con-
sidered during the General Session. This is
usually considered a likely assurance that

the bill will pass. Those bills which have
been adopted as committee bills as are fol-
lows:

Criminal Appeals Amendments. This bill
was actually presented in the 1990 General
Session, but was not passed because of
certain problems with the language. It has
been rewritten and will be presented in the
1991 General Session and provides addi-
tional rights of appeal for the prosecution.

Criminal Sentencing Amendments. Also
presented in the 1990 General Session, this
bill has been amended to clarify current law
regarding the sentencing of felonies as mis-
demeanors in certain circumstances.

Aggravated Assault Amendments. Am-
ends certain provisions and penalties con-
cerning aggravated assault.

Standards for Imposition of Death Pen-
alty. Introduced in the 1990 General Ses-
sion, this proposed legislation was intended
to remedy the court imposed standards for
granting a death sentence. It is generally
recognized that Utah has a more restrictive
death penalty requirement that is mandated
by the U.S. Constitution and the U.S. Su-
preme Court. According to criminal law
experts, Utah’s standard is the most strin-
gent and restrictive in the nation and this bill
would enable a jury to use their common
judgment in weighing existing mitigating
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and aggravating factors rather than im-
posing a “beyond a reasonable doubt” stan-
dard in weighing aggravating against
mitigating circumstances.

Statutory Homicide Reference. This bill
redesignates first degree murder as aggra-
vated murder and second degree murder as
murder. It is intended to clarify the con-
fusion that exists generally within the crimi-
nal justice system and among the public at
large as to the distinction between the vari-
ous categories of murder offenses in the
criminal code.

Homicide by Assault. This proposal is in
response to the unfortunate death of a young
man who was killed as a result of a fight.
The victim was the son of a prominent
Hollywood personality and the case gener-
ated considerable discussion as to the defi-
ciencies in Utah law with respect to serious
assaultive conduct that results in death. As a
result, a bill has been suggested to remedy
this deficiency and the language provides
that if a person knowingly and intentionally
attempts to cause bodily injury and that
injury results in death, that the crime is
punishable as a third degree felony rather
than as a misdemeanor by previous statutory
provision.

An interesting dispute has developed re-
garding the enforcement of the State’s do-
mestic violence laws. These enactments,
referred to in this article, and passed by the
1990 General Session of the Legislature
have been challenged as likely unconstitu-
tional by the State Attorney General’s Of-
fice. In a rather rare confrontation between
the Attorney General and Legislative Gen-
eral Counsel, the latter office has filed an
extraordinary writ demanding that the law
be enforced. The writ comes about as a
result of certain law enforcement agencies’
refusal to enforce the law relying upon the
Attorney General’s opinion as to its con-
stitutionality. The case raises fundamental
constitutional questions about separation of
powers and the primacy of legislative policy
making versus executive branch declara-
tions with respect to the enforceability of
lawfully passed legislation. This issue will
be followed carefully by those affected as
well as constitutional scholars.

There will no doubt be other issues in-
volving criminal law and procedure that will
come to the fore within the next few months
as the session draws near in January. Those
bills and issues discussed herein will likely
receive rather immediate attention by the
Legislature, but it is premature to predict
with certainty the outcome.
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VIEWS FROM THE BENCH

Ihave been asked to give a short report on
the condition of the United States District
Court for the District of Utah. I will try to
tell you where we are and where we are
going. Because of time constraints, I will
only touch on workload, personnel, physi-
cal plant, technology, local rules, you—
court officers—and court aspirations.

As you know, the United States District
Court, District of Utah, is one of 94 United
States District Courts. We have four active
judges, two senior district judges, one full-
time magistrate, four part-time magistrates,
three bankruptcy judges, a district court
clerk’s office, a bankruptcy court clerk’s
office, and a probation department. Count-
ing judges, current court personnel number
125 persons. We are still growing.

The number of district court civil cases
filed for each of the past three years has been
relatively flat. This year we terminated
slightly fewer cases than received. Criminal
filings have been increasing. We have ter-
minated slightly fewer criminal cases than
received.

The increased time demands, paper de-
mands, and lag-time for processing criminal
cases (all resulting from the application of
sentencing guidelines) has slowed consider-
ably the processing of criminal cases with
no appreciable improvement in the end re-
sult. Like other courts, our court has gone
unanimously on record asking Congress to

BRUCE S. JENKINS is Chief Judge, United States
District Court, District of Utah.

Prior to assuming the bench, Judge Jenkins practiced
law and was active in civic affairs.

He was a State Senator, Minority Leader of the
Senate and at the age of 36 became President of the
Utah State Senate.

He is the author of published opinions, speeches and
essays on a variety of legal subjects. He is best known
in legal circles for his opinion in Allen, et al. v. United
States, 588 F. Supp. 247 (1984), wherein he found the
United States was liable to certain plaintiffs for the
negligent conduct by the United States of open air
atomic testing. He has lectured before Bar As-
sociations, Judges, Civic, Professional and Academic
Groups. He has lectured to Law Schools, Law Fac-
ulties, Judges and Bar Associations in Third World
Countries in Africa. He keynoted the Fourth Annual
Airlie House Conference on the Environment, spon-
sored by the Standing Committee on Environmental
Law of the American Bar Association. He also key-
noted a nationwide conference on Trying Mass Toxic
Torts in San Francisco, sponsored by the American Bar
Association.

Judge Jenkins holds B.A. (1949) and Juris Doctor
(1952) degrees from the University of Utah. He is a
member of Phi Beta Kappa, Phi Kappa Phi and Phi Eta
Sigma. In 1985, he was named Alumnus of the Year by
the University of Utah College of Law.

Judge Jenkins was born in Salt Lake City, Utah. He
is married to Peggy Watkins. They have four children
and six grandchildren.

revisit minimum-mandatory sentencing and
sentencing guidelines to try to correct the
inequities that exist in this badly flawed
social experiment.

In practical terms, as to all cases, we are
holding our own—due in large part to my
diligent and gifted colleagues and a devoted
and capable staff. The case mix has been

Report on the Condition of the United
States District Court, District of Utah

By Bruce S. Jenkins, Chief Judge, United States District Court, District of Utah
Talk Given Before The Utah State Bar Convention, June 28, 1990, Beaver Creek, Colo.

changing. We have a number of cases with
multiple parties, one with some 1,800 plain-
tiffs, and some with trial time demands of
six to 12 weeks. You should understand that
most cases are resolved short of actual trial.
Our court is unusually good at settling cases
short of trial. Settlement conferences and
intensive pretrial work assist in achieving
that result.

Although we have asked for no new
judges, and the judicial conference has rec-
ommended none, legislation now pending
in Congress provides for a fifth judge for the
district of Utah.

The bankruptcy court, while awash in a
maze of statistics, is experiencing a change
in case mix and is beginning to see the light
of day. Chapter 11 filings and related pro-
ceedings which require in-court judge time
are subsiding.

Figures, while interesting, tell nothing of
the quality of judicial services rendered. I
am happy to report high quality work by all
of our judges and judicial officers.

I am happy, as well, to report that our
building program is moving apace. The
contractor is on-site on floors one and three.
When construction is completed, our clerk’s
office will be located on floor one, the main
street floor, as will our ever-expanding pro-
bation department. There will also be a third
courtroom on the main floor, and a new
bankruptcy courtroom on floor three. That
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will give us a total of six district courtrooms,
three bankruptcy courtrooms, and a court
facility as nice as any in the country. When

- construction is complete, for the first time in

the history of court we will have a per-
manent grand jury facility devoted exclu-
sively to grand jury work. We are making
space available for the expansion of the
court’s library. The library is maintained by
the 10th Circuit and is available to court
practitioners and others with research
needs.

In September, our building will be given
a new name, the Frank E. Moss Federal
Courthouse, in honor of a distinguished
United States Senator.

Our adventure in technology is moving
forward as well. As you recall, we started
the computerization of our clerk’s office last
year. All pending civil cases are now on
computer. We are fine-tuning the program
to realize its potential as an information
management tool. As you may remember,
we are one of five small federal courts in the
country designated as pilot courts in the use
of small computers. Our experience will be
used by others if things go well. So far, so
good.

Iam pleased to announce that, on July 17,
we will make available to those of you who
are equipped with terminal, computer, and
modem, a service called “PACER” to en-

able you to dial into our computer by tele-
phone and obtain docket information on
pending civil cases. This system uses the
acronym “PACER,” which stands for public
access to court electronic records. Access,
not input. Some records, not all records.

The district of Utah is only the fifth
United States District Court to receive
“PACER.” It is being tested in our court as I
speak. “PACER” will be made available to
the Bar, the press, and the public. Briefings
will be held by the court July 17, in room
140, at 10:00 a.m. and 2:00 p.m. for system
information and explanation.

We have had a distinguished rules com-
mittee, chaired by Robert Campbell, revis-
ing all of our local, civil and criminal rules
of procedure. The committee has been
working diligently for almost a year and
anticipates reporting to the court in the next
month or two. After review, the court will
provide opportunity for public hearing and
comment. Our effort is to simplify and regu-
larize the local rules and meld them with
national rules and the emerging judicial
world of electronics.

We have an additional subject on the
drawing board. Sometime in the next year,
the court will announce the formation of a
District Court Historic Foundation to pre-
serve and perpetuate the history of the court.
One area of supreme neglect in the area of

history is court history. While we have a
plethora of cases, time removes much. The
color, the personality, the tone, and the
setting of cases are lost forever. We are a
young court. We have existed only since
1896. We have had but nine judges. Six are
still alive. The effort of the Foundation will
be primarily educational—to preserve and
perpetuate court history. This, we hope,
will be in keeping with our continuing cele-
bration of the federal courts and their contri-
bution to society, and in keeping with the

current ongoing bicentennial celebration of -

the Constitution and the Bill of Rights.

Improved physical plant, improved tech-
nology, improved rules of procedure, and
history preservation are high on our list of
court objectives. They liave taken an inor-
dinate amount of my time. I hope to have
them all in place before I complete my
tenure as chief judge.

I wish I had time to list the honors and
distinctions achieved by members of this
court nationwide, among colleagues and
associates, within the court structure, and in
the academic world. I cannot list them all,
but let me mention a few. Twice, court
personnel have been called upon to instruct
other chief judges at two national seminars.
Judges serve on national committees. Our
senior senior (Judge Christensen) will soon
be signally honored by the American Bar

“Knowledge is of two kinds.
We know a subject
ourselves, or we know
where we can find
information upon it.”

Boswell, Life of fobnson (1775)

You can find a wealth of
information from the Federal Government
at Depository Libraries. Contact your
local library.
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Association. Our judges are called upon to
speak from California to Maryland on the
cutting edge of legal theory. Some speeches
are slated for publication in prestigious
journals.

I can’t talk about the court without talking
about court officers. Namely, you! Let me
turn to that now.

A few months ago, 1 was asked to speak
to the Davis County Bar Association. I was
seated at a table between two very attractive
young women—dates for two young men
sitting at the same table. One young woman
was on my right. One was on my left. The
president of the Bar went to the one on my
right and gave her a rose and a sustained and
enthusiastic kiss. He then went to the one on
my left and gave her a rose and a sustained
and enthusiastic kiss. He then gave me a
rose. He then bent down and said, “Give
this to your wife.” Only then did Title Seven
slip from my brain. No need for fight or
flight. I was relieved, but I had jumped to a
conclusion. We all do. You did just now.
And we all did so from an inadequate evi-
dentiary base. Lawyers should know better.
Judges, too.

It has been fashionable recently, as it has
been fashionable from time immemorial, to
talk of the rotten reputation of lawyers.
From the Old Testament to yesterday’s
newspaper, examples abound. We become

obsessed with “image.” From an inadequate
evidentiary base, people jump to con-
clusions about lawyers. It is substance, not
image, that is important.

Most lawyers, officers of the court, do a
good job. The history of dispute resolution
from the beginning of this country—from
Marbury to Brown v. Board of Education,
from the Bill of Rights to the Fourteenth
Amendment—tells us what lawyers have
done, do, and will do. I know of no profes-
sion with a prouder substantive history—a
history often ignored by those who jump to
conclusions.

Imagine this country without courts and
without lawyers, and I guarantee that dis-
putes now peacefully channeled through
orderly process, the legal process, would be
settled in the street or at the point of a gun.
How about that for alternative dispute reso-
lution?

As this country grows, we don’t need
fewer courts—we need more courts. Con-
gress and state legislatures should under-
stand that. We need ready access to the
courts for resolution of problems people are
unable to resolve for themselves.

I get a little impatient with lawyers who
join the chorus of the uninformed and deni-
grate their own profession—lawyers who
are obsessed with image rather than sub-
stance, with mythology rather than history,

You can't get closer to the issues than this.
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with jumping to conclusions rather than
examining the overwhelming historic evi-
dence.

Let me fortify what I have said with a few
observations by others. These come from
jurors who have participated in actual cases
in the United States District Court. For the
past 14 months, we have been conducting an
exit poll of jurors as a device for improving

court operations. That’s right, even judges

are interested in improving court adminis-
tration. Let me give you a few comments by
citizens who sat as jurors through a trial
from beginning to end.

