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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON AT SEATTLE

CLAIRE DOUGLAS, et al., Case No.:
Plaintiffs, (King County Superior Court
V. Case No. 19-2-31028-6 SEA)

BANK OF AMERICA, N.A., U.S. BANK DEFENDANT KEY CORP.’S NOTICE OF
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, and REMOVAL TO FEDERAL COURT
KEYCORRP, national banking associations,

Defendants.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 88§ 1332, 1441, et. seq., and Local Civil Rule 101 Defendant
KeyCorp. hereby removes this action to the United States District Court for the Western District
of Washington from the Superior Court for the State of Washington in and for the County of
King, where the action is now pending, and in support thereof state as follows:

I. State Court Action Being Removed

1. KeyCorp. is named as a Defendant in a civil action filed in the Superior Court of
Washington, in and for King County, styled as Claire Douglas, et. al. v. Bank of America, N.A.,
U.S. Bank National Association, and KeyCorp., national banking associations, Case No. 19-2-
31028-6 SEA (“State Court Action”).

2. A Complaint was filed in the State Court Action on November 21, 2019 and a
First Amended Complaint, which named KeyCorp. a defendant, was filed on or about
December 20, 2019. The FAC names four individuals — Claire Douglas, Mary Joan Isabell,

Heather Carlon, and Gina Pawolski — as plaintiffs (the “Plaintiffs”). A true and correct copy of
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the operative First Amended Complaint is filed contemporaneously with this Notice of
Removal and is attached pursuant to Local Civil Rule 101(b)(1) as Exhibit 1.
I1. Diversity Jurisdiction

3. The State Court Action may be removed to this Court in accordance with 28
U.S.C. 88 1332 and 1441 because this Court has original jurisdiction over this action between
citizens of different states when the amount in controversy is over $75,000 as presented in
Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint.

4. Diversity jurisdiction under § 1332 requires complete diversity of citizenship,
each of the plaintiffs must be a citizen of a different state than each of the defendants. (Morris
v. Princess Cruises, Inc., 236 F.3d 1061, 1067 (9th Cir.2001).)

5. Plaintiffs are all citizens of Washington State who alleged causes of action
against an Ohio national banking association (KeyCorp.), a North Carolina national banking
association (Bank of America), as well as a national banking association that is a citizen of the
state of Minnesota and Ohio for purposes of diversity jurisdiction (U.S. Bank). Each Plaintiff is
a citizen of a different state than each Defendant. Complete diversity exists between the parties.
(28 U.S.C. §1332(c).)

6. As for the amount in controversy, Plaintiffs allege that Defendants are holding
funds once deposited with the non-party Rainier Bank and are wrongfully declining to release
those deposits, with interest, to Plaintiffs. According to their First Amended Complaint,
Plaintiffs seek damages for their alleged loss of principal, loss of interest, attorneys’ fees, and
related costs of litigation as to 40 currently unidentified individuals.

7. Plaintiffs allege that interest has been accruing on each deposit for each Plaintiff
for more than 30 years in an amount that exceeds 9.40 percent. (Exhibit 1 at pp. 20-26.) Also,
Plaintiffs allege a cause of action under the Washington Consumer Protection Act, which

carries the possibility of treble damages up to $25,000 per plaintiff. (RCW 19.86.090.)
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Multiplied by each named Plaintiff, the amount in controversy is at least $75,000 as to
Plaintiffs’ claims. (28 U.S.C. § 1332.)
I11. Supplemental Jurisdiction of Other Plaintiffs

8. Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint purports to also allege claims on behalf of
40 currently unnamed individual citizens of the state of Washington. The First Amended
Complaint alleges that Defendants are also holding funds once deposited with the non-party
Rainier Bank but are declining to release those deposits to the currently unnamed Plaintiffs.
Those parties’ alleged claims are each related to and arise out of the same common nucleus of
operative facts as the claims stated above by Plaintiffs. Therefore, these remaining parties are
subject to the supplemental jurisdiction of this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367(b), as being
part of the same case or controversy.

9. Supplemental jurisdiction over claims by parties joined under FRCP 20 for
convenience is allowed. (Stromberg Metal Works v. Press Mechanical, 77 F.3d 928, 932 (7th
Cr. 1996); see also In re Abbott Lab., 51 F.3d 524 (5th Cir. 1995).)

IV. Timeliness of Removal

10. A notice of removal must be filed within thirty (30) days after receipt of service
of the complaint. (28 U.S.C. § 1446(b).) A defendant’s window in which to file a Notice of
Removal opens, according to 28 U.S. Code 8 1446, when the defendant receives the relevant
pleading “through service or otherwise.” (See Anderson v. State Farm Mutual Automobile
Insurance Company, 917 F.3d 1126, 1129 (9th Cir.2019).)

11. KeyCorp. received Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint via email on from

Plaintiffs” counsel on January 8, 2020. Accordingly, the removal is timely.
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V. Consent

12. KeyCorp. has conferred with Defendants and confirms that no Defendants object
to removal.

13. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1446(a), KeyCorp. files this Notice in the District Court
of the United States for the district and division within which the State Court Action is pending.
A copy of this Notice of Removal will be promptly served upon Plaintiffs and Defendants and
filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court of the State of Washington, County of King. (28
U.S.C. § 1446(a) and (d).)

14, By this Notice of Removal and the associated attachments, KeyCorp. does not
waive any objections they may have as to service, jurisdiction or venue, or any other defenses
or objections they may have to this action. KeyCorp. intends no admission of fact, law, or
liability by this Notice, and expressly reserves all defenses, motions, pleas, and challenges.

WHEREFORE, the State Court Action is removed from the State Court to this United

States District Court, for the Western District of Washington, and removing Defendants pray
that this District Court proceed, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441, as well as any other relevant and
applicable law, as if this Action had been originally filed in this District Court, and that the
proceedings in the State Court be stayed in all respects.

Dated this 7th day of February 2020. MCDOUGALD LAW GROUP P.S.

/s/Shannon L McDougald
[s/Trent M Latta
Shannon L. McDougald,
WSBA No. 24231

Trent M. Latta

WSBA No. 42360
Counsel to KeyCorp
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that on the

date below, I cause a true and correct copy of KEY CORP.’S NOTICE OF REMOVAL TO

FEDERAL COURT to be transmitted to the following parties via email:

Eric Harrison

Attorney West Seattle, P.S.

5400 California Ave. SW Ste E
Seattle, WA 98136

Tel: 206-745-3738

eric @attorneywestseattle.com
Richard E. Spoonemore

Chris R. Youtz

Sirianni Youtz Spoonemore Hamburger PLLC
3101 Western Avenue, Suite 350
Seattle, WA 98121

Tel: 206-223-0303

Fax: 206-223-0246
cyoutz@sylaw.com
rspoonemore @sylaw.com
Attorney for Claimants

Kelly D. Folger

Garrett Williams

Andrews Lagasse Branch + Bell LLP
601 West 1% Avenue, Suite 1400
Spokane, WA 99201

Tel: 509-828-4408

Fax: 509-828-4407
kfolger@albblaw.com

gwilliams @albblaw.com

Attorney for Defendant Bank of America

DATED this 7" day of February, 2020.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE -1

Alexandra P Johnston
Shawn J Larsen-Bright
Dorsey & Whitney

701 Fifth Avenue

Suite 6100

Seattle, WA 98104-7043
Tel: 425-736-5573

Tel: 206-903-8800
johnston.alex @dorsey.com

Larsen.bright.shawn @dorsey.com

Attorneys for Defendant US Bankcorp

-

Elena Grout

McCDOUGALD LAW GROUP P.S.