One of the questions asked is: “What did
you especially enjoy about your jury ser-
vice?” Another is: “What recommenda-
tions, if any, do you have for improving jury
service?”

Let me give you some typical comments
given in response to such questions.

“It really works. ..”

“It gave me an appreciation for the law
and our legal system. Very professionally
conducted throughout. . .”

“The highly skilled attorneys and judge.
To all, well done.”

“I enjoyed serving my country.”

“It was a tremendous learning experi-
ence.”

“The trial was an exceptionally good ex-
perience.”

“It is realty interesting and [I] would do
it again...”

“Seeing how much effort goes into fair
jury selection.”

“I enjoyed that 12 strangers can pull to-
gether and make good rational choices. . .”

“The judge made the jury feel as though
we were judges and treated us with much
respect. We took the case very seriously.”

When that one juror with a total case
experierice says, “It really works, it really
works,” she is far more persuasive than
those without such experience who say
otherwise. This is not image. This is reality.
This is substance.

As lawyers, look at the evidence, all of
the evidence, and appreciate the genuine
contributions lawyers have made—and con-
tinue to make—to problem resolution in an
atmosphere of peace.

When you or others mistake image for
substance, symbol for reality, mythology
for history, palaver for competent work,
you do the legal system and society a dis-
tinct disservice. You have a professional

responsibility to help keep this fragile coun--

try together. You fulfil} it each day by what
you do in the office—in the courtroom—in
the community. I know of no profession
with a prouder history of fulfilling that re-
sponsibility.

Gee, I am just getting started, but that,
Mr. President, is my brief report.

November 1990

25




The Most Important Ingredient

The Utan Young Lawyers Section has
earned a reputation of being one of the most
active and dynamic young lawyers section
affiliates in the country. For example, two
years ago the Section received the ABA’s
first place award for the best overall pro-
gram in the country for similar-sized young
lawyer section affiliates. Last year the Sec-
tion received the ABA’s award for the single
best project for the Salt Lake County/Young
Lawyers Section pro bono project to provide
domestic relations legal advice to low-
income participants. The most remarkable
aspect of the Section’s success is that it has
realized these achievements in the face of
extreme financial difficulty.

For the past three years, the Young Law-
yers Section of the Utah State Bar has had to
deal with drastically declining funding. The
Section’s budget, which is an allocation
from the Bar, has declined from $21,000 for
fiscal year 1987-1988 to approximately
$13,000 for last year. The Section’s budget
is only about one percent of the total budget
of the Bar.

The Section, however, is more active and
successful than ever. Even though its budget
has been cut by nearly 40 percent, the Sec-
tion currently has more young lawyers in-
volved in more public service and member
support projects than ever before. Even
though the Section has had to seek alternate
funding from private law firms, ABA and
Utah Bar Foundation grants to meet its

THE BARRISTER

Voluntarism:;:

By James C. Hyde
Young Lawyers Section Treasurer

minimum financial needs, the Section
received national recognition awards for
two consecutive years. Why? How is it that
the Section, with seemingly inadequate fi-
nancial ability, has been so prosperous? The
reason is the spirit of voluntarism among the
young lawyers of Utah. Young lawyers
throughout the state have been willing to
participate in Section programs such as
Meals for the Homeless, Law Day Fairs,
Tuesday Night Bar, Peoples Law Education
Program, drug abuse preventions programs
for high school students and more than 50
other programs and projects which benefit
the public, the members of the Section and
the Bar. I wish to thank all who have par-
ticipated in the Young Lawyers Section.
Individual voluntarism has made the Sec-
tion successful.

This year the Section faces the possibility
that all funding from the Bar will be elimi-
nated. In early August of this year every
member of the Bar received a copy of the
Utah Supreme Court’s Minute Entry, dated
August 10, 1990, which discussed the fi-
nancial dilemma of the Bar and addressed
the Bar’s petition for a dues increase. The
Court authorized the dues increase and
identified other steps to be taken by the Bar
to begin to deal with its fiscal problems. The
Court ordered that all Bar programs that are
not self-supporting will be discontinued un-
less specifically authorized by the Court.
Continued funding of the Young Lawyers

Section is threatened by the Court’s order
because the Section collects no dues from its
members and is not otherwise self-
supporting.

Although the Section has been successful
on a shoestring budget, only a few of the
Section’s programs could continue without
the financial support of the Bar. The Section
now must demonstrate its worth to the Su-
preme Court to receive any funding at all.
The voluntarism of the members of the
Section will again be the most important
ingredient in demonstrating to the Court that
the Section should receive continued fund-
ing.

Without discounting the importance of
the Bar’s other functions, its most important
objectives are to provide pro bono legal
services to the public and to educate the
public about its legal rights and respon-
sibilities. The Young Lawyers Section is the
arm of the Bar that is most visible and active
in achieving these objectives. For that
reason alone the Young Lawyers Section
deserves continued funding.

Last year members of the Section devoted
thousands of hours to volunteer time to
educate the public about the law and the
legal system. The Section’s projects ben-
efited hundreds of persons and were specif-
ically designed to benefit target groups,
including the elderly, the homeless and in-
digent, school children and victims of child
abuse. Because of the voluntarism of the
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Section members, the Section’s projects
have been successful. Because of the mem-
bers’ voluntarism and the Section’s success,
the Bar’s most laudable objectives are
achieved at a very low cost relative to the
Bar’s total budget. The public benefit pro-
vided by the Section is too important to lose
because of a lack of funding.

I am honored this year to have the oppor-
tunity to serve as treasurer of the Young
Lawyers Section of the Utah State Bar. I
look forward to working with the many
dedicated young lawyers throughout Utah. I
encourage each young lawyer in the state to
become involved with the projects of the
Section. The objectives and goals of the
Section are only realized by individual vol-
unteer efforts, and the Section needs every-
one’s support and help now, more than ever
before. I also encourage each young lawyer

_in the state to join with the Young Lawyers
Section to petition the Supreme Court to
allow the Bar to continue its financial sup-
port of the Section.

The Young Lawyers Section
Has Legal Briefs

The Young Lawyers Section of the Utah
State Bar is participating in the Legal Briefs
program on KSL Radio. Legal Briefs is a
live radio program that discusses various
legal matters that affect the public. Legal
Briefs begins with a discussion between
attorneys and other participants, following
which the public is able to call and ask
questions. The program airs approximately
every other Monday at 11:00 a.m. until
12:00 p.m. and has already discussed a
variety of topics, including the Huntsman
kidnapping, life after prison and the safety
of pension and retirement plans.in a bank-
ruptcy.

The following is a list of programs sched-
uled to air on KSL:

Date:  September 24

Topic: Prayer in Schools

Date:  October 15

Topic: Criminal Appeal Process

Date:  October 29

Topic: When You Can Be Fired

Date:  November 12

Topic:  White Collar Crime

Date:  November 26

Topic: Spouse Abuse, What Are Your
Legal Remedies and Rights

Date:  December 3

Topic: How the Juvenile System Works

The Law Firm of
CHRISTENSEN, JENSEN & POWELL, P.C.

is pleased to announce that

ROBERT K. HILDER

and

GAINER M. WALDBILLIG

have become shareholders and directors of the Firm

and

RUSSELL G. WORKMAN

and

STEPHEN R. HADFIELD

have joined the firm as associates

510 Clark Leaming Building
175 South West Temple
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Pro Bono Committee
AIDS Project

The Pro Bono Committee of the Young
Lawyers Section is soliciting attorneys to
enlist to work on AIDS-related legal issues |
such as living wills, wills, employment mat-
ters, wrongful discharge and discrimi-
nation. The list of names will be turned over
to the Utah AIDS Foundation.

If you are interested in being a volunteer
attorney in this area, please contact the Pro
Bono Committee members: Betsy Ross at
532-7840, Kristin Brewer at 532-1036 or
Scott Monson at 534-1576.

Pro Bono
Committees Second
Annual Miniature

Golf-a-Thon

The date of the fund-raiser for Utah Legal
Services, the Second Annual Miniature
Golf-a-Thon, will be Wednesday, February
20, 1991, at the 49th Street Galleria. More
information will be published in coming
months.
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UTAH BAR FOUNDATION

Utah Bar Foundation
Elects New Officers

Richard C. Cahoon, Hon. Norman H.
Jackson and Ellen M. Maycock are the
newly elected officers of the Bar Foun-
dation. Mr. Cahoon was elected President,
Judge Jackson Vice President and Ms.
Maycock was elected Secretary/Treasurer.

This marks Cahoon'’s fourth consecutive
re-election to the Foundation’s seven-
member Board of Trustees, and continues a
10-year history of his presidency. As a tax
and estate planning specialist, Cahoon is an
alumnus of the University of Utah Law
School. He earned his LL.M. (in taxation)
from New York University in 1966, and was
admitted to the Utah Bar in 1965. He has
served as law clerk to the Chief Justice of the
Utah Supreme Court and as a city coun-
cilman in Centerville.

Hon. Norman H. Jackson was also
re-elected to his fourth consecutive term
as a trustee of the Utah Bar Foundation and
has been elected to continue his reign as
vice president. Judge Jackson is one of the
founding judges of the Utah Court of Ap-
peals and is a member of the Board of
Appellate Judges. Judge Jackson is
president-elect of the American Inns of
Court and has previously served on the Utah
State Bar Commission and the Utah Legal
Services Board of Directors.

Ellen Maycock begins her first term as
secretary/treasurer. Ms. Maycock was first
elected as trustee for the Foundation in
1987. Ms. Maycock is a partner at the Salt
Lake firm of Kruse, Landa & Maycock. She
graduated from the University of Utah Law
School in 1975 as member of the Order of
the Coif. Ms. Maycock also served as
editor-in-chief of the Utah Law Review
from 1974-1975.

Ellen Maycock, Secretary/Treasurer

Foundation Says Goodbye to
H. Michael Keller and Welcomes James B. Lee

H. ichae] e]]er

After a very successful term as a trustee
and secretary/treasurer of the Foundation,
H. Michael Keller has stepped down as a
trustee of the Utah Bar Foundation. During
the past nine years of service to the Foun-
dations, Mr. Keeler has been active in the
introduction of the Interest On Lawyers
Trust Account Program (IOLTA) coming to
the fruition in Utah. Mr. Keller has also
been an invaluable contact to many grant
applicants. The Foundation thanks Mike
Keller for his loyal and dedicated service to
the Foundation.

James B. Lee o

The Foundation would also like to wel-
come James B. Lee as its newest trustee.
Mr. Lee is a partner and President of the law
firm of Parsons, Behle & Latimer and a
graduate of the United States Military
Academy at West Point and George Wash-
ington Law School. Mr. Lee is active in
many community and Bar activities and is a
Master of the Bench of the Sutherland
American Inn of Court. Mr. Lee has already
become a very active member of the Board
of Trustees. Welcome.

Judge Norman H. Jackson, Vice President

Foundation Searches for
New Executive Director

The Utah Bar Foundation has begun its
search for a new executive director. The
Foundation first opened an official office in
October 1988 and has been operating under
the direction of Kay Krivanec. Ms. Kri-
vanec will be leaving the Foundation at the
end of December to join the firm of Jones,
Waldo, Holbrook and McDonough.

The Foundation welcomes all interested
persons to contact Ms. Krivanec at the
Foundation’s office at the Law and Justice
Center where detailed information and
interviews can be arranged.
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ou Be The ]uclge!

Wlen you weigh the evidence — location, image, parking
and rates — the verdict is clear. The 257 Tower is the ideal office complex for |
Salt Lake law firms.

Not only does your firm benefit from the prestige of the 257
Tower, you are strategically located close to federal and state courts. If you're

thinking about moving your law firm, now is the time.

322-2000

G

2 -5 - 7 CONSOLIDATED REALTY GROUP

E R  COMMERCIAL BROKERAGE SERVICES

[

H\

Z=——\| GREG GUNN
—

5=

s . |

November 1990 . . . 29 ‘
|




CLE CALENDAR

THE HEAD INJURY CASE

The Utah Head Injury Association, in conjunction
with the Utah State Bar, is pleased to announce the
second annual seminar entitled “The Head Injury
Case.” This is a two-day course designed to increase
the knowledge and competency of attorneys who liti-
gate brain injury cases. The program is structured to
provide significant help for the “novice,” who may
have only had one case, as well as more experienced
counsel who have litigated many cases. The conference
faculty includes some of the nation’s foremost medical
experts and many other local physicians and psycholo-
gists with considerable expertise in brain injury cases.
Attorneys on the faculty include well-known plaintiff
and defense attorneys from Massachusetts, Colorado
and Utah.

CLE Credit: 16 hours

Date: November I and 2, 1990
Place: Little America Hotel, Salt Lake
Fee: $345

Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

16TH ANNUAL TAX SYMPOSIUM

In the ever-changing avenue of taxation, you need to
stay informed of all events which impact you and your
clients. Be aware of the most current and effective tax
applications and solutions available to you from ex-
perts in the field. This seminar, presented by the
UACPA and the Tax Section of the Utah State Bar,
provides the latest information on tax law changes with
technical updates and practical information for tax
planners and preparers. Please note that no regis-
trations will be accepted at the door.

CLE Credit: 16 hours

Date: November 1 and 2, 1990

Place: Salt Lake Hilton

Fee: $220

Time: 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. each day

RULE-BASED DOCUMENT
PREPARATION IN THE LAW OFFICE

A live via satellite program. Document assembly
systems incorporate several technologies: expert sys-
tems, database retrieval, hypertext, word processing
and decision analysis. Properly implemented. docu-
ment assembly software can help lawyers attract cli-
ents, bond existing clients to the firm, and allow you to
focus on the intellectual challenges of law practice. The
program will give you: live demonstrations and cri-
tiques of leading document assembly packages, sophis-
ticated advice on where and how these programs should
be introduced to law firms and departments, and insight
into the long-term implications of this important class
of substantive legal software.

CLE Credit: 6.5 hours

Date: November 6, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $165 (plus $9.75 MCLE fee)
Time: 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.

ETHICS AND
PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

This program will cover the following topics: Busi-
ness Relationships with Clients; Soliciting Business—
The Theory and the Reality; Conflicts of Inter-
est—New, Possible, Current and Former Clients;
Waivers of Conflict; and Disqualification. The pro-
gram is of a general nature and should appeal to all
practitioners. This is an excellent opportunity to meet
your entire three hours of ethics credit.

CLE Credit: 3 hours—ETHICS

Date: November 7, 1990

Place: Moot Court Room, U of U College of
Law

Fee: $45

Time: 5:30 to 9:00 p.m.

COMPLYING WITH THE
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT

A live via satellite seminar. This program will exam-
ine which employers are covered, and how and on what
grounds exemptions and exceptions will be permitted,
while concentrating on the actions employers must take
to be in compliance with the ADA in the hiring of new
employees and the “accommodation” of persons
already employed. This program will be of interest to
attorneys, in-house counsel, human resource per-
sonnel, corporate planners and all those who advise
employers in their hiring, employment, benefits and
workplace practices.

CLE Credit: 4 hours

Date: November 8, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $150 (plus $6 MCLE fee)
Time: 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.

TEAMWORK: LITIGATION,
LAWYERS AND LEGAL ASSISTANTS

This seminar, co-sponsored with the Legal As-
sistants Association of Utah, focuses on the newest
techniques for managing an effective litigation. The
program takes an in-depth look at trial practice and the
relationship and function of the attorney/legal assistant
team. The seminar will be geared toward individuals
already familiar with the litigation process and will
provide practical information on cost effectiveness,
efficiency and the duties which can be assigned,
legally, logically and ethically to legal assistants.

CLE Credit: 4 hours—ETHICS

Date: November 9, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $80

Time: 8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

NEGOTIATING MAJOR
COMMERCIAL LEASES IN A
DIFFICULT REAL ESTATE MARKET

A live via satellite program. This seminar is de-
signed for the active real estate practitioner who en-
gages in lease negotiations and is interested in seeing
how a major transaction is negotiated by a panel of
experts. Although the lease to be negotiated covers
office space, the program will include many topics that
are of concern on other types of leases as well, such as
retail and commercial. Among the matters to be dis-
cusses in this program are: rents and escalations; land-
lord’s services; options to renew and take additional
space; construction of tenant’s space; assignment and
subletting; subordination and non-disturbance; par-
ticular concerns of a headquarters tenant; lease take-
overs; and dealing with highly leveraged tenants and
hard-pressed landlords.

CLE Credit: 4 hours

Date: November 15, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $140 (plus $6 MCLE fee)
Time: 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS OF
REAL ESTATE TRANSACTIONS

A live via satellite program. Environmental law is
the growth industry for the 1990s where new regu-
lations have led to new liabilities. This seminar will
teach you: The latest legislative and judicial develop-
ments. Sources of professional liability. How to favor-
ably resolve the environmental issues unique to each
party to the transaction. How to minimize your client’s
risk of liability through smart drafting. What to advise
your client about environmental assessments and
audits. And how to enhance your practice through
increased awareness of environmental issues. If you

represent buyers or sellers of real estate, lenders or
lessees, transporters, brokers or exchange accommo-
dators, this seminar could be critical to your practice.

CLE Credit: 6.5 hours

Date: November 27, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $175 (plus $9.75 MCLE fee)
Time: §:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.

ESTATE PLANNING IN LATE 1990

A live via satellite seminar. This program will ex-
plain and comment on any new legislation enacted to
replace §2036(c), including a discussion of effective
dates. It is intended that such legislation will be the
centerpiece of the program. If no enactment has taken
place, however, the program will deal with the orig-
inally (and currently effective) enacted legislation,
Revenue Notice 89-99 relating to that legislation, and
the various proposed replacements for §2036(c), fo-
cusing on the most likely replacement. Guidance will
be provided on how to plan in light of the uncertain
state of the law.

CLE Credit: 4 hours

Date: November 29, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $140 (plus $6 MCLE fee)
Time: 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.

ADVANCED EVIDENCE TECHNIQUES

A live via satellite program. This seminar is being
presented by the Association of Trial Lawyers of
America, National College of Advocacy.

Use of demonstrative evidence in the courtroom has
changed dramatically in recent years. It has become an
increasingly effective tool for the trial lawyer, limited
only by one’s imagination, creativity and basic rules
for admissibility of evidence. This program will pro-
vide a comprehensive look at the state-of-the-art tech-
nology available to produce effective demonstrative
evidence as well as methods for planning and using it.
CLE Credit: 6.5 hours

Date: December 4, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $165 (plus $9.75 MCLE fee)
Time: 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.

DEPOSITION, PROCEDURE,
TECHNIQUE AND STRATEGY
A live via satellite program. The key to successful

depositions lies in proper preparation by the attorney
and of the deponent. Proper questioning technique for
both lay and expert witnesses are essential components
explored in the program. The deposition function is
clarified through a unique storytelling framework
which provides an important and rarely considered
approach to discovery and trial preparation. This pro-
gram teaches NOT only through lecture, but through
simulations of a witness preparation and a deposition.
A professional actor serves as the deponent, which
provides a realistic setting for the viewers to see en-
acted the concepts discussed by the expert faculty.
CLE Credit: 6.5 hours

Date: December 5, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $165 (plus $9.75 MCLE fee)
Time: 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.
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BANKRUPTCY SEMINAR

CLE Credit: 2 hours

Date: December 6, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Fee: $30 (includes lunch)

Time: 12:00 to 2:00 p.m.

TAKING CONTROL AND

TURNING AROUND CHAPTER 11 COMPANIES

A live via satellite program. This seminar is de-
signed for corporate, litigation and bankruptcy lawyers
and for bankers, accountants, investment bankers and
workout and turnaround specialists who are involved in
Chapter 11 business cases of all sizes. This carefully
structured program will provide the current state of the
law in the hot areas of Chapter 11 and emerging trends
in practice and procedure. The expert panelists will
provide practice points and strategy for the persons
representing the many parties in interest in a Chapter 11
case.
CLE Credit: 6.5 hours

Date: December 11, 1990

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center
Pee: $165 (plus $9.75 MCLE fee)
Time: 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.

THE S&L CRISIS—
HOW LAWYERS CAN HELP

CLE Credit: 6.5 hours

Date: January 22, 1991

Place: Utah Law and Justice Center

Fee: $165 (plus $9.75 MCLE fee)
- Time: 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.

BASIC ESTATE AND GIFT TAXATION

This program is the annual presentation prepared by
ALI-ABA. Park City was chosen as this year’s site and
the Utah State Bar will be co-sponsoring this seminar.
Further details on this program will be published as
they are available.
Date: February 13-15, 1991 ‘
Place: Park City, Olympia Hotel

CORPORATE MERGERS AND ACQUISITIONS
This is another ALI-ABA annual program. It was

held in Park City last year and was such a success that it

is being held here again in *91. Again, further details on

this program will be published as they are available.

Date: March 14 and 15, 1991

Place: Park City, Olympia Hotel

November 1990

SECTIONS’ CLE LUNCHEONS

Listed below are luncheons put on by Bar Sections which will qualify for CLE credit. Not
all sections plan their meetings far enough in advance to make this calendar, so watch for
section mailings on those and other programs. Typically these meetings qualify for ONE
HOUR of CLE credit and attendance is for cost of lunch only (lunch need not be purchased).
To register for these luncheons CLEs, call the Utah State Bar Reservations desk at 531-9095
at least one week prior to the date of the program. Dates and topics listed are subject to
change.

DATE TITLE CREDIT
BANKING AND FINANCE SECTION
Nov. 15 1991 Utah Legislative Session—Preparation 1 hour
Jan. 1 FDIC, RTC and OTS after FIRREA 2 hours
Feb. 21 Sex, Fraud and Data Processing Tapes 1 hour
EDUCATION LAW SECTION
Dec. 7 Review of Pending Legislation Affecting Education I hour
Feb. 8 The Americans With Disabilities Act 1 hour
FAMILY LAW SECTION
UPCOMING TOPICS: 1 hour
0O.R.S.—Rules and Procedures 1 hour
Health Insurance-——COBRA 1 hour
Custody Valuations—Confidentiality and Privilege 1 hour
Rule 4-501—*The Domestic Stepchild” 1 hour

Ethical Considerations
PATENT, TRADEMARK AND COPYRIGHT SECTION

Nov. Ethical Issues in Patent, Etc., Work 1 hour
REAL PROPERTY SECTION
Nov. Real Estate Closings 1 hour
Dec. Personal Computer Applications in Real Estate Transactions 1 hour
TAX SECTION
Nov. 28 Business Valuation Techniques 1 hour
Jan. 30 Divorce Taxation 1 hour
Feb. 27 Creative Charitable Gifting Strategies 1 hour
March 27 How to Succeed in Dealing With the IRS 1 hour
April 24 Utah Legislative Update 1 hour
May 29 Utah State Tax Issues 1 hour

CLE REGISTRATION FORM

TITLE OF PROGRAM FEE
1.
2.
Make all checks payable to the Utah State Bar/CLE.
Total Due
Name Phone
Address City, State & ZIP
Bar Number American Express Exp. Date
MasterCard/VISA
Signature

Please send in your registration with payment to: Utah State Bar, CLE, 645 S. 200 E.,
Salt Lake City, UT 84111.

The Bar and the Continuing Legal Education Department are working with Sections to
provide a full complement of live seminars in 1990 and "91. Watch for future mailings.

Registration and Cancellation Policies: Please register in advance. Those who register at
the door are welcome but cannot always be guaranteed entrance or materials on the seminar
day. If you cannot attend a seminar for which you have registered, please contact the Bar as
far in advance as possible. No refunds will be made for live programs unless notification of

" cancellation is received at least 48 hours in advance.
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OFFICE SPACE AVAILABLE

New and tastefully finished office space
available, away from the downtown con-
gestion. 900 E. 7200 S. location. Con-
venient parking immediately adjacent to
building for both you and your clients. Must
see to appreciate. For more information,
please call (801) 272-1013.

SERVICES AVAILABLE

WRITTEN ADVOCACY, LEGAL RE-
SEARCH. Briefs, pleadings, memoranda
and discovery prepared and research per-
formed on an independent contract basis by
attorney licensed in Utah and Colorado.
Two and a half years of general litigation
experience, both civil and criminal, excel-
lent legal writing and research skills and top
third of law school class. Documentation
dictated or prepared in final form on Word-
Perfect 5.0 or 5.1 for transfer to your PC
system without secretarial assistance. Call
Karl at (801) 467-3125.

CLASSIFIED ADS

POSITION AVAILABLE

The firm of Cohne, Rappaport & Segal,
P.C. is seeking three attorneys in the fol-
lowing areas of practice: (1) A family law
practitioner with at least eight years of expe-
rience; (2) an established business (trans-
actional) attorney with at least five years of
experience; and (3) a litigator with three to
six years of experience in commercial and/
or real estate litigation and a strong aca-
demic record. Send resumes to: Recruiting
Committee, Cohne, Rappaport & Segal,
P.C., 525 E. 100 S., Suite 500, P.O. Box
11008, Salt Lake City, UT 84147-0008.

SPECIAL NOTICE

APPLICANTS FOR CRIMINAL CON-
FLICT OF INTEREST CONTRACT. The
Salt Lake Legal Defender Association is
currently accepting applications for three
conflict of interest contracts to be awarded
for the fiscal year 1991. To qualify, each
application must consist of two or more
individuals. Should you and your associate
have extensive experience in criminal law
and wish to submit an application, please
contact F. JOHN HILL, Director of Salt
Lake Legal Defender Association, (801)
532-5444.

For information concerning classified
advertising, contact Kelli Suitter at (801)
531-9077.

National Academy of
Elder Law Attorneys

ELDER
LAW

A Legal Practice
Coming of Age

For Information, Contact:
NAELA
655 N. Alvernon, Suite 108
Tucson, AZ 85711
(602) 881-4005

oo
patalrace
- i{gr"’}. -

Your Information Source

Investigations

Missing Persons » Asset Search » Background Checks
Process Service « Surveillance « Trial Preparation
Research ¢ and much more...