400 108th Ave. NE, Suite 510

Bellevue, Washington 98004
Phone: (425) 455-2060
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EXHIBIT 1

Notice of Removal to Federal Court
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The Honorable Marshall Ferguson

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

CLAIRE DOUGLAS, MARY JOAN ISABELL,
HEATHER CARLON, and GINA PAWOLSKI | NO. 19-2-31028-6 SEA
individually, on behalf of similarly situated
individuals,

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
Plaintiffs, (CLASS ACTION)

V.

BANK OF AMERICA, N.A., U.S. BANK
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, and KEYCORP,
national banking associations

Defendant.

I. PARTIES

1. Claire Douglas. Plaintiff Claire Douglas, formerly known as Claire
Asuncion, is the registered co-owner of a bank bond issued by Rainier National Bank.
Ms. Douglas is a resident of Snohomish County, Washington.

2. Mary Joan Isabell. Plaintiff Mary Joan Isabell is the registered owner of a
bank certificate issued by Seattle First National Bank. Ms. Isabell is a resident of King
County, Washington.

3. Heather Carlon. Plaintiff Heather Carlon, formerly known as Heather
Bruntlett, is the registered owner of a bank bond issued by Rainier National Bank.

Ms. Carlon is a resident of Spokane County, Washington.

SIRIANNI YOUTZ

SPOONEMORE HAMBURGER PLLC
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT (CLASS ACTION) -1 3101 WESTERN AVENUE, SUITE 350

SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98121
TEL. (206) 223-0303 FAX (206) 223-0246
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4. Gina Pawolski. Plaintiff Gina Pawolski, formerly known as Gina Mosley,
is the registered owner of a bond issued by Rainier National Bank. Ms. Pawolski is a
resident of Spokane County, Washington.

5. Bank of America. Defendant Bank of America, N.A. (“Bank of America”),
is a national banking association with its corporate headquarters in Charlotte, North
Carolina. Bank of America is regulated by the Office of the Comptroller of the Currency,
an independent bureau of the United States Department of the Treasury. Bank of
America holds a successor interest in Rainier National Bank (“Rainier Bank”), including
certain of its assets, liabilities and obligations. Bank of America also holds a successor
interest in Seattle-First National Bank (“Seattle-First”), including Seattle-First's assets,
liabilities and obligations. Bank of America has, at all relevant times, maintained offices
and transacted business in Washington State, including King County.

6. U.S. Bank National Association. Defendant U.S. Bank National
Association (“U.S. Bank”), is a national banking association with its corporate
headquarters in Cincinnati, Ohio. U.S. Bank is regulated by the Office of the Comptroller
of the Currency, an independent bureau of the United States Department of the Treasury.
U.S. Bank holds a successor interest in Rainier National Bank (“Rainier Bank”), including
certain of its assets, liabilities and obligations. U.S. Bank also holds a successor interest
in Seattle-First National Bank (“Seattle-First”), including certain of its assets, liabilities
and obligations. U.S. Bank has, at all relevant times, maintained offices and transacted
business in Washington State, including King County.

7. KeyCorp. Defendant KeyCorp (“Key Bank”) is a national banking
association with its corporate headquarters in Cleveland, Ohio. Key Bank is regulated
by the Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, an independent bureau of the United
States Department of the Treasury. Key Bank holds a successor interest in Rainier

National Bank (“Rainier Bank”), including certain of its assets, liabilities and obligations.

SIRIANNI YOUTZ

SPOONEMORE HAMBURGER PLLC
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TEL. (206) 223-0303 FAX (206) 223-0246
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Key Bank also holds a successor interest in Seattle-First National Bank (“Seattle-First”),
including certain of its assets, liabilities and obligations. Key Bank has, at all relevant
times, maintained offices and transacted business in Washington State, including King
County.

[I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

8. Jurisdiction of this Court arises pursuant to RCW 2.08.010.

9. Venue is proper under RCW 4.12.025, because Bank of America, U.S. Bank
and Key Bank (collectively “Defendant Banks”) all reside or may be found in this district,
transact business in this district, and a substantial part of the events giving rise to the
claim occurred in this district.

lll. NATURE OF THE CASE

10.  This case arises out of the failure of the Defendant Banks to honor time
deposit investments issued by their respective predecessor entities, Rainier Bank (all
Defendant Banks) and Seattle-First (Bank of America). Plaintiffs and members of the
class sought herein deposited money in exchange for bank bonds, bills, certificates, time
deposits, CDs, and multiple maturity non-negotiable time certificate of deposits
(together “Bond” or “Bonds”) issued by Seattle-First National Bank and Rainier National
Bank. The terms on the Bonds require the registered owner to surrender the original
Bond to redeem their principal and unpaid interest. Defendant Banks acquired certain
assets, liabilities and obligations of Rainier National Bank. Bank of America acquired the
assets, liabilities and obligations of Seattle-First National Bank. As part of these
acquisitions, Defendant Banks were required to honor the Bonds. Recently, Plaintiffs
went to the Defendant Banks to surrender their Bonds and withdraw their money, but
the Defendant Banks refused to honor the Bonds. Bank of America has previously been
sued multiple times for their failure to redeem Rainier National Bank Bonds. In one case,

Poletti v. Bank of America, King County Superior Court Judge Douglas A. North held that

SIRIANNI YOUTZ

SPOONEMORE HAMBURGER PLLC
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Bank of America breached their contract and ordered Bank of America to pay the holder
of the Bond. Nevertheless, Bank of America and the other bank defendants continue to
tell Plaintiffs and other members of the class that their Bonds are worthless and that they
have no value. Plaintiffs, and the class they seek to represent, seek remedies for the
Defendant Banks’ breaches of contract as well as remedies under the Washington State
Consumer Protection Act.

IV. CLASS ALLEGATIONS

11.  Definition of Class. Plaintiffs propose certification of the following class:

All individuals who acquired a bank bond, bill, certificate,
time deposit, CD, and multiple maturity non-negotiable time
certificate of deposit (“Bond”) from Seattle-First or Rainer
Bank where the following conditions are met: (i) the Bond
automatically renews unless redeemed or a notice of
nonrenewal is provided by the issuer under the terms of the
Bond; (ii) the owner or legal beneficiary has not redeemed the
Bond; and (iii) the owner or legal beneficiary received no
notification that the Bond was not being renewed, was
abandoned, and/or had escheated to the State of Washington.