Scott L, Heinecke
Private Investigator
Office (801) 261-8886 Mailing Address
FAX (801) 261-8858 P.O.Box 57123
Nationwide 1-800-748-5335 SLC, UT 84157

Support America’s
colleges. Because college
is more than a place
where young people are
preparing for their fu-
ture. It’s where America
is preparing for its future.

Giveto
the college of
your choice.
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The Law Firm

of
KIRTON, McCONKIE & POELMAN

is pleased to announce that

MARC N. MASCARO
former general counsel for Cardon Oil

VON G. KEETCH
former Law Clerk to Chief Justice
Warren E. Burger and Associate
Justice Antonin Scalia
United States Supreme Court
‘Washington, D.C.

JAMES E. ELLSWORTH
former Law Clerk for the U.S. Claims Court
Washington, D.C.

and
DANIEL V. GOODSELL

have become associated with the firm

* ¥ %

THE FIRM HAS RELOCATED TO

1800 Eagle Gate Tower
60 East South Temple
Salt Lake City, UT 84111-1004
(801) 328-3600
Fax (801) 321-4893

Oct. 2, 1990

KIRTON, McCONKIE & POELMAN

Wilford W. Kirton, Jr.
Oscar W. McConkie
B. Lioyd Poelman
Richard R. Boyle
Raymond W. Gee
Allen M. Swan
Graham Dodd
Anthony 1. Bentley, Jr.
J. Douglas Mitchell
Richard R. Neslen
Myron L. Sorensen
Raeburn G. Kennard
Jerry W. Dearinger
Bruce Findlay

Charles W. Dahlquist, 1T
M. Karlynn Hinman
Robert P. Lunt
Brinton R. Burbidge
Gregory S Bell

Lee Ford Hunter
Larry R. White
William H. Wingo
David M. McConkie

Read R. Hellewell
Rolf H. Berger
Oscar W. McConkie, III
Marc N. Mascaro
Lorin C. Barker
David M. Wahlquist
James J. Cassity
Robert S. Prince
Wallace O. Felsted
Merrill F. Nelson
David B. Erickson
Fred D. Essig
Samuel D. McVey
Blake T. Ostler
Daniel T. Ditto
Sherene T. Dillon
Daniel Bay Gibbons
Von G. Keetch
Stuart F. Weed
Thomas D. Walk
James E. Ellsworth
Daniel V. Goodsell

November 1990
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UTAH STATE BAR 1990-1991
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Randy L. Dryer

Commissioner

i 3 A
Hon. Pamela T, Greenwood
President

James Z. Davis
President-Elect

1020 First Security Bank Building 230 South 500 East #400 185 South State #800
Ogden, Utah 84401 Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 Salt Lake City, Utah 84111
621-0713 » FAX 392-6068 533-6800 ¢ FAX 533-4356 532-1234 » FAX 539-1346

BAR COMMISSIONERS

J. Michael Hansen

H. James Clegg Dennis V. Haslam Jackson B. Howard Gayle F. McKeachnie

10 Exchange Place, 11th Floor 175 South West Temple, Suite 700 175 West 200 South, Suite 4000 120 East 300 North 363 East Main Street
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3229159 » FAX 363-0400 532-7300 « FAX 532-7355 322-2222 * 532-3706 373-6345 « FAX 377-4991 789-4908 » FAX 789-4918

@

f R. Thorne

1 A

Hans Q. Chamberlain* H. Reese Hansén

James E. Morton Paul T. Moxley Jef

1245 East Brickyard Road, Suite 600 170 South Main Street, Suite 400 98 North Main Street Immediate Past President Dean, College of Law
Salt Lake City, Utah 84106 Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 Brigham City, Utah 84302 250 South Main Street Brigham Young University
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Norman S. Johnson*

Reed L. Martineau® Lee Teitelbaum* Richard A. Van Wagoner*
ABA Delegate State Bar Delegate to ABA Dean, College of Law President, Young Lawyers Section
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ADVERTISING
Ralph J. Marsh, Chair
John W. Call
J. Craig Carman
Denton M. Hatch
Thomas A. Jones
H. Ralph Klemm
Maxwell A. Miller
Phillip C. Story
Sue Vogel
Michael N. Zundel

ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE
RESOLUTION
Bruce G. Cohne, Chair
Robert F. Babcock
Wallace R. Bennett
Nelda M. Bishop
Wallace C. Burt
Craig C. Coburn
Glen A. Cook
Robin L. Crouch
Antje F. Curry
Kimberly L. Curtis
William F. Downes, Jr.
Barry G. Gomberg
J. Lade Heaton
R. Dennis Ickes
Marcella L. Keck
Robert C. Keller
Sandra N. Peuler-
Thomas F. Rogan
Sidney M.B. Sandberg
Michael L. Schwab
George H. Speciale
Stephen A. Trost

BAR EXAMINER REVIEW
Hon. David K. Winder, Chair
Kevin E. Anderson
Craig S. Cook
Weston L. Harris
Patricia M. Leith
David E. Leta
John D. Parken
Wayne G. Petty
Brooke C. Wells
Francis M. Wikstrom
Elliott J. Williams

BAR EXAMINERS
Janet H. Smith, Chair
J. Randall Call
John Chindiund
Bruce G. Cohne, Chair
George H. Speciale
John B. Maycock
Michael F. Olmstead, Chair
Matthew F. Hilton
Royal I. Hansen
David Lloyd, Chair
Lee Dever
Derek Langton
Randy K. Johnson, Chair
Robert H. Rees
L. Mark Ferre
Roger G. Segal, Chair
Loren E. Weiss
Duane H. Gillman

November 1990

10-91

10-91

10-91

10-92

10-92

STANDING COMMITTEES

Hon. Lynn W. Davis, Chair ~ 10-92
R. Clayton Huntsman
Craig D. Storey

Gary E. Atkin, Chair
James L. Shumate

Robert H. Wilde

Curtis C. Nessett, Chair
W. Kevin Jackson

Clark R. Ward

Milo S. Marsden, Chair
Spencer E. Autsin
Gregory G. Skordas

Paul H. Liapis, Chair
Thomas N. Arnett, Jr.
Mary C. Corporon

Kendall O. Perkins, Chair
William A. Stegall, Jr.
Ronald E. Nehring

Guy R. Burningham, Chair
Warren H. Peterson

David A. Thomas

Paul M. Halliday, Sr., Chair
Dale R. Kent

David L. Bird

Charles W. Dahlquist, Chair
John K. Rice

Charles H. Thronson
Douglas M. Monson, Chair
James E. Dester

Jeffery W. Shields

Ray E. Gammon, Chair
Robert L. Moody

Carolyn B. McHugh

Ralph L. Jerman, Chair
Ralph H. Miller

Charles M. Bennett

10-91

10-92

10-91

10-90

10-91

10-92

10-89

10-91

10-91

10-91

10-91

BAR JOURNAL
Calvin E. Thorpe, Chair
Glen A. Cook
David B. Erickson
Patrick S. Hendrickson
M. Karlynn Hinman
William D. Holyoak
Hon. Michael L. Hutchings
Victoria K. Kidman
Carol B. Lear
Reid E. Lewis
Leland S. McCullough, Jr.
Margaret R. Nelson
Clark R. Nielsen
John T. Nielsen
Glen W, Roberts
Randall L. Romrell
J. Craig Smith
Denver C. Snuffer
E. Kent Sundberg
Karen S. Thompson
Lisa J. Watts
Hon. Homer F. Wilkinson

CHARACTER AND FITNESS
Thomas T. Billings, Chair
Timothy C. Allen
J. Scott Buehler
Robert S. Howell
Linda S. Lepreau
Calvin Nelson
Curtis C. Nessett

Jeffrey R. Oritt
Donald E. Schwinn
Gretta C. Spendlove

CLIENT SECURITY FUND

David R. Hamilton, Chair 7-93
Samuel Alba 7-92
Bruce E. Humberstone 7-93
Kathleen S. Jeffery 7-92
Miles P. Jensen 7-93
Walker Kennedy, llI 7-93
John T. Kesler 7-93
Michael R. Labrum 7-93
Hon. Richard H. Moffat 7-91

CONTINUING LEGAL EDUCATION
Denise A. Dragoo, Co-Chair
Jean P. Hendrickson, Co-Chair
Rex C. Bush
Jerrald D. Conder
T. Richard Davis
Janet A. Goldstein
A.O. Headman, Jr.

Hon. Richard C. Howe
Philip R. Hughes
David D. Loreman
Ralph R. Mabey
Steven R. McMaster
Isaac B. Morley
Richard K. Nebeker
Denver C. Snuffer
David A. Thomas

A. Robert Thorup
Stephen M. Tumblin

COURTS & JUDGES
John S. Adams, Chair
William B. Bohling
J. Thomas Bowen
Harry Caston
Antje F. Curry
Philip W. Dyer
Valden P. Livingston
Brent P. Lorimer
Michael D. Lyon
J. Garry McAllister
Carolyn B. McHugh
James D. Mickelson
Jo Carol Nesset-Sale
Hon. Gregory K. Orme
Hon. Robin W. Reese
Jaryl L. Rencher
Paul D. Veasy
Donald J. Winder

DELIVERY OF LEGAL SERVICES
Brian J. Namba, Chair

DISCIPLINARY HEARING PANEL

Helen E. Christian

*Mary Condie
Paul M. Durham
Robert A. Echard
Raymond J. Etcheverry
Richard P. Makoff

*Father Jerald H. Merrill
Barbara K. Polich
Robert J. Stansfield
Robert R. Wallace
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*Sandra Wilkins
Kim R. Wilson
Joane P. White
J. MacArthur Wright

ETHICS ADVISORY OPINION
Leslie P. Francis, Chair
Gavin J. Anderson
Mark Bettilyon
Herschel P. Bullen
Patrick Casey
Patricia W. Christensen
Donald L. Dalton
Mark S. Gustavson
C. Richard Henriksen, Jr.
Michael W. Hémer
Allen Jensen
Miles P. Jensen
John S. Kirkham
Scott W, Loveless
Karen W. McCreary
John K. Morris
Michael P. O'Brien
Richard D. Parry
F. Robert Reeder
Gary G. Sackett
Rodney G. Snow
Reid Tateoka

ETHICS AND DISCIPLINE
Dale A. Kimball, Chair

Russell A. Fericks, Chair Panel A

Francis J. Carney

Terrie T. Mcintosh

Randall N. Skanchy
*Ted J. Speros

David Littlefield, Chair Panei B
William B. Bohling
*Stanley B. Bonham

Mary C. Corporon

Lee Dever

Virginia S. Smith, Chair Panel C

Michael D. Lyon

Ira Rubinfeld

Gregory G. Skordas
*Jan Tyler

Ellen M. Maycock, Chair Panel D

Jon J. Bunderson
Paul S. Felt
*Parry D. Sorenson
John B. Wilson

FEE ARBITRATION
J. Randall Call, Chair
*Rick Austin
*Byron Barkley
*Brad Barrett
Allan T. Brinkerhoff
Rob Dale
Hon. Scott Daniels
Gary E. Doctorman
*Kent Fredrickson
*Carolyn Grandstaff
Brad D. Hardy
Hon. Michael L. Hutchings
David K. Jones
Danny C. Kelly
*Michael S. Marks
Joyce Maughan
Thomas M. Melton
Langdon T. Owen
Stuart H. Schultz
*Robert Stayner

Ronald F. Sysak
*Jay Worthington
Hon. David S. Young

LAW RELATED EDUCATION AND

LAW DAY
Bryan A. Larson, Co-Chair
Kim M. Luhn, Co-Chair
P. Bruce Badger
Gerald M. Conder
Kimberly Curtis
Kathy D. Dryer
Hon. Regnal W. Garff, Jr.
Patricia Geary
*Dawn Hales
Kimberly K. Hornak
Carol Barlow Lear
Charles F. Lloyd, Jr.
*Norma Matheson
*Nancy N. Mathews
Steven T. McMaster
*Bonnie Miller
Patricia A. Ohlsen
Harold A. Ranquist
Scott W. Reed
Robert H. Rees
Gregory G. Skordas
E. Russell Vetter
Phyllis J. Vetter
G. Michael Westfall
Elizabeth S. Whitney
Lisa A. Yerkovich
Howard C. Young
Michael N. Zundel

LAWYER BENEFITS
Randon W. Wilson, Chair
Bruce E. Babcock
Michael W. Crippen
Thomas N. Crowther
John E. Gates
Julie V. Lund
James G. Swenson
David J. Winterton

LAWYER REFERRAL SERVICE

LAWYERS HELPING LAWYERS

J. Stephen Mikita, Chair
*Rita Borgs Baden

Carl R. Buckland
Herschel P. Bullen
Clark B. Fetzer

James W. Gilson

Bruce C. Lubeck
*Teresa McCormick
Hon. Kenneth Rigtrup
Kent B. Scott

Margaret F. Spratley
*Lynda Steele

LEGAL/MEDICAL
Wesley M. Baden, Chair
Julia C. Attwood
Penny S. Brooke
Joann E. Carnahan
Maureen L. Cleary
David B. Erickson
Barbara L. Maw
Karie L. Minaga-Miya
Carolyn Nichols
Caroline K. Skuzeski

Robert B. Sykes
Steven K. Walkenhorst
Elliott J. Williams
Norman J. Younker

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS
James B. Lee, Chair
Patrice M. Arent
James E. Becker
David R. Bird
Alan D. Boyack
Olga A. Bruno
Mark K. Buchi
Jerrald D. Conder
John Preston Creer
Glen R. Dawson
A.O. Headman, Jr.
James F. Housley
James D. Mickelson
Richard K. Nebeker
Ken R. Olson
Robert B. Sykes

*William C. Vickrey

NEEDS OF CHILDREN
Karen S. Thompson, Chair
Ralph W. Adams
Jan W. Arrington
Brent H. Bartholomew
Craig C. Coburn
Nicolaas DeJonge
Ronald L. Dunn
Daniel W. Hindert
Randall J. Holmgren
Linda Luinstra-Baldwin
Sharon P. McCully

*Rosalind McGee
Mary T. Noonan
Richard H. Schwermer
Mary Beth Walz
Louise S. York

NEEDS OF THE ELDERLY
Kendall R. Surfass, Chair
J. Ray Barrios, Jr.

Jerry Goodenough
Robert A. Goodman
Stephen Jennings
Anne Milne

Shauna O'Neil

Sidney M.B. Sandberg
Brent Scott

Toni Marie Sutliff
George Ventura

W. Paul Wharton

NEEDS OF WOMEN AND
MINORITIES

UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF

LAW :
Steve M. Kaufman, Chair
David J. Berceau
Kirk Cullimore
Greg J. Curtis
Wade A. Farraway
G. Scott Jensen
Robert M. McRae
Donald J. Purser
G. Steven Sullivan
Kevin P. Sullivan

ANNUAL MEETING
Stephen G. Crockett, Chair
Gary F. Bendinger
Denise A. Dragoo
Ellen M. Maycock
Hon. Michael R. Murphy
Gregory D. Phillips
Richard A. Van Wagoner
Clark Waddoups

MID-YEAR MEETING
David R. Hamilton, Chair
Alan D. Boyack
James M. Elegante
Russell J. Gallian
Julie V. Lund
Craig M. Peterson
Sheldon A. Smith
Jody L. Williams

PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY
INSURANCE
Carman E. Kipp, Chair
Ray R. Christensen
W. Eugene Hansen
Jackson B. Howard
Thomas L. Kay
Tom R. King
James B. Lee
Barbara K. Polich
Chris P. Wangsgard

*denotes public member
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ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
Mark C. Moench, Chair 584-7059
J. Steven Eklund, Chair-Elect

BANKING & FINANCE
Yan M. Ross, Chair 355-6900
Jeffrey M. Jones, Vice-Chair
Janet H. Smith, CLE Coordinator

BANKRUPTCY
Carolyn Montgomery, Chair 532-3333

BUSINESS LAW
Mark H. Egan, Chair 530-7385
Thomas E. Nelson, Chair-Elect
Gary R. Henrie, Secretary/Treasurer

CONSTRUCTION LAW
Robert F. Babcock, Chair 531-7000
Lynn B. Larsen, Vice Chair
Randy B. Birch, Secretary

CORPORATE COUNSEL
Jeffrey W. Shields, chair 532-7300
Michael E. Tobin, vice Chair
Colleen L. Bell, Secretary/Treasurer

CRIMINAL LAW
Jerry H. Mooney, Chair 364-5635
Hon. Ronald N. Boyce, Vice Chair
G. Fred Metos, Secretary

EDUCATION LAW
John E.S. Robson, Chair 531-8900
Dixie S. Huefner, vice Chair
Douglas F. Bates, Secretary
Barbara H. Ochoa, Treasurer

BOX ELDER BAR ASSOCIATION
Craig J. Simper, President
627 Medoland
P.O. Box 673
Brigham City, UT 84302  723-5019

CACHE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION
Herm Olsen, President
175 East 100 North
Logan, UT 84321 752-2610

CENTRAL UTAH BAR ASSOCIATION
Brent D. Young, President
48 North University Avenue
P.O. Box 672
Provo, UT 84603 375-3000

DAVIS COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION
Terry L. Cathcart, President
380 North 200 West, Suite 103
Bountiful, UT 84010 295-2391

November 1990

SECTION OFFICERS

1990-91

ENERGY, NATURAL RESOURCES &
ENVIRONMENTAL LAW
H. Michael Keller, Chair 532-3333
Jody L. Williams, vice Chair
David Tundermann, Secretary

FAMILY LAW
Thomas N. Arnett, Chair 363-4600

FRANCHISE
Craig J. Madson, chair 533-9800
D. Karl Mangum, Chair-Elect
Robert Thompson, Secretary/Treasurer

GOVERNMENT LAW
Stephen J. Sorenson, Chair 524-5682
Bryce H. Pettey, Vice-Chair
Richard S. Fox, Secretary/Treasurer

INTERNATIONAL LAW
James M. Elegante, Chair 532-1234
Joseph C. Rust, Vice Chair
W. Cole Durham, BYU Liason Officer

LABOR & EMPLOYMENT LAW
Kent W. Winterholler, chair 532-1234
Arthur F. Sandack, Vice-Chair
Erik Strindberg, Treasurer
W. Mark Gavre, Activities Chair

LITIGATION
Erik Strindberg, chair 524-1000
Joy L. Sanders, Chair-Elect
Debra J. Moore, Secretary

LOCAL BAR PRESIDENTS

1990-91

SALT LAKE COUNTY BAR
ASSOCIATION

Richard D. Burbidge, President

139 East South Temple, #2001

Salt Lake City, UT 84111  355-6677

SOUTHEASTERN UTAH BAR
ASSOCIATION
Keith H. Chiara, President
37 East Main Street
P.O. Box 995
Price, UT 84501 637-7011
SOUTHERN UTAH BAR ASSOCIATION
D. Michael Carter, President
Southern Utah State College
Administration Building, 3rd Floor
Cedar City, UT 84720 586-7738

MILITARY LAW
Robert H. Wilde, Chair 255-4774
Burton K. Brasher, Vice Chair
Kevan F. Smith, Secretary/Treasurer

PATENT, TRADEMARK &
COPYRIGHT
L. Craig Metcalf, Chair 537-1700
Lawrence B. Bond, Vice Chair

PROBATE & ESTATE PLANNING
Paul W. Hess, chair 532-7080
Steven J. Dixon, Chair-Elect
David J. Castleton, Secretary
Fred D. Essig, Program Chair

REAL PROPERTY
Jeffrey J. Jensen, Chair 467-4111
David F. Klomp, vice Chair
Gregory S. Bell, secretary
Victor A. Taylot, Treasurer

SECURITIES SECTION
Richard J. Lawrence, Chair 532-7300
Steven L. Taylor, Vice-Chair
Constance B. White, Secretary
P. Christian Anderson, Treasurer

TAX
McKay Marsden, Chair 521-5800
Randy M. Grimshaw, Chair-Elect
David D. Jeffs, Secretary/Treasurer
David K. Armstrong, Programs Chair

YOUNG LAWYERS SECTION
Richard A. Van Wagoner, President
521-9000
Charlotte Miller, President-Elect
Larry R. Laycock, Secretary
James C. Hyde, Treasurer

TOOELE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION
John K. West, President
47 South Main Street, #300
Tooele, UT 84074 882-5550

UINTAH COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION
Ray E. Nash, President
319 West 100 South
Vernal, UT 789-1301

WEBER COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION
William F. Daines, President
Office of the County Attorney
Municipal Building, 7th Floor

Ogden, UT 84401 399-8595
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Aggeler, Jill Matie ........ccoovvemiunennees 532-3555
3357 Crestwood Drive, Salt Lake City, UT
84109

Arntz, Eliston Breen .............. (702) 457-9099
2000 South Eastern, Las Vegas, NV 89104

Atkins, Michael James
5332 Cobble Creek Road #30L, Salt Lake
City, UT 84117

Azar-Farr, Simon M. .......c....c.......c. 581-3583
c/o Alina M. Cutler, 865 South 1900 East,
Salt Lake City, UT 85108

Babalis, Perri Ann .................. (509) 838-6131
1530 Downington Avenue, Salt Lake City,
UT 84105

Balmforth, Kathryn Esther.............. 224-1223
980 East Center Street, Orem, UT 84058

Bednar, Steven Craig
442 Sea Bisquit Drive, Dansville, KY 40422

Benard, Blaine Jay ..........c.coerceneenens 531-1555
175 South Main #1000, Salt Lake City, UT
84101

Bennett, Steven Welch..........c.cuuc... 521-5800
50 South Main #900, Salt Lake City, UT
84101

Bennett, William Bradford .............. 586-7762
215 South 700 West, Cedar City, UT 84720
Bennion, David McRae.............c....... 532-1234

185 South State #500, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Bentley, Shawn Marion .........c..cosusn. 373-6501
1506 Oakcliff Drive, Provo, UT 84604
Bliss, Kathryn .......ccccoveerevncnecennaces 237-1700

430 East 200 South, P.O. Box 469, Spanish
Fork, UT 84660

Booker, Robert LOUIS .....cooceeeeeracene 532-3333
1847 South 15th East, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Bornemeier, Walter Carl, Il ............. 298-4411
P.O. Box 652, Farmington, UT 84025
Brandenburg, David Andrew.......... 364-3219

440 East 3rd South #53, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Brantley, Steven Donald ................. 364-1818
180 South 300 West #350, Salt Lake City,
UT 84101

Brown, David William ..........cccccuvueun. 538-0700
816 West 1020 North, Provo, UT 84604
Bryant, David Faulkner .......cccccoeeu. 364-1046

534 South 800 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Bullock, Kelly Smith ..........ccooneennene 785-8932
10063 North Poplar CT., Cedar Hills, UT
84602

Calder, Wallace Jay .....cccccooeeereeernnse 534-0909

845 East 100 South #205, Salt Lake City,
UT 84102

Cannon, Mary AliGe .....ccveecrirerrennns 942-6814
2079 Debeers Drive, Sandy, UT 84093
Chandler, Calvin Mark ..........ccccoe..o. 393-2775

1640 Cahoon, Ogden, UT 84401

Chapman, Kerry Ray
P.O. Box 1852, Salt Lake City, UT 84110

Christensen, Paul Richard.............. 466-7584
1857 South 300 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84115

Clark, Shannon Williams ................ 359-0821
1076 South 800 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Clawson, Thomas W. ...................... 582-4940

1651 East 900 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

PASS LIST

1990-91

Corbin, Patrick F......cccccovirincecennene 863-6879
488 East 3450 North, North Ogden, UT
84414

Crawford, Katherine Beyer ............. 537-1648
443 West Capitol, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
Dame, Paul Eugene .........ccceaucannee 263-9498

1428 West Telegraph Hill #82J, Murray, UT
84123

Davenport, Eric Kay ......ccccveemreericnnes 582-3662
1300 South 2164 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Davis, Benjamin Toronto .......ccu.ee.. 328-3261
1383 Thorton Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Daynes, Richard Wilcox.....cccccueueu.. 278-4517
1761 1/2 East 4620 South, Salt Lake City,
UT 84117

Day, Daniel Saul .....c.cccccvecrinncivenans 484-4541
843 Downington Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Decker, Marian .......c.ccucceervemmeressnennens 538-1021
2625 Stringham Avenue #B207, Salt Lake
City, UT 84109

Demler, Shannon Ray ..................... 753-3391
231 South 100 West, Wellsville, UT

Dow, John Mack ......cceecveerecrvincane 882-3443
307 Caldwell Drive, Tooele, UT 84074

Eblen, Sharon Jean ........cc.ccccceveeneuns 364-7319
760 Kilbourne Court, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Eller, Janene Huff ..........ccccrenrecnnne 798-9011
667 North 700 East, Spanish Fork, UT
84660

Fay, John Farrell .......ccooceevveceecinacnne 649-9344
7778 North Buckboard Drive, Park City, UT
84060

Fife, Kevin Johnson .........cccercennnee 261-2135
2410 Evergreen Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84109

Fillmore, Kent L. .....corcmrvcceerrcnnn. 531-9240
777 2nd Avenue #2, Salt Lake City, UT
84103

Fisher, T. Langdon ....cccccecvvcrenracnne 561-0497
1155 East Promontory Way, #8303, Sandy,
UT 84094

Flake, Alan Ken, Jr. ....c.ccoveucrivennnens 532-1234
185 South State #700, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Franceschi, Marta Susan ................ 265-7402
1356 East Vintry Lane, Salt Lake City, UT
84121

Franklin, Angela Lynn ...........ccccu.... 264-1265
369 Woodlake Drive #9, Salt Lake City, UT
84107

Frazier, Charles Edward, Jr. ........... 533-8383
8257 South 1165 East, Sandy, UT 84093
Gandolfo-Brown, Jennifer .............. 328-1162

3127 South 1700 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84106

Gardner, Douglas J.
4791 Kings Row Drive #36, Salt Lake City,
UT 84124

Garney, Mark C. ......ccocuvicerrcnrinsuecans 583-6528
1238 University Village, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Gibb, James M. .......cccconmvevererrccrenine 582-7303
1802 Yale Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT 84108
Gollnick, Diane Kay ..........coocecrerseueee 484-3000