12.  Size of Class. The class is expected to exceed 40 individuals and is so large
that joinder of all members is impracticable. Based on the serial numbers on the Bonds
litigated to date, Rainer Bank and Seattle-First issued thousands of Bonds prior to their
acquisition by Defendant Banks. It is not uncommon for Bonds to be lost or misplaced,
or to have the owner of the Bond leave the instrument for heirs to redeem. Since 1998,
Bank of America has been sued at least five times by 34 individuals for failing to honor
similar Bonds. When presented with a demand for payment, and in litigation, the
Defendant Banks have consistently and uniformly taken the position that they have no
obligation on any of the Bonds issued to Plaintiffs or other holders of similar Bonds
issued by Seattle-First or Rainer Bank. In addition, Defendant Banks have taken the

additional step of knowingly misrepresenting to Plaintiffs, and other holders of similar
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Bonds, that their money had escheated to Washington State’s Unclaimed Property
Division and/or that their Bonds are worthless and that they have no value.

13.  Class Representative Douglas. Named Plaintiff Douglas is a member the
proposed class. Plaintiff Douglas’s claims are typical of the claims of the other members
of the class and she will fairly and adequately represent the interests of the class.
Specifically, she acquired a Bond from Rainer Bank that automatically renewed, never
redeemed the Bond, and never received notification that the Bond was not being
renewed, was abandoned, and/or had escheated to the State of Washington. When
Plaintiff Douglas attempted to redeem the Bond in the fall of 2018, Bank of America
refused to honor the instrument. In addition, Bank of America told Plaintiff Douglas that
her money had escheated to Washington State’s Unclaimed Property Division.

14.  Class Representative Isabell. Named Plaintiff Isabell is a member the
proposed class. Plaintiff Isabell’s claims are typical of the claims of the other members of
the class and she will fairly and adequately represent the interests of the class.
Specifically, she acquired a Bond from Seattle-First that automatically renewed, never
redeemed the Bond, and never received notification that the Bond was not being
renewed, was abandoned, and/or had escheated to the State of Washington. When
Plaintiff Isabell attempted to redeem the Bond at the Bank of America branch office near
Seward Park, Bank of America refused to honor the instrument. In addition, Bank of
America told Plaintiff Isabell that her money had escheated to Washington State’s
Unclaimed Property Division.

15.  Class Representative Carlon. Named Plaintiff Carlon is a member the
proposed class. Plaintiff Carlon’s claims are typical of the claims of the other members
of the class and she will fairly and adequately represent the interests of the class.
Specifically, she acquired a Bond from Rainier Bank that automatically renewed, never

redeemed the Bond, and never received notification that the Bond was not being
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renewed, was abandoned, and/or had escheated to the State of Washington. When
Plaintiff Carlon attempted to redeem the Bond at the Key Bank branch office in Spokane,
Key Bank refused to honor the instrument.

16.  Class Representative Pawolski. Named Plaintiff Pawolski is a member the
proposed class. Plaintiff Pawolski’s claims are typical of the claims of the other members
of the class and she will fairly and adequately represent the interests of the class.
Specifically, she acquired a Bond from Rainier Bank that automatically renewed, never
redeemed the Bond, and never received notification that the Bond was not being
renewed, was abandoned, and/or had escheated to the State of Washington. When
Plaintiff Pawolski attempted to redeem the Bond at the U.S. Bank branch office in
Spokane, U.S. Bank refused to honor the instrument.

17.  Common Questions of Law and Fact. This action requires a determination
of whether Defendant Banks’ policies and practices with respect to honoring the Bonds
issued by Seattle-First and Rainer Bank violates the Bond, and/or are anticipatory
breaches of the terms of those contracts. Adjudication of this issue will in turn determine
whether the Defendant Banks are liable for their conduct.

18.  Separate suits would create a risk of varying conduct requirements. The
prosecution of separate actions by class members against the Defendant Banks would
create a risk of inconsistent or varying adjudications with respect to individual class
members that would establish incompatible standards of conduct. Certification is
therefore proper under Civil Rule 23(b)(1).

19.  Defendants have acted on grounds generally applicable to the relevant
class. By failing to provide notice to Plaintiffs and the class, failing to honor demands
for payment, failing to escheat funds to the State of Washington and by misrepresenting
to Plaintiffs and the class that their money had escheated to Washington State’s

Unclaimed Property Division and/or that their Bonds are worthless and that they have
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no value, Defendant Banks have acted on grounds generally applicable to all class
members. Declaratory and injunctive relief is appropriate to enforce the terms and
conditions of the Bonds, as well as the Defendant Banks’ legal obligations under law.
Certification is therefore proper under Civil Rule 23(b)(2).

20.  Questions of law and fact common to the class predominate over
individual issues. The claims of the individual class members are more efficiently
adjudicated on a class-wide basis. Many Bonds are less than $1,000, rendering individual
actions uneconomical. Any interest that individual members of the classes may have in
individually controlling the prosecution of separate actions is outweighed by the
efficiency of the class action mechanism. Upon information and belief, there is no
pending class action suit filed against Bank of America, U.S. Bank or Key Bank for the
same relief requested in this action. Issues as to Defendant Banks” conduct in applying
standard policies and practices towards all members of each class predominate over
questions, if any, unique to members of the class. Certification is therefore additionally
proper Civil Rule 23(b)(3).

21.  Venue. This action can be most efficiently prosecuted as a class action in
King County, Washington, where Defendant Banks do business, the Bonds were issued,
and where several Plaintiffs reside.

22.  Class Counsel. Plaintiffs have retained experienced and competent class
counsel.

V. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

23.  In 1983, BankAmerica acquired Seattle-First. The acquisition included
Seattle-First’'s deposits and obligations on Bonds and certificates issued by Seattle-First
branches, including the branches that issued Bonds to Plaintiff Isabell and certain

members of the class. BankAmerica would later be renamed Bank of America
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24,  In 1987, Security Pacific Corporation acquired Rainier Bank, including all
of Rainier Bank’s deposits and obligations on Bonds issued by Rainier Bank branches. In
1992, Security Pacific Corporation merged with BankAmerica to create Bank of America.
The merger included Rainier Bank deposits and obligations on Bonds issued by certain
Rainier Bank branches, including the branches that issued Bonds to Plaintiff Douglas
and certain members of the class.

25. As part of the merger between Security Pacific Corporation and
BankAmerica, the United States Department of Justice required the newly-formed Bank
of America to divest to other banks several former Rainier Bank branches.

26.  West One Bankcorp purchased several Rainier Bank branches from Bank
of America. West One Bankcorp’s purchase included the branches’ deposits and
obligations on Bonds issued by the branches it acquired. In 1995, West One Bankcorp
merged all its assets and liabilities with U.S. Bankcorp of Portland to create Defendant
U.S. Bank. The merger included the deposits and obligations on Bonds issued by the
certain Rainier Bank branches, including the branch that issued a Bond to Plaintiff
Pawolski and certain members of the class.

27.  Key Bank purchased several Rainier Bank branches from Bank of America.
Key Bank’s purchase included the branches” deposits and obligations on Bonds issued
by the Rainier Bank branches, including the branch that issued a Bond to Plaintiff Carlon
and certain members of the class.