2301 Benchmark Circle, Salt Lake City, UT
84109

Goodsell, Daniel V............cccccuvcnnennee 521-2680
4800 South 1450 West, Salt Lake City, UT
84123

Goodwill, Kenton D. .........cccceceeeune 363-8228
3509 West 8280 South, West Jordan, UT
84084

Griffin, Geoffrey Paul .......ccccccvverueune 531-8900
215 South State Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Hadfield, Stephen Reed .................. 484-3000
1783 North Woodside Drive, Salt Lake City,
UT 84124

Hale, Barbara Ann Pryor ................. 544-9930
1133 North Main, Layton, UT 84041

Hammarsten, Catherine Marie C. ...355-1279
560 East South Temple, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Handy, Patricia Latulippe ......c..ce.u. 532-1900
3054 East 3215 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84109

Hansen, Brian Traveller .................. 521-5800
50 South Main #900, Salt Lake City, UT
84101

Hansen, James Hofman ........ (602) 833-8800
2461 East Harmony, Mesa, AZ 85204

Hanson, Matji......cocvcnmnimnsnsissesnns 484-1926
50 West Broadway #600, Salt Lake City, UT
84101

Harms, Clark Allen .......cccccveervrieneens 363-1234
388 East 300 North, Bountiful, UT 84010

Hart, Neal George
107 South 500 East, Kaysville, UT 84037

Hatch, Brent Orrin.......cccccouun.. (202) 456-7953
2127 Galloping Way, Vienna, VA 22181

Hensley, Teresa Louise
337 “K” Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84103

Hicken, Marva .......ccccooviecrricrrccenienens 363-8893
31 “M” Street #105, Salt Lake City, UT
85103

Holbrook, Douglas H. .......ccccooeeuues 355-6677
139 East South Temple #2001, Salt Lake
City, UT 85111

Holiday, Blaine Charles ......... (703) 803-7654
47238 Quietwoods Lane, Fairfax, VA 22033

Holt, John William ........ccccoecenreeeenans 595-0312
1257 East 200 South #2, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Hummel, John E. ........ccccrccveiennnes 581-3583
2694 South 1300 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84106

Hunt, Robert Keith ..........c.cccinirenns 621-3317
28 East Hillside, Apt. #1, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

lvie, Michelle Jean ..........cccuvvemeriennns 263-1112
4503 Parkview Drive, Salt Lake City, UT
84124

Jackson, Amy A. ....ccoeerennnnnnens 532-1200
423 “|" Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
James, Daniel D.........ccccocecierimrirnenne 534-0712

49 South 1200 East #5, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Jeffs, William Mark .......c.cccceeceevcnnne 373-8848
90 North 100 East, Provo, UT 84603
Jensen, K.C. 532-1234

1235 East Cottonwood Hills Drive, Sandy,
UT 84094

Johnson, Clayton Brad ......... (213) 629-3900
7173 Hayes Circle, Buena Park, CA 90620
Johnson, Gary Rhys .....c.cccccvvmeieenee 355-6677

139 East South Temple, Salt Lake City, UT
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Johnson, Wesley Dee ......c..ccecviennnes 350-5825
1302 University Village, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Jones, Gregory Stuart ........c..ecenee. 429-7910
580 North 100 East #2, Provo, UT 84606
Jones, Linda Q. .....ocoviiiiiciiieninens 377-2373
3006 Indian Hills Drive, Provo, UT 84604
Jones, Marti Lynne...........ccccvnuniieens 375-4019

542 East 2200 North, Provo, UT 84604
Jones, Nathan Webster.................... 532-3333

50 South Main #1600, Salt Lake City, UT
84144

Judge, Patricia A. ..., 621-1536
1436 Douglas Street, Ogden, UT 84404
Kelly, Christine Marie............ccnue.. 750-2458

Dept. of Forestry, Utah State University,
Logan, UT 84322

Killpack, David G. .........ccererciccanncas 531-1777
5207 South Clover Drive, Murray, UT 84123
Kingston, Paui Elden ...................... 466-3361

1300 South 1200 West, salt Lake City, UT
84104

King, Marlon “Dale” .......ccccccuceriienne 521-4145
445 Brandt CT. #20, Salt Lake City, UT
84107

Kirschner, Lisa Ann ........cccccenveene 532-1234
430 North Main, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
Kishner, Sharon Nell ....................... 359-4440
187 “N” Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
Kitchens, Elizabeth ......................... 532-1234
6922 South 855 East, Midvale, UT 84047
Kreeck, Deborah Dene ........ccooueueennn 487-1967

2207 Redondo Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Lambert, Reid W. ........ccecrrvvenrrernnnee 364-1100
265 East 100 South #300, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111 )

Lasker, Deanna Marie
292 Pin Oak Lane, Kaysville, UT 84037

Lindsay, John Bangerter ................ 225-3518
229 East 1100 South, Orem, UT 84058
Logan, Gary Trent .........cocceeeevvvecnens 479-1157

5113 South 300 East, Ogden, UT 84405

Longhurst, Jill 467-9245
1182 Laird Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Lott, Philip S. ..o (505) 889-4050
1001 Tramway NE #94, Albuquerque, NM
87112

Lund, James Judd ........c..cceerucun... 322-2222
2304 South Berkley Street, Salt Lake City,
UT 84109

Martinez, Charles E. ...........cccvuuue.. 966-5167
3916 Boothill Drive, West Valley, UT 84120

Matheny, Deanne Louise Gurr ....... 378-3059
1746 North 760 West, Orem, UT 84057

Matis, Gregory John..........ccoccvevrenee 532-8490
7850 South Promontory W. #A202, Sandy,
UT 84094

McCarrey, John Corwin .................. 538-1015
3598 West 1000 North, Layton, UT 84041
McHenry, Samuel Scott .................. 943-2495

2085 East Harvest Park #10, Salt Lake City,
UT 84121

McLaren, James Gerard ................. 538-1081
44 North 400 East, Provo, UT 84606
McPhie, James Affleck ......c.oecrunnee 272-4486

659 South 1200 East #7A, Salt Lake City,
UT 84102 -

Meads, Bradley W. .......ooceuene (714) 779-1848
5472 Clubview Drive, Yorba Linda, CA
92686

November 1990

Meister, Vincent Brian .......c.cuu...... 468-3423
2771 Beverly Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84106

Miller, Lorenzo Kay ......c..ccooeerrererees 377-2429
116 South 700 East #24, Provo, UT 84604
Milliner, John David .......cc.ceceevurnnee. 355-6900

1000 Kearns Building, 136 South Main, Salt
Lake City, UT 84101

Moody, Robert John.......c.cceecvmrnnene 373-2721
4685 Hiliside Drive, Provo, UT 84604
Moore, Robert John ..........ccoceemne.. 581-9185

1529 Preston Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Morriss, Julie Kathryn .................... 532-1922
130 South 800 East #3, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Morris, Mary Weiksnar .......... (918) 747-3372
2843 East 32nd Street, Tulsa, OK 74105
Moser, Laura .......cocceceveeeeerivcsecnenens 531-8900
P.O. Box 1352, Salt Lake City, UT 84110
Murphy, J. Kevin .....ccccceevniereeecmnncenns 596-1622
623 “G” Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
Nalder, Robin Kent ........ccooeemrenneee. 731-3355

1845 West 4500 South #131, Roy, UT
84067

Nelson, Brian Stanton
613 Abbott, Detroit, M| 48226

Nelson, Christian Webb .................. 531-1777
1015 East Beverly Way, Bountiful, UT
84010

Nelson, Mark Grant ..........ccceevvvenacen 298-2045
1210 Sunrise Place, Bountiful, UT 84010
Newmeyer, Karen S. .......cccouveererennees 377-4435

750 North 800 West, Provo, UT 84601
Nielsen, Blake Childs ..........c........... 377-8264

678 West 1850 North, Provo, UT 84604
Nielsen, Greg Ross ................ (602) 257-7317

3100 Valley Bank Center, Phoenix, AZ
85073

Norton, Virlene ........ccceeesieecrinencnns 565-9386
1075 South Union Avenue, Midvale, UT
84047

Parker, Matthew Virgil ........cc.cccu..... 225-3688
787 West 650 South, Orem, UT 84057

Park, Reed Boyd ........cccveeerrerieveneen. 224-1175
1551 South 100 East, Orem UT 84058

Peterson, Steven Trace ......... (202) 225-0453
10195 North 11600 West, Tremonton, UT
84337

Priskos, Lisa Nelwyn Davis ............ 532-7840
3055 Sequoia Drive, Salt Lake City, UT
84109

Quinlan, Paul C. .......cccccoeveene (307) 733-8300
P.O. Box 8943, Jackson, WY 83001
Ralphs, Stewart P. ........ccccocceeeeccnnes 583-5642

2555 East 1300 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Rammell, Mark Samuel........... (208) 356-7768
133 East Main, Rexburg, ID 83440
Read, Ronald Lee .........cccoceemeennnnn... 565-0368

1607 West 8740 South, West Jordan, UT
84088

Reece, Lewis Paul .......ccccoveeverrmnee. 628-3688
150 North 200 East, St. George, UT 84770
Rideout, Elmer William, Il .............. 534-5517

7991 south 3500 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84121

Ringwood, Howard Burt ................. 532-7080
344 Coatsville Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84115

Rischer, Lisa Marie ........occveercrrennae 485-4252
2625 Stringham Avenue B207, Salt Lake
City, UT 84109

Robbins, D’Anne AJ. ....cccccrenireeane 628-4138
477 Damascus Drive, St. George, UT 84770

Robbins, Paul J. .............cceeuue (408) 954-7304
477 Damascus Drive, St. George, UT 84770

Rooney, Terence Leo .........ccoeeuun.... 521-9000
2020 Nevada Street #4, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Rouch, Elien Audrey .......cccceccvreeaune 328-4454
2000 West Independence Blvd., Salt Lake
City, UT 84116

Rydalch, Lee R. .......ccccovceruunee (619) 699-2454
5387 Via Alcazar, San Diego, CA 92111

Schuster, Robert Parks ......... (307) 733-7290
P.O. Box 548, Jackson, WY 83001

Sessions, Dale William ........coccu.... 373-8612
665 North 600 West #5, Provo, UT 84601

Shea, Richard M. ........ccocveeeemenrene 649-4985
615 Matterhorn, Park City, UT 84060

Sloan, David Edward ..............c....... 532-3333

1681 Harrison Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Smith, Karen Lee Hillyard................ 373-8848
1291 North 300 West, Provo, UT 84604

Smith, Steven Bradley .................... 292-2405
1681 South 200 West, Bountiful, UT 84010

Smith, Von Roland ..............ccou...... 486-3282
2625 Stringham Avenue, B202, Salt Lake
City, UT 84109

Stephens, Deanna Lorraine............. 973-4106
1746 West 3870 South, Apt. B303, West
Valley City, UT 84119

Stirland, Thomas McKay ....... (602) 264-2261
1541 East Grove Avenue, Mesa, AZ 85204

Stoker, John Robert ........cccevvvereinen 378-3125
606 West 1720 North #233, Provo, UT
84604

Swallow, John Edward ................... 531-7870
4473 Abinadi Road, Salt Lake City, UT
84124

Swenson, Kevin D. .....coceevevermrennnes 521-6666
1993 South 300 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84115

Taylor, Thomas F. ........ccoveeecrirennne 521-9000
643 South Redwood Road #1307, Salt Lake
City, UT 84104

Thomas, David Vincent.................... 484-1544
728 East Nibley View CT., Salt Lake City,
UT 84106

Thomas, Elizabeth Ann.................... 739-4205
P.O. Box 488, Mexican Hat, UT 84531

Thompson, James Louis ................ 532-7700
410 East Center, Bountiful, UT 84010

Tingey, Douglas Choules ............... 532-3333
1617 Harrison Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Townsend, Bilinda K. .........ccccconenns 378-3884
26 East 1775 North, Orem, UT 84057
Trayner, Colleen Marie .......... (413) 586-5894

156 North Main, Florence, MA 01060
Trevino-Martinez, Denise Joy

287 4th Avenue #7, Salt Lake City, UT

84103

Tuckett, David Charles ................... 373-4223
161 East 500 South #9, Provo, UT 84606
Turner, Shawn Dennis .......cccvreeeenne. 521-4135

7362 South 145 East, Midvale, UT 84047

Vance, Connie 562-1459
140 West 9000 South #6, Sandy, UT 84107

Waddoups, Jon Evan ..........c..u...... 377-6480
832 West 2300 North, Provo, UT 84604
Walker, Timothy P. .........ccccovurrvenreene 625-5289

5283 South 1300 East, Ogden, UT 84403
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Wallentine, Kenneth Ray ................ 378-2560
2362 North 850 West, Provo, UT 84604

Warenski, Jane Margit .......cceoeceona. 265-5900
1435 Circle Way, Salt Lake City, UT 84103

Welch, Terry Eugene ..........ccuccenniane 532-7840
4247 South Highway 89 #7, Bountiful, UT
84010

Wiggins, Scoft L. wecovcnrennsiinninnnns 596-1544
686 East Capitol Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84103

Wightman, Charlotte .......ccccoovenncee 487-0197
2182 East Bendemere Circle, Salt Lake City,
UT 84109