28.  Defendant Banks are successors in interest to the Rainier Bank Bonds held
by certain plaintiffs and members of the class. Bank of America is successor in interest to
the Seattle-First Bonds held by certain plaintiffs and member of the class.

29.  Defendant Banks earned interest and received benefits from holding the
assets underlying the Rainier Bank-issued Bonds. Bank of America earned interest and

received benefits from holding the assets underlying the Seattle-First issued Bonds.
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30. The terms for withdrawing the funds are stated on the face of the
instruments in a paragraph titled “Withdrawal.” On many of the Rainer Bank Bonds, the
paragraph states that the principal amount and any accrued interest will be paid to the
owner “upon presentation and surrender of this Rainier BankBond.” Likewise, on the
Seattle-First Bonds, it provides that “[t]he funds deposited and any unpaid interest will
be paid to the registered owner on withdrawal.”

31. On December 30, 1982, Rainier Bank issued Rainier Bank Bond No. 232598
(“Bond No. 232598”) to David or Claire Asuncion with right of survivorship (“registered
owners”) for funds deposited with the bank in the principal amount of $500.00. Bond
No. 232598 was issued by the Totem Lake Branch of Rainier Bank. Plaintiff Claire
Douglas’s maiden name is Claire Asuncion. Bond No. 232598 is attached to this First
Amended Complaint as Exhibit 1. Bond 232598 has not been paid or redeemed. Plaintiff
Douglas’s father David Asuncion, co-owner of the Bond, has continuously resided at the
address that appears on the face of the Bond. Plaintiff Douglas has the right to redeem
the Bond.

32.  Rainier Bank never gave Plaintiff Douglas or her father David Asuncion
notice Bond No. 232598 was not being renewed. Rainier Bank never gave Plaintiff
Douglas or her father David Asuncion notice that it considered Bond No. 232598, or the
funds behind the Bond, to be abandoned. Rainier Bank never escheated Bond
No. 232598, or the funds behind the Bond, to the State of Washington.

33.  Defendant Banks never gave Plaintiff Douglas or her father David
Asuncion notice that Bond No. 232598 was not being renewed. Defendant Banks never
gave Plaintiff Douglas or her father David Asuncion notice that they considered Bond
No. 232598, or the funds behind the Bond, to be abandoned. Defendant Banks never
escheated Bond No. 232598, or the funds behind the Bond, to the State of Washington.

SIRIANNI YOUTZ
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Bank of America is still in possession of the principal and interest owed on Bond
No. 232598.

34.  Inthe fall of 2018, Plaintiff Douglas made a demand upon Bank of America
to honor Bond No. 232598. Bank of America refused to honor the Bond. Bank of America
knowingly misrepresented to Plaintiff Douglas that the money was sent to unclaimed
property.

35.  Plaintiff Douglas spent time and money investigating Bank of America’s
misrepresentations that her money had been sent to unclaimed property.

36. On December 1, 1983, Seattle-First issued Seattle-First Certificate
No. 00076309 (“Certificate No. 00076309”) to Mary Joan Isabell for funds deposited with
the bank in the principal amount of $200.00. Certificate No. 00076309 was issued by
Seattle First's Head Office. Certificate No. 00076309 is attached to this First Amended
Complaint as Exhibit 2. The Bond has not been paid or redeemed. Plaintiff Isabell has
continuously resided at the address that appears on the face of the Bond. Plaintiff Isabell
has the right to redeem the Bond.

37.  Seattle-First never gave Plaintiff Isabell notice that Certificate No. 00076309
was not being renewed. Seattle-First never gave Plaintiff Isabell notice that it considered
Certificate No. 00076309, or the funds behind the Bond, to be abandoned. Seattle-First
never escheated Certificate No. 00076309, or the funds behind the Bond, to the State of
Washington.

38.  Bank of America never gave Plaintiff Isabell notice that Certificate
No. 00076309 was not being renewed. Bank of America never gave Plaintiff Isabell notice
that it considered Certificate No. 00076309, or the funds behind the Bond, to be
abandoned. Bank of America never escheated Certificate No. 00076309, or the funds
behind the Bond, to the State of Washington. Bank of America is still is possession of the

principal and interest owned on Certificate No. 00076309.
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39.  In the summer of 2017, Plaintiff Isabell made a demand upon Bank of
America to honor Certificate No. 00076309. Bank of America has refused to honor the
Bond. Bank of America knowingly misrepresented to Plaintiff Isabell that the money was
sent to unclaimed property.

40.  Plaintiff Isabell spent time and money investigating Bank of America’s
misrepresentations that her money had been sent to unclaimed property.

41. Bank of America knew, or should have known, about Bonds issued by
Rainier Bank and Seattle-First bank. Since 1998, it has been sued at least four times for
their failure to redeem Bonds issued by Rainier Bank and/or Seattle-First bank. In one
case, King County Superior Court Judge Douglas A. North held that the Rainier Bank
Bond was valid and ordered Bank of America to pay the beneficiary. Defendant Bank of
America knew, or should have known, about the validity of Rainier Bank Bonds and
Seattle-First Bonds. After being made aware of their obligation on Bonds issued by
Rainier Bank and Seattle-First, Defendant Bank of America continued a policy of
misinforming holders that the Bonds had escheated to unclaimed properties and/or
were worthless.

42. On September 12, 1980, Rainier Bank issued Rainier Bank Bond No. 12886
(“Bond No. 12886”) to Heather Bruntlett with right of survivorship (“registered
owners”) for funds deposited with the bank in the principal amount of $138.56. Bond
No. 12886 was issued by the Medical Lake Branch of Rainier Bank. Plaintiff Heather
Carlon’s maiden name is Heather Bruntlett. Bond No. 12886 is attached to this First
Amended Complaint as Exhibit 3. Bond 12886 has not been paid or redeemed. Plaintiff
Carlon’s father has continuously resided at the address that appears on the face of the
Bond. Plaintiff Carlon has the right to redeem the Bond.

43.  Rainier Bank never gave Plaintiff Carlon or her father notice Bond

No. 232598 was not being renewed. Rainier Bank never gave Plaintiff Carlon or her
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father notice that it considered Bond No. 12886, or the funds behind the Bond, to be
abandoned. Rainier Bank never escheated Bond No. 12886, or the funds behind the Bond,
to the State of Washington.

44.  Defendant Banks never gave Plaintiff Carlon or her father notice that Bond
No. 12886 was not being renewed. Defendant Banks never gave Plaintiff Carlon or her
father notice that they considered Bond No. 12886, or the funds behind the Bond, to be
abandoned. Defendant Banks never escheated Bond No. 12886, or the funds behind the
Bond, to the State of Washington. One of the Defendant Banks is still in possession of the
principal and interest owed on Bond No. 12886.

45.  In September of 2019, Plaintiff Carlon made a demand upon Key Bank to
honor Bond No. 12886. Key Bank refused to honor the Bond. Key Bank knowingly

misrepresented to Plaintiff Douglas it was not responsible for payment of the Bond.