Adams, Ralph W. ......ccceimiiinvniennnns 531-9110
645 South 200 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Adkins, Michael L. ......ccccoeviceniminnnns 486-5950
1435 Hudson Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84106

Affleck, Adam S. ......cccocmnerrimrianenns 521-5800
50 South Main Street #3900, Salt Lake City,
UT 84144

Aldous, Jeffrey N. ..cccvimrvenienseriannans 533-8383
136 South Main Street #500, Salt Lake City,
UT 84101

Allen, Lloyd E. 268-6448
883 Arnecia Court #20, Salt Lake City, UT
84106

Allen, Sandra K. .......ccooeiicininniniensnaes 531-8900

215 South State Street 12th Floor, Salt Lake
City, UT 84111

Allred, Steven F. .....ccccmicnnniccinnnnns 532-1900
60 East South Temple #1100, Salt Lake
City, UT 84111

Arbenz, Elisabeth C.........ccouccnininann 649-2973
3087 West Fawn Drive, Park City, UT 84060

Awerkamp, Edward S. ........cccevienaes 373-1315
1020 East Center Street #13, Provo, UT
84606

Baer, Mark W. .......coeccsiinniinnnne (603) 673-7742
43 Northeast Village Road, Concord, NH
03301

Bagley, Grant P. ......cccccvccnnemsersensases 538-1017
State Capitol Building #236, Salt Lake City,
UT 84114

Baldwin, Mariane .........cccccccorceniinnnes 561-5982
6100 South 300 East #403, Salt Lake City,
UT 84107

Banks, Martin K. .........ccccceimnaes (703) 872-0013

1747 Pennsylvania Avenue #500, Washing-
ton D.C. 20006

Barnum, Susan L. ......cccceccecerreriiacnne 521-4646
204 "K” Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84103

Bean, Joseph M. .....ccccoennmmrmminnnianns 538-1091
1316 Melanie Lane, Syracuse, UT 84075

Beckett, Thomas J. ........cccocvvcrnnenae 532-1234
185 South State Street #700, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Black, Kenneth B. ........ccccereemnreeeune 263-8712
5544 Lakepoint Drive #3V, Murray, UT
84107 !

Blakely, Thomas A. .......ccccovirannenas 562-2555

- 8238 South 700 East, P.O. Box 974, Sandy
UT 84091

Bradley, John W. .........cccnmvvninicnnes 476-8229
2447 Keisel Avenue, Ogden, UT 84401

Brady, Mark W. ...cccccervrecrcecececnenanes 224-6675
670 East 1700 South, Orem, UT 84058

Brewer, Kristin .......cccoceninicinsnsnnnne 532-1036
215 South State Street #500, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111 -
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Williams, Loris Dean .........cccccunvinneas 539-0432
475 East 6th Avenue #7, Salt Lake City, UT
84103

Wilson, Benjamin Ted ......c.cueemiennans 487-4567
1719 Ramona Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Wilson, David Curtis .........c.ocecernnnees 399-8377

2275 South 2500 West, Ogden, UT 84401

Winter, Elizabeth Dolan ........cccceeu.. 581-7337
1028 East Bryan Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT

84105

10/89 — 10/90

Bunnell, Craig M. ........cccerimnamminrennas 722-4915
363 East Main Street, Vernal, UT 84078
Burgess, Lorna R. ....ccceiieeenceneens 645-7753

1337 West Quail Meadow Road, Park City,
UT 84060

Burnett, Gary B. .....ccccovvninenane (702) 732-0400
4045 South Eastern, Las Vegas NV
Bushman, Martin B. ......ccccucniinenns 582-7176

2318 Emerson Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Butler, Katherine S. .....cccccricceniiannnns 254-6669
2252 West Bonnza Circle, South Jordan, UT
84605

Bybee, John M. .......cccoeriirvcrincneininnn 544-3471
47 North Main Street, Kaysville, UT 84037
Caldwell, C. Le€ ..uccuremremrrcrssensersasanns 572-2830

P.O. Box 1622, Sandy, UT 84091
Calvin, Charles D. ........ccucennunn (303) 892-9400
370 17th Street #4700, Denver, CO 80220
Cammack, Mark E. ........cccccecvmmnees 533-0629
718 6th Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
Carlton, Rick L. ....cccccnvmvnninnersnsnianans 756-4298

144 East Canyon Crest Road, Alpine, UT
84004

Carmack, Curtis F. ........cccocivreeniiees 484-6203
2647 Glenmare Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84106

Cave, Lori J. ....cccocovvvrimninninneae 272-6216
1492 Spring Lane #12, Salt Lake City, UT
84117

Challed, David G. ......ccoeeseeesranannnees 355-7572
333 “L" Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
Chancellor, Denise N. ....ccccccerrennees 538-1017

State Capitol Building #236, Salt Lake City,
UT 84114

Christensen, F. Lavar.......ccccccceeneenn 263-1164
4998 South 360 West, Salt Lake City, UT
84123

Christensen, Peter H. ........cccccveuuees 532-7080
9 Exchange Place 6th Floor, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Clark, Kimberly A. .....c.ccooimiininnans 595-8687
72 East 40 South #325, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Collins, Charles R. ..o 756-4538
731 East 340 North, American Fork, UT
84003

Combe, Steven A.
2540 Washington Boulevard, 7th Floor,
Ogden, UT 84401

Cottingham, J. Scott .........coumreinines 596-0400
626 Sixth Avenue #2, Salt Lake City, UT
84103

Cottle, Robert W. ....c.ccovcevccmmrcerncenns 537-5555
170 South Main Street #400, Salt Lake City,
UT 81101-1605

Workman, Russell Gibbons............ 546-3012
808 East 575 South, Layton, UT 84041

Worthington, Daniel Glen .........c..... 378-3887
686 West 1285 North, Orem, UT 84057
Wright, Jonathan Lane..................... 537-5555

1186 University Village, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Wyatt, Scott L. ..cccoovvrrnricnnnninnns 753-4000
108 North Main #200, Logan, UT 84322
Zody, Michael Andrew .........coccvieenee 532-1234

2232 Foothill Drive #F-222, Salt Lake City,
UT 84109

ADMITTEES TO THE UTAH STATE BAR

Crabtree, David F. ...ccoecicvnncnnnnnns 532-7840
185 South State Street #1300, P.O. Box
11019, Salt Lake City, UT 84147

Cramer, Aric M. ..........cccrvmmnimninnenns 292-8688
1200 East 3300 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84106

Crawford, John N. ....ccocvimnicnneinnans 537-1648
625 North Cortez, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
Daughtery, James C. ....cccccvericrienes 262-1500

5300 South 360 West #360, Murray, UT
84107
Davies, Kirk L. 984-5512
62 ABG/JA, McChord AFB, WA 98438
Davis, Bryan B.
3587 West 4700 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84118

Day, Michael A. .......ccccovnrivninienenneas 673-4892
148 East Tabernacle, St. George, UT 84770
Deloney, Richard H. ....cccocceecuennen 582-5401

527 Douglas Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Dupont, Catherine J.
4373 South 2950 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84124

Dyner, Mark A. ......ccoceeiieeriemnnsnnnannns 549-9273
724 South St. Asaph Street, Suite B110,
Alexandria VA 22314

Ellis, Steven R.
1000 Kiewit Plaza, Omaha, NE 68131

Ellsworth, James E. ........cocecemerrrinane 373-1954
1186 Cherry Lane, Provo, UT 84604
Eppich, Maria H. ....ccoviiiviiinvcnncnnnes 278-6739

5808 Fontaine Bleu Drive, Salt Lake City, UT
84121

Evans, Mary S. ......ccomnmrinnieninnes 582-3025
2879 Sherwood Drive, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Ferron, Danielle M. .....c..ccccevieniianeas 532-3333
50 South Main Street #1600, Salt Lake City,
UT 84144

Fielding, Brian J. .....c.ccouenicinnnnninnaes 364-4418
239 East South Temple #707, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Fitts, Suzanne R. .......c.ccocennueun (209) 431-3475
2201-H Country Corner, Columbus, OH
‘43220

Freemyer, Allen D. .......cccocuuee (301) 266-7524
34 Defense Street, Annapolis, MD 21401
Fuller, Glenn G. ....ccccoverienrnnes (301) 231-0807

1330 Conneticut Avenue N.W., Washington,
DC 20036-1795 -

Gardiner, Nathan F. ............... (208) 645-2563
HC 72 Box 2038, Malta, 1D 83342
Geuris, Bryan A. ......ccccivervinnnnnieneas 328-1624

10 Exchange Place #510, Salt Lake City UT
84111
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Gilson, James D. .......coccevvcvnrervennas 524-5651
350 South Main Street #222, Salt Lake City,
UT 84101

Glazier, Thomas A. ......ccocveuee (714) 842-5616
17191 Granda Lane, Huntington Beach, CA
92647

Leslieann Glenn .......cccinnmnicnenns 265-5701
6100 South 300 East #404, Murray, UT
84107

Gomez, Mary L. ....cccverecrrenne (701) 738-1900
392 Elm Street, Elko, NV 89801

Goodman, Katherine L. ................... 451-0378
1633 South East, Kaysville, UT 84037

Gubler, Patricia ......ccccooerimmiececinnnccns 628-1611
90 East 200 North, P.O. Box 400, St.
George, UT 84771-0400

Gygi, John 942-6352
125 South State Street Room 2237, Salt
Lake City, UT 84138

Hadley, Bob W........ccoceeemrnneee (916) 641-0288
2793 River Plaza Drive #177, Sacramento,
CA 95833

Hancock, David B. ....c..coccccerrersanncees 532-7840
185 South State Street #1300, P.O. Box
11019, Salt Lake City, UT 84147

Hansen, Cheryl .......coooiiccmeicnnenne 486-1047
2772 Sonnet Drive, Salt Lake City, UT 84106
Harris, R. Robert ....c.ccccecccvvvemecriennns 629-2200

Thiokol Corp. 2475 Washington Blvd. Ogden
84401

Hatch, Cleve J. ..coeereercreceens 322-5641
P.O. Box 894, Provo UT 84603
Haws, Alta C. .521-5800

50 South Main Street #900, Salt Lake City,
UT 84144

Haws, Curt A. 532-1500
79 South Main Street #700, P.O. Box 45385
Salt Lake City, UT 84101-0385

Hebden, Peter John ............ccoeceuns 595-0801
1107 East South Temple #2, Salt Lake City,
UT 84102

Heineman, Robert K. ..........ccccnuuune. 531-8900
215 South State Street 12th Floor, Salt Lake
City, UT 84111

Henderson, Dewey R. .......ccccemueene. 355-5656
175 East 400 South #401, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Hess, Debra ........cccoceevcencerinnens (213) 316-0605
531 Avenue A #E, Redondo Beach, CA
90277

Hess, Gregory M. .......cccovmnsnnnsinsanns 532-7840
185 South State #1300, Salt Lake City, UT
84147

Heuser, Gordon J. .......cceconiees (719) 520-9909
830 North Tejon #100, Colorado Springs, CO
80903

Hill, Jerri L.
2486 East Sego Lily, Sandy, UT 84092
Himonas, Constandin G. ................ 521-3200

170 South Main Street #1500, Salt Lake City,
uT

Hinchman, Judith A........ccccceeiienee 364-7401
1528 Arlington Drive, Salt Lake City, UT
84103

Hoffman, Curtis B. ...ccocecoccerecenn. 785-5350
110 South Main Street, Pleasant Grove, UT
84062

Honarvar, Nayer N. .........ccoorvvreencnen. 581-9151
2876 Oquirrh Drive, Salt Lake City, UT 84108
Howick, Jodi L. ....ocvminnmnmnnsiceesnannes 532-3333

50 South Main Street #1600, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Huggins, Jennie L. .........cconuieeiinnucn 532-7700
370 East South Temple #400, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111 .

November 1990

Hughes, Constance L. ......c.cccccunuenee 451-5174
1068 South 200 East, Farmington, UT 84025
Hussey, Curtis R.......cccccinrinicnene 328-6000

60 East South Temple #1600, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Hutchins, Richard M.
750 North Freedom Boulevard, Suite 205,
Provo, UT 84601-1687

Hyde, Nathan R. .........cocececvinranicninanas 531-1777
50 South Main #700, P.O. Box 2465, Salt
Lake City, UT 84110-2465

lannucci, Sylvia l, .cccvcrvrinnmriennneas 524-4501
350 South Main Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84101

Jackson, Mary E. ......ccomeeiviciiiecnnen 489-6162
496 North 300 West, Mapleton, UT 84664
Jacobsen, Craig T. ....cccevvmveersinnnns 531-8900

215 South State Street 12th Floor P.O. Box
510210, Salt Lake City, UT 84151

Janicki, Robert L. .....ccccccremrimnneen. 532-7080
9 Exchange Place #600, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Johnson, Brent M. .....ccccccvemveciincnns 539-8632
311 South State Street #350, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Johnson, Camille N. .......c.ccvcecerriienns 521-9000
10 Exchange Place #1100, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Jones, David C.......ccccmricemvemcrcnces 322-1223
1415 Federal Way, Salt Lake City, UT 84102
Jones, Lisa A. ......ccocceerrvrevememnnnnnaes 533-6800

230 South 500 East #400, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Jones, Lynda M. .....ccccoccmeviimssrisiensns 534-1700
50 West Broadway #700, Salt Lake City, UT
84101-2018

Jorgensen, Leland R. ........cccceen.ce 569-0863
8280 South 3529 West, West Jordan, UT
84088

Kemp, Nancy L. ..........vvcscrrnne 943-8861
7339 South 1600 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84121

King, Brett R. .......coceieeieeeeceeeieane 350-5819
79 South Main Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

King, Paul M. 359-0800
505 East 200 South #400, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Knowles, David L. ....coon......... (818) 914-1218
1411 Cossacks, Glendora, CA 91740
Labertew, Michael L. ......ccoccovrnnnen. 531-9865

455 South 300 East #300, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Langford, Laurie A. ..........ccceeemreennn 524-2757
550 East South Temple, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Larsen, Pamela J. .......cocceeeveeereernnnne 451-7321
160 South 200 East, P.O. 348, Farmington,
UT 84025

Lee, Elwood S. ......oooceceeeeeeeeererene 486-2518
3379-B South 2410 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84109

Leishman, David M. ............... (818) 568-6772

250 North Madison Avenue, Pasadena, CA
91106

Lindley, Gregory E. ........cuverevurncee 298-8439
940 East Mill Street, Bountiful, UT 84010
Lindquist, Peter N. ................. (916) 729-6601

7562 Firewood Circle, Citrus Heights, CA
95610-3258

LLoyd, Brian G. .....c.ccoeneeeemrrmremnnee. 532-7840
185 South State Street #1300, P.O. Box
11019, Salt Lake City, UT 84147

B

Love, Perrin R. eeeviv e incsannes 363-3300
310 South Main Street #1200, Salt Lake City,
UT 84101

Lund, Randall D. ......cccccoemrrvervecarennes 486-6160
2200 East 2217 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84109

Lundgren, Alvin R. ................ (816) 224-2288
8917 Lambert Drive, Lee’s Summit, MD
64064-2774

Malmgren, Richard E. ........cceninneee 825-2695
350 South Main Street #235, Salt Lake City,
UT 84103

Marshall, Randall L. ......cc.cccccriuneens 572-6329
4158 Harrison Boulevard #300, Ogden, UT
84403

Martinson, Jon C. ......ccccevvermncerecncans 363-3300
310 South Main Street #1200, Salt Lake City,
UT 84101

Matheson, Richard M. ..........ccoecenae 486-5634
2102 East 3300 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84109

Matthews, Dan H...........cccceccneciinnne 298-6327
828 West 3900 South, Bountiful, UT 84010
May, Mark W. 583-6501

1617 East Harrison Avenue, Salt Lake City,
UT 84105

McConkie, Roger J. ......cccuucmneerinnnans 524-1000
175 East 400 South #900, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

McDougal, Mark R. .......cccccuveeeeriinenns 966-8217
2217 Zions Drive, Salt Lake City, UT 84118
Mcintosh, Robert P. ............... (202) 254-6606

1625 “K” Street N.W. #400, Washington D.C.
20006

McKay, Chad B. .......ccoummeerinnssecenssnns 479-4777
4786 Harrison Boulevard, Ogden, UT 84403
McKay, Kyle S. ......ccccnninniccicncennnns 328-0832

40 North State Street #7E, Salt Lake City,
UT 84103

McKinley, John C. ......covceiiiiiinians 531-1777
50 South Main Street #700, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Merkley, Debra J. ......ccoiemieieieennne 268-3611
120 North 200 West, P.O. Box 45011, Salt
Lake City, UT 84145

Michie, James R. ... cccmmiimniciinens 359-1800
57 West 200 South #400, P.O. Box 45450,
Salt Lake City, UT 84145

Miles, Kelly B. 621-2690
536 24th Street #2B, Ogden, UT 84401
Miller, Timothy W. ...ccccernae (719) 534-1700

50 West Broadway #700, Salt Lake City, UT
84101

Miller, John H. ........ccccuecn.ce. (719) 247-2158
P.O. Box 1214, Durango, CO 81302

Minas, Rt y. ... 328-8849
225 South 200 East #230, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Miner, SUZANNE .....cccvercreeerrneeneeernenss 355-0347
1609 Arlington Drive, Salt Lake City, UT
84103

Monson, Elaine A. ......cccccoecnnennnne 532-1500
79 South Main Street, P.O. Box 45385, Salt
Lake City, UT 84145-0385

Moriarity, Edward P. .............. (307) 733-7290
P.O. Box 548, Jackson, WY 83001

Moss, Michael R. .....cccceveemriicicenncs 226-6000
625 South State Street, Orem, UT 84058

Murray, Kevin R. ...cccconiricceniccnnnns 292-5760
1360 East Skyline Drive, Bountiful, UT
84010

Musselman, D. John ....................... 375-9499
1475 West 1050 North, Provo, UT 84604
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Nagel, Lisa W. .....ccorvsnmnisinn (805) 643-8074
747 Senecast #C-37, Ventura, CA 93001

Nakashima, Stanley R. .................... 328-8849
225 South 200 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Newman, Elizabeth A. ..................... 375-8621
748 North 1250 East, Provo, UT 84606
Nilsen, Todd B. .....ccccmvemrecmrinesannnne 484-5252

1733 South 1100 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Olsen, Stephen R. .....c.ccovviivmiininees 378-6429
Brigham Young University, A58 #A-41,
Provo, UT 84602

Olson, Mark T.
1193 South 1300 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84105

Ontiveros, Kevin J. ........coeeiiecinnenns 364-1100
265 East First South #300, Salt Lake City,
UT 84110-3358

Pace, John P. 538-0618
718 South 1100 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Parker, Biair C. ......ccovurveriienans (702) 454-5821
2017 Big Bend Way, Henderson, NV 89014
Parker, Chase H. ........ccccceeeemiiicennenes 531-7888

136 South Main Street 8th Floor, Salt Lake
City, UT 84101

Patterson, Bradley D. .........ccccenunueene 533-0066
50 South Main Street #800, Salt Lake City,
UT 84144

Payne, Clifford J. ...ccocmveevrimrininenne 272-2014
1331 East Merritt Circle, Salt Lake City, UT
84117

Payne, Robert W. .......cccoceomimnnnnnns 533-6800
230 South 500 East #400, Salt Lake Gity, UT
84102

Price, Ronald F. ....coceceencmercaeee 530-7300
Kennecott Building #800, Salt Lake City, UT
84133

Priebe, Linda V. ....ccocrecriemrcenicnn, 363-5641

60 East South Temple #1225, Salt Lake
City, UT 84111

Padgitt, Donald, L. .....cc.ccounne. (907) 789-7248
8760 Trinity Drive #8, Juneau, AK 99801

Purcell, D. Chris ....cccoccvvirrccrscinrcanns 261-6108
1030 West 5370 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84123

Rasmussen, Ralph W. ........ccccereina. 225-6232
1054 East 690 South, Orem, UT 84058

Robb, Debra A. .......coereeremrcrcnrcnncs 278-4996
4531 Mathews Way, Salt Lake City, UT
84124

Roberts, Michael T. ..........cccivcverienne 350-7000
170 South Main #400, Salt Lake City, UT
84101-1605

Robinson, Alexander dJ. .......cccceeu... 575-6433
709 East Capitol Boulevard, Salt Lake City,
UT 84103

Robinson, David E. .........c...... (802) 343-9629
21320 Costanso, Woodland Hills, CA 91364

Rohbock, Donald B. .........ccccecrenincne 533-0066
50 South Main Street #800, Salt Lake City,
UT 84144

Ross, Don L. ..cccrcecencrnenncsnnans (702) 331-7677
2400 Farrel Ross Drive, Sparks, NV 89431

Ryther, Scott R. .....ccoccecnnvrecnmrennenees 532-7840

185 South State Street #1300, P.O. Box
11019, Salt Lake City, UT 84147

Sagers, Joanna B. .......cocuceeerereennnee 487-7286
2646 Beverly Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84106

Saperstein, Stephanie M. ................ 363-4242

305 3rd Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
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Schwarz, Victor D. ......ccocvcemeiennnces 831-7090
50 West Broadway #800, Salt Lake City, UT
84101

Shimabukuro, Richard K.

495 West 3975 North, Pleasant View, UT
84414

Sibul-Gelbert, Randee F. ................ 521-7802
158 “M” Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84103
Sims, Benjamin A. ......concicniienrcennns 476-9338

2692 Bonneville TR. Drive, Ogden, UT
84403

Small, E. Brent .....cccccvveerercnne (702) 386-3883
P.O. Box 18415, Las Vegas, NV 89114
Smith, Franklin R. .....ccccoccnicrinnnces 377-7226
709 West 1150 South, Provo, UT 84601
Smith, Wesley R. ......ccocoecinnee (703) 329-8344
6400 The Parkway, Alexandria, VA 32110
Solarczyk, Lynn .......comcciinoncenin 295-2555
783 East 1050 North, Bountiful, UT 84010
Steele, Robert L. ......cvcervvecrecrnnenns 532-5444

424 East 500 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Stringham, John C. ...........ccoccaeect 521-3200
170 South Main Street #1500, Salt Lake
City, UT 84103

Sturgill, Julie A. .......coceeeenenee (208) 733-8999
567 Polk Street, Twin Falls, 1D 83301
Taylor, Stephen D. .....coceeeemvcrcennnns 377-5777

2230 North University Parkway Suite 9C,
Provo, UT 84604
Taylor, Timothy K. .....ccncnierennns 364-1100

265 East 1st South #300, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Thomas, Douglas B. ......ceccocevrmreeenes 546-4740
2296 East 2400 North, Layton, UT 84040
Thomas, Reed S. ......ccoovvceriicervcnnenns 583-3416

1336 East 300 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84102 -

Thompson, Robert W. .........cceeueee 481-3000
1245 Brickyard Road #600, Salt Lake City,
UT 84106

Tobler, E. Gregg ....c.usmmrmsmmenmcenssanns 972-6667
1385 West 2200 South Salt Lake City, UT
84119

Topham, Karl G. ....cccoceeeevricmrcenns 583-8550
1190 South 1300 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84105 B

Turpin, Michelle ..................... (619) 792-8167
12291 Carmel Vista #110, San Diego, CA
92130

Urry, Pamela C. ........ccoeceinncimsensensnns 363-5000
136 South Main Street #318, Salt Lake City,
UT 84101

Vernon, Glen K. ......cooerccriienas 465-3544
439 West Utah Avenue, P.O. Box 286,
Payson, UT 84651

Wagstaff, Lyle W. ....cccoormrcemrenrscsreees 485-3269
2005 South 2100 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

Walk, Thomas D. ......ccccovivirrmsnnnnns 484-9737
2646 Filmore Street, Salt Lake City, UT
84106 ]

Walker, Jeffrey N. .......cccocrvcreeccrinanns 942-8383
2429 East Vail Circle, Sandy, UT 84093
Waters, Lane Ryan .........ccceevceienneeae 467-2393

180 South 700 East, Pleasant Grove, UT
84062

Weed, StuartF. ......cccooennvreimreene 521-3680
330 South 300 East, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Whalen, Monica M. .......c.cccceveerncninee 532-1234

185 South State Street #700, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Whitacre, Alice Lena.........cccoceeeeneee 532-1470
1145 East 200 South, Salt Lake City, UT
84102

Wilkinson, Ronald D. ...................... 225-7909
1139 South Orem Boulevard, Orem, UT
84057

Willey, Elizabeth L. ......cccevecenccrennce 295-9694
499 North 200 West #25, Bountiful, UT
84010

Williams, Wayne W. ........ccccemminnne 521-5800
50 South Main street #900, Salt Lake City,
UT 84144

Williamson, Charles W.
57AD/JA, Minet AFB, ND 58705-5000

Winegar, Wade S. ........coeunene (303) 752-9561
2819 South Exanadu Way, Aurora, CO
80014

Winn, Robert K. .....cccccvncerenrncns (208) 852-1835
26 North 1st East, Preston, ID 83263
Winward, Emer K. ....cccvreerrrecrsnnaccnns 586-9483

36 North 300 West, P.O. Box 279, Cedar
City, UT 84721

Wood, Mark E. 531-8400
215 South Street #900, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Woodard, Alan R. .....c.ceccemneee (818) 799-6408
776 South Orange Grove #1, Pasadena, CA
91105

Woodhead, Mary J. ...cccecorrimrineenne 363-8417
261 “I" Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84103

Wootan, Brian S. ......ccecvinnene (914) 339-4056
R.D. 7 Box 101 K, Kingston, NY 12401

Wright, David C. .....cccceeiinieinne 534-1700
Valley Tower #700, 50 West Broadway, Salt
Lake City, UT 84101

Wright, Steven E. .......ccconicevininnne 355-9333
36 South State Street #2000, Salt Lake City,
UT 84111

Zimmerman, Barbara L.
521-4135
10 East South Temple #1200, Salt Lake
City, UT 84133

Zimmerman, David W.
532-1234
185 South State Street #700, Salt Lake
City, UT 84111
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