46.  Plaintiff Carlon spent time and money investigating Key Bank’s
misrepresentations.
47. Key Bank knew, or should have known, about Bonds issued by Rainier

Bank. In 2018, it was sued by three different bond holders for Key Bank’s failure to
redeem Bonds issued by Rainier Bank. Defendant Key Bank knew, or should have
known, about the validity of Rainier Bank Bonds. After being made aware of their
obligation on Bonds issued by Rainier Bank, Defendant Key Bank continued a policy of
misinforming holders that the Bonds had escheated to unclaimed properties and/or
were worthless.

48. On July 14, 1982, Rainier Bank issued Rainier Bank Bond No. 233102
(“Bond No. 233102”) to Gina Mosley with right of survivorship (“registered owner”) for
funds deposited with the bank in the principal amount of $1,252.94. Bond No. 233102
was issued by the Redmond Branch of Rainier Bank. Plaintiff Gina Pawolski’s maiden

name is Gina Mosley. Bond No. 233102 is attached to this First Amended Complaint as
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Exhibit 4. Bond 233102 has not been paid or redeemed. Plaintiff Pawolski has the right to
redeem the Bond.

49.  Rainier Bank never gave Plaintiff Pawolski notice that Bond No. 233102
was not being renewed. Rainier Bank never gave Plaintiff Pawolski notice that it
considered Bond No. 233102, or the funds behind the Bond, to be abandoned. Rainier
Bank never escheated Bond No. 233102, or the funds behind the Bond, to the State of
Washington.

50.  Defendant Banks never gave Plaintiff Pawolski notice that Bond
No. 233102 was not being renewed. Defendant Banks never gave Plaintiff Pawolski
notice that it considered Bond No. 233102, or the funds behind the Bond, to be
abandoned. Defendant Banks never escheated Bond No. 233102, or the funds behind the
Bond, to the State of Washington. One of the Defendant Banks is still in possession of the
principal and interest owed on Bond No. 233102.

51.  In the August of 2018, Plaintiff Pawolski made a demand upon U.S. Bank
to honor Bond No. 233102. U.S. Bank refused to honor the Bond. U.S. Bank knowingly

misrepresented to Plaintiff Pawolski that it was not responsible for payment of the Bond.

52.  Plaintiff Pawolski spent time and money investigating U.S. Banks’
misrepresentations.
53. U.S. Bank knew, or should have known, about Bonds issued by Rainier

Bank. In January of 2019, it was sued by three different bond holders for U.S. Bank’s
failure to redeem Bonds issued by Rainier Bank. Defendant U.S. Bank knew, or should
have known, about the validity of Rainier Bank Bonds. After being made aware of their
obligation on Bonds issued by Rainier Bank, Defendant U.S. Bank continued a policy of
misinforming holders that the Bonds had escheated to unclaimed properties and/or

were worthless. Defendant Banks hold the money deposited by Plaintiffs and the
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members of the class by way of merger and purchase of Seattle-First and/or Rainier

Bank.

VI. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

FIRST CLAIM:
BREACH OF CONTRACT

54.  Plaintiffs re-allege all paragraphs above.

55.  Seattle-First and Rainier Bank entered into valid written contracts with the
registered owners of Bonds. As part of those written contracts, Seattle-First and Rainier
Bank accepted cash deposits from the registered owners in exchange for instruments
issued to the registered owners.

56.  Defendant Banks acquired the liability on certain Bonds, including those
of Plaintiffs and the class.

57.  Defendant Banks breached the contracts with Plaintiffs and the class by
refusing to redeem and pay the balance of the Bonds, plus interest. Defendant Banks and
their predecessors have not provided any notices to the registered owners, transferees
or their beneficiaries that the Bonds would not be renewed, that they were dormant, or
that any funds were being escheated to the State of Washington.

58.  In breaching the contracts with Plaintiffs and the class, Defendant Banks
also breached the contractual covenants of good faith and fair dealing that they owed
Plaintiffs and the class as a party to the contracts.

59.  Defendant Banks are liable to Plaintiffs and the class for the principal
amounts of the Bonds as well as all interest accrued since their issuances.

60.  Defendant Banks’ breach of the contracts caused Plaintiffs and the class to
suffer foreseeable damages. From the outset of the contracts, it was foreseeable that

breaches would cause direct and consequential damages to Plaintiffs and the class,
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including, but not limited to, loss of principal, loss of interest, attorneys’ fees, and related

costs of litigation, all in amounts to be proven at trial.

SECOND CLAIM:
VIOLATION OF THE WASHINGTON CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT

61.  Plaintiffs re-allege all the paragraphs above.

62. The actions, practices, and omissions of Defendant Banks constitutes unfair
and deceptive acts and/or practices in the conduct of trade and commerce that affects
the public interest within the meaning of the Washington Consumer Protection Act,
RCW 19.86.

63.  Many of the Rainer Bank Bonds state on their face that the funds shall be
withdrawn “upon presentation and surrender of this Rainier BankBond.” No other
terms are stated as an alternative procedure for withdrawing the funds. Likewise, the
Seattle-First Bonds provide that “[t]hese funds may be withdrawn by the registered
owner by presenting and surrendering this Certificate to the issuing branch....”

64.  Plaintiffs have fully complied with all the steps necessary to redeem the
Bonds. Defendant Banks have refused to redeem the Bonds of Plaintiffs and the class by
making up erroneous theories in the absence of any evidence that one of its predecessors
may have followed unwritten and unpublished rules unknown to Plaintiffs by
redeeming the Bonds without requiring the surrender of the original certificate.

65.  Defendant Banks’ adoption of policies and practices to refuse redemption
by Washington State holders without investigation into their individual instruments is
an unfair business practice.

66.  Defendant Banks’ conduct of telling Plaintiffs and the class that their
instruments have no value is an unfair business practice. Defendant Banks’ conduct of
telling Plaintiffs and the class that their money from the instruments was sent to

Washington State’s unclaimed property division is an unfair business practice.
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67.  Defendant Banks’ position that they do not have to fulfill the terms of the
contracts with Plaintiffs solely because they speculate, without any evidence, that they
may have followed procedures contrary to the terms printed on the face of the
instruments certificate is an unfair business practice.

68.  Defendant Banks have uniformly refused to pay other substantially similar
bond holders in Washington State. Defendant Banks have no evidence to support their
non-payment position. Their refusal to redeem the instruments based upon an
unpublicized change in the rules from those printed on the face of the instruments is an
unfair business practice. The instruments were purposely structured to renew
automatically, with no termination date so that consumers could leave their money on
deposit with the bank indefinitely.

69.  When a consumer has kept their bond funds at a bank for an extended
period, just as the terms of the bank bonds and certificates encouraged, but is denied
redemption because a bank has not retained the records for that account, the burden for
the costs of enforcing the contract should fall on the bank. It would have been a simple
and inexpensive matter for the Defendant Banks to have retained the records for any
bond accounts for which the original bond certificates were not surrendered. For its own
reasons Defendant Banks, or their predecessors, apparently chose not to retain those
records, or any other records regarding the registered owner’s account. The Defendant
Banks cannot use their own business decision not to retain records as the basis for
denying a valid consumer claim supported by the customers’ records that the bank
pledged to rely upon. To do so is an unfair business practice.

70.  Defendant Banks’ responses to Plaintiffs” attempts to redeem their Bonds
are per se misrepresentations. The Bonds and/ or certificates state the rules and process
for redemption. When Plaintiffs, and other persons similar to them in Washington State,

complied with those rules, Defendant Banks refused to pay and deceptively and
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wrongfully informed the Plaintiffs and other class members that their instruments had
escheated to unclaimed properties and/or had no value. This type of unfair business
practice toward consumers is exactly what the Washington Consumer Protection Act
was designed to prevent.

71.  As a direct and proximate result of Defendant Banks” violations of the
Consumer Protection Act, Plaintiffs and the class have suffered damages, including but
not limited to loss of principal and interest, attorneys’ fees, and related costs of litigation,
all in amounts to be proven at trial.

72.  These actions by Defendant Banks have affected the public interest. Seattle-
First and Rainier Bank issued thousands of similar other bonds to other people.
Defendant Banks have adopted a uniform policy of refusing to redeem those instruments
when presented with the original bond certificate.

VIl. DEMAND FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs requests that this Court:

1. Certify this case as a class action, designate named Plaintiffs Douglas,
Isabell, Carlon and Pawolski as class representatives, and designate SIRIANNI YOUTZ
SPOONEMORE HAMBURGER PLLC, Richard E. Spoonemore and Chris R. Youtz, and
ATTORNEY WEST SEATTLE, Eric J. Harrison as class counsel;

2. Enter judgment in favor of Plaintiffs and the class and against Defendant
Banks for their failure to comply with the terms of the bonds or certificates issued by its
predecessors, Rainer Bank and Seattle-First;

3. Enter judgment in favor of Plaintiffs and the class and against Defendant
Banks for their violation of the Washington Consumer Protection Act;

4. Enjoin Defendant Banks from refusing to honor bonds and/or certificates

issued by their predecessors;

5. Award Plaintiffs and the class their attorneys’ fees and costs; and
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6. Award such other relief as is just and proper.

DATED: December 20, 2019.

SIRTANNIYOUTZ
SPOONEMORE HAMBURGER PLLC

By: _/s/ Richard E. Spoonemore

By: _/s/ Chris R. Youtz

Richard E. Spoonemore (WSBA #21833)

Chris R. Youtz (WSBA #7786)

3101 Western Avenue, Suite 350

Seattle, WA 98121

Tel. (206) 223-0303; Fax (206) 223-0246

Email: cyoutz@sylaw.com
rspoonemore@sylaw.com

ATTORNEY WEST SEATTLE

By: _/s/ Eric |. Harrison

Eric J. Harrison (WSBA #46129)
5400 California Ave. SW

Seattle, WA 98136

Tel. (206) 388-8092

Email: eric@attorneywestseattle.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs
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1. WITHDRAWAL. The funds deposited and any unpaid interest will be paid to the registered owney
registered owner by presenting and surrendering this Certificate to the issuing branch on the rgaturity date or within 10 days after that date.

2. EARLY WITHDRAWAL. The registered owner has contracted to keep his/her funds on daposit until maturity. The funds on deposit may not be withdrawn
prior to maturity except that the Bank may, at its option, allow a withdrawal prior to maturity at some ather time subject to a penalty on the amount
withdrawn as required by federal regulation or Bank policy. The following penalty or penalties are applicable:

K Maturity of one year or less. If withdrawal takes place prior to the maturity dats, three months of interest will be forfeited, (regardiess of how much
interest has been earned). :

1 Maturity of more than one year. If withdrawal takes place prior to the maturity dats, six months of interest will be forfeited, (regardless of how much
interest has been earned). !
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on withdrawal. These funds may be withdrawn by the

A deduction for the required penalty may be made from any principal due on early withdrawal,
3. INTEREST. While on deposit, interest will be eamed at the rate stated above. Interast will be computad and paid or credited as follows:
1 Simple interest. Interest will not bs compounded.
01 Paid at maturity.
1 Credited to a checking or savings account at this Banic. (1 Quartarly or LI Monthly
(1 Paid by cashiers check. [] Quarterly or [1 Monthly
W Compounded daily.
g Added to balance quarterly and paid at maturity.
1 Credited to a checking or savings account at this Bank. (1 Quarterly or C1 Monthly
1 Paid by cashiers check. 01 Quarterly or L1 Monthly

Nolinterest will be paid after maturity unless this Investment Certificate is automatically renewed according to the provisions found in item 7,
below.

4 CALCULATIONS
K All calculations on the computation of interest will be done using a 360-day year.

0O Other rate calculations: .. .

5. GOVERNMENT AND BANK RULES AND REGULATIONS. This Certificate is a time cerlificate of deposit and is subject to all present and future
applicable rules and regulations issued by the Bank and by the government agencies regulating the Bank. The Bank’s rules and regulations are available
at the issuing Branch.

6. NON-NEGOTIABLE. This Certificate is non-negotiable. Change of ownership is only effective when the registered owner personally or in writing requests
the change from the issuing Branch and the change is reflected on the records of that Branch.

7. AUTOMATIC RENEWAL. This Certificate will be renewed for successive maturity periods of the minimum term then in affect for this type Certificate unless
(1) the funds on deposit are withdrawn at any maturity date or within ten days theraafter, or (2) the Bank at its option gives notice prior to any maturity date
that it will not renew. The rate of interest paid for each renewal period will be the rate being paid by the Bank on the maturity date of the immediately
preceding maturity period for this lype Certificate. However, the Bank may change the terms and conditions for any renewal period by notifiing the
registerad owner prior to renewal. \

8. MAILING ADDRESS AND CORRESPONDENCE. Any notices or payments of principal or interast which the Bank mails to the registered owner will be
mailed to the last address shown on the records of the issuing Branch of the Bank. Any change of address or other correspondence concerning this
Certificate must be mailed to the issuing Branch.

9. AMOUNT OF DEPOSIT. The amount shown above does not reflect any withdrawals which are recorded on the racords of the issuing Branch.

10. ADDITIONAL CONDITIONS:

NON-NEGOTIABLE - NON-TRANSFERABLE




Case 2:20-cv-00193 Document 1-1 Filed 02/07/20 Page 24 of 27

Exhibit 3



a._s_.-ll!oatcafais_lacsaio.:.!!s !_..l
._i 8 Iy SINL TTVMINEN

oq jjeys A
" il Ul O @ eyl | iBUype o)

130 aANDaxg jai ® _._u..._._.ﬁ..ﬁ.. v taang | Jaqo; 2'1'a’4 H38WaW ung cle .I!.‘e_ﬂa.a!!:i -u’-gsgu..ei
L i - a2
S ﬁ ¥ s 18 UMEIRY M JUNOWE 4] U0 'POUINE UBSG BARY PINOD
| | ! :..u%d-!.!iii.:aoﬁn:-i!_
“reak BudliEyl AIoW SEM B P U0 PO
jueg |euciiep 1eiuley pij uﬂagu3§gﬁi o.acn.r!ss._.!s_-_!ﬂ
a1 Buinss| aul i gy 10 S
O] pajpew Jo Ajevosiad uanb 3g 1ENW puogyuER Jeuiey siyl Buiuwiesauns asuspuadsanon o y 3 __l_i.l-!t!l _—oioce.'!ztz-i .-itu '.t :
Jaylo 1o ssaippe jo abueys Auy juas DS wvaym Buipuig pawsap 8g ||Pys pue spiaDal - :
2,800 BuInss| aul U0 UMOWS SS3:PDE 158| BY) O PajIEW ag |pm 1aum paiaisiBiay sul o) SMO)|0) 58 z_!Eon . -eo__-__._n! _éﬂg:u ﬁnﬁﬁg MS Joud E:uﬂ
yuig ol AQ papew 1saseiul so (edpuud jo sjuawAed jo saonou Auy “§S3HAAY DNIIVIN rt:__“_.ﬂﬁlu | s Ll -!___. ) ) i h-.h.rguz‘iiﬁgg £
pouad Ajungw Aue jo Aep jsi) iisodap uo spunj ey o Svo!?-!;oi W1 TYMYHOHLIM ATHYE

BY) J0 5B yurE 3 AQ POUILIBIEP SB 89 (1BYS (pepunodwo S| !
10} 1sasmjul BuiEnojea jo spollayy pouad Ajuniew yons Buimojio) pouad Aup uajy ‘8210 BUINSS| 8yl 0) PUDEYUEE JSIUIEY S1U) JO JEPUBLINS pue

uoneuasiud uodn ajep Aluniew Aul BUIMD|0) SAEP LUB) UIYIM IO LD JBuMQ) paiaisiBay

YUy

vy

aU3 Buunp |EMEIPULM & U pouad AlUnIEW AUE S31R BNI0DE [||IM 1SAIAILI ON ajep juswAed
ISEIaIUl |xau 3y o) ajep uswied qns g 10 §) B J0 BJED WO} SN0
Him 15@ia1u) saoqe paijioads Asuanbasj _ucu JBUUBW B4 Ul @1Ep Wuawded 1sasaiul yoes
JeJaumQ pausisibay ayl o) pred ag ||im PeiEdIpU| WRULE jad 8)e) aylIe jSa1aiu) ' LSIHILNI
junowe [ediuud

m_.__m Alprew ayy Jo s|sodap awi) Jo) IS0 USY] WNWINEW 84 §) LoIyM el samiu
WIAIEA B Ulism 11S008p Sl B 01 PUOEYUERE JBUIEY SIY] LUBAUOD (BJUNOLUTE DUE Sa11LINTEW
@il Joy) spsodap swny ajes pexiy vo pied Buiag uayl ajes ay) eyl saybiy s spsodap
S ajes Buidsea yons uo pled uay) 81e) eyl ji ' ARw vondo s e yueg au rsodap aw yans
10 wisy eyl Buunp Alea Yoigsm sajed jsaiaill yiism siisodep awn) Buuayo ‘pouad [eaauss
juanbasgns Aue jo Aep 811 auy Jo s 's) yuBg ayl i ey} ‘papiscly Junowe jediouud
pue Ajunjew sy jo sisodep awl jo) pousd [RMaUS 4INS 1O ABD 1SN B jO 8 yuRg By}
Ag pred usy) 1R WNWIXEW Byl 8g (jeys pouad [emauas Aue Buunp pied ag o) @ied 1saiaiu
aU] "PAMAUAI 8 10U v 1 1Byl ajep Ajunjew Aue o) joud adjou saaib uondo s)i e suRg

20} pied aq |||m [Sasaiul predun 1ng paniooe Aue pur Junolwe |edisujd syl “TYMYHOHLIM

‘joaday) saaded ajdiinw Guowe jsaiaiul Jo 40 BIRISS UR Jo uaeubisep

Aue jo 128y (ebs) ay) 0 S8 AJURLEM 10 Lo BJUSSaIda) OU SaYELW YuRg aly | "aai0 Buinss;
ayl jo spiosa ayl vodn paiajua §) abueys Yons pue puogyueg JBIVIEY SIu) SBsi0pus
Apadoid 1aumg paseisibay sy jpun x:am ay) uodn Buipuig jou 51 JUMWUBISSE J0 .nnqm:m:
YINs sanamoy puogyueg sauiey syl ubisse Jo sajsuri Siaump paisisiBay (1B jo jeyag
uo Aew JaumQ peisisiiey Aue Jeump paseisiBay euo uey) siow Ag uonoe Bulinbai
W0} Ul pasais|Dad S| PUOENUER 18ILIEY SIUl UJIUMm Ul S83uBIsUl 1o} 1da0x3 "dIHSHINMO
HURg a1 pue syueq psodap yons Buenba seouebe [wuawuiencb Ag panss
suonenBas pue sains ajqedidde aining pue [uasaid (B O] UDIIIPPE Ul SWia) 8say) 0] 10elgns
WUBG [BUD| BN JEIUTEY JO 8210 Bunssi syl ylim 1sumg p 4 @yl Ag p P usaq
SBY BAOGE pajEaIpU) JUNOWe ay) jeyl Buiouapiaa lisodep jo 2IEdILED Bl !nn__oue:
-uou Apinjew sidyinu B s puogyueR JaluiEd SIUL CSNOILIONOD ONY SWH3L

ay) (g io pouad |Bmeuss Brissasons Aue 10 pouad [euiBuo syl jo pus ay) saye sAep uay

puogiueg Jaiuiey

prypuviong:

Ampuon ] 08y s,481yse] Aq pred ]
01 paypaid ]
Apsuenp(T]  |edioulid 0} vnvniﬂ :8q 03 juswAey 1saiaiu|
‘winuue lad 9 alel jsalalu|
ale1g Aln Emmmm LLsx $Sa.ppy
UOJBUTYSEN Ksuayp 90BTd STUUY 661

#x0TUSIOATAINS JO YSTY UJTM JUTOLg3ISTIUNI WOL I0 119TJUNIT SUUY JOUIBSHygx
:(s)1aumQ paialsibay ayl 01 ajqeAed

#¥00T/9G pue JUITH AJTJIUL PRIPUNH SUQxx

‘Alienuuy [ Ajenuuy-1weg ]
'O JUNO2DYY

Apayienp 0

Lk ahin kil 8 8 ol

22066 °Pe0 9z

YUy

#%95 .mm.rzm i

EQ6T oL UoJepAimen jo aeg
0861 ¢l Jequegdeg sodeq jo a1e@

%H .ﬂ.mu.ﬁﬁms 01410 mr___...mm_

(ueg) ¥NVE TYNOILYN HIINIVH YHm pajisodep uaaq sey aiay )

wmmmmﬁ aZ |eLag




Case 2:20-cv-00193 Document 1-1 Filed 02/07/20 Page 26 of 27

Exhibit 4



sjueg |euoiie saiuley

‘90
Buinss| ay) 0} pajiew 1o Ajjeuosiad uaalb aq 1snw puogyueg Jeluley siyy Buiuiaouod
90UaPUOdS8II00 JBYI0 10 SSBIpPE J0 aBuBYDd AUy "Juas 0s uaym Buipuiq pawaap aq |IBys
puR SPJ028J §,801)40 BUINSS| 8Y} UO UMOYS SSBIPPE 1SB| 8Y) O} PaJiew 8g (|IM JOUMQ 8U} O}
yueg ay} AQ pajiew }saiajul 1o [edidund jo sjuawAed 1o sad10U )=< ‘$S3HAAY ONITIVIN

JOBIUOD JO SSO| JB}jB SJBAA (G) 8AI} B1BIS BU) O} PAIBAYISS 2q SPUOGHURE JUBWIOP
1BU} S8JINDBI ME| BIRIS “JOUMO BUI UlIM 10BIUOD $350] UBE 8yl LoIum uy pouad Ajuniew
Aue BUIMO||0} SIBaA (E) 291U} 1583 1B SI Ydiym poliad [BMaudl 8y} JO Pud auy) Je Jsauajul
u1ea JabUO| OU ||IM PUE JUBLLIOP SB PaIJISSE|D 8q ||IM puogyueg JeUIBYH SIY L "ADNVIWHOA

‘pouad fiunjew Aue Jo Aep isi1y
ay) Jo se yueg oy} AQ pauiwialep se aq |jeys (papunodwoo S| isesdjul Jayloym ‘ajdwe
-xa 10}) 1sa103ul Bune|Nojed JO spoyla ‘ponad Ajunew yons buimoljo) porad Aep ua)
ay) Buunp [emeIpyIM B U0 ponad Ajunjew Aue Jaje 8nIOO. ||IM1Sa19)ul ON “LSIHILNI

“unowe |ediouud

pue AJunjeWw 91 JO SHSodap 3w} JO) PAISJO USY) WNWIXEW U} SI YdIYMm 81kl 1Salajul

, BulAieA B yim }1s0dap awi) B O] pUOGNUBE JBIUIEY SIY} 1JBAUOD (SJUNOWE pUB Saijiinjew
ay1] 10}) sysodap awn) ajel paxiy uo pred buiaq uay) ajes ay) uey Jaybiy si syisodap awn
ajes Buikiea yons uo pied uay) ajes ay) ji ‘Aew uondo sy i x:u@ 8y} ‘isodap awn yoans
10 w8y 8y} BULINP AJBA YOIUM SBIEBJ 1SBIBJUI L)IM S}ISOdap awi} 5Ulia}jo ‘poliad |emaua)
Juanbasqns Aue Jo Aep }Si1j 8Y) JO SB 'SI YUBE 3U) 4 1BU) ‘PapIA0)d ‘Junowe |ediduud pue

Allenuuy O Alspeno g
Allenuuy-1was AlYuonW g
Aouanbai4 juawAed )saiaju|

JaquinN

adA)
1unoodYy Ue O} pled [
%o8yD Aq pled O
ledioutid 0} pappy &
uondQ isasvju|

wnuue Jad 9, 0C &6 a)elJ }salviu|

0'I'ad’4d H3Ign3In uIyIm yuawAed Joj pajuasaid si)i (e ssajun pouad Ajunjew |eul

Ayunyew ay1| Jo sysodep awiy Joj pouad [emauas yons Jo Aep isily 8y JO Se jueg 8yl Aq
pied uay) 91e) wnwixew ay) aq |jeys pouad [emaual Aue Buunp pied aq O} 8jes jsalajul
8y ‘pPamaual aq 10U ||Im }1 Jey) @1ep Ajunjew Aue o3 Joid aonjou samb uondo sy je yueg
8y} (q 10 pouad [emaual aAISs@ooNs Aue Jo polsad Jeulbuo wcdo pua ay) Jaye skep ue)

110 8y} 03 YiBua| ut lenba
Sa1}1INjeW Juanbasqns J0; maual A|[EDNIBWOINE |M puogyueg Jaluley Siyl “TYMIN3Y

*}1S0dp UD PBUIBWAI BABY UMBIPYIIM SPUN}
ay) awn Jo yibua| ayy jo ssa|pebal ‘siseq 1sase Ul ajdwis e uo peindwoo ‘jisodap
ay) uo pied buiaq 81B1 8Y) 1B UMBIPYIIM JUNOWE 8y} UO 'PauJes usadq 8ARY PINOd
18] JO 'PAUIES 1S8IB}UI JO SYIUOW XIS O} [ENbD |SBA| |B JUNOWE UB Pa}Is}o} 8q
|lBYS 818y} ‘10K 8UO UBY) B10W SEM Alnjew [BUIBLIO 8y} j| J1sOdep uo paulewas
SABY UMBIPYIM SPUNj 98U} 8WI} JO YIBUd| ay) jo Ssajpiebal 'siseq 1saiajul ajdwis
B U0 payndwod ‘Jsodap ay) uo pied Bulaq 81€J Y} 1B UMBIPYIIM JUNOWE 8y}
UO ‘PauIBa U8aq 8ARY P|NOD JBY} JO ‘PBUIES }S&IJUI JO SYIUOW 8a1Y) 03 [enba ises)
18 JUNOWE UB Pa}1a}10} 8q ||BYS 818y} 53| JO Jeak auo sem Ajunjews [euiblio ay) |

:sM0]|0} se Ajjeuad e auinbas suone|nbas [e18pa) JusLIND Bjep AluNjeWw B 0} Joud
$4N220 SPUN) 8Y) JO ||B 10 UoILOd AUB JO [EMEIPYIM J| 'SPUN) 8U) JO JBUMQ UE JO Aduajad
-woou| Jo Juswbpn( Jo Yieap 8y) uodn UMEBIPYIM 8JB SpUN) 8y} uayMm Jdadxa Ajumew
PaIBIS 8Y) 40} }150dap UO SpuNj aU) deax 0} pealbe sey JaUMO Byl “TYMVHAHLIM ATHY3

-@01))0 Buinssi ay) 03 puogyueg Jaiuiey sIyj JO Japualins
pue uonejuasaid uodn ajep Ayunew Aue 6uimo|oy sAep ua) u 10 UO JBUMQ Uue 0}
pred aq |jim 1saJ8jul predun jng paniooe Aue puejunowe |edid Byl "IVMVHAHLIM

“JaumQ 8y) Jo Aljigisuods

-84 89U} SI puOgNURE JalulRY SIU} JO UONE.ISIBaI JO Wa0) AUB JO 1088 D3] BUL J8UMQ BUO
ueyy alow Aq uonoe b 9J WIOJ U1 paia)siBal si}1 uaym 1dadxs SIBUMQ |[B JO }BYaq uo
puogyueg Jaluley sy} Jajsues) ABul J8UMQ AUy HUBE 89U} JO SY00Q BY} UO Paldjua siJajsuel)
BY) PUB }1 S8SI0PUE JaUMQ 8Y) JI AJUO B]GEIBJSUEI] S| puogyUERg JBIUIBH SIUL "dIHSHINMO
‘jueg ay} pue syueq ‘lisodep

yons Bunenbas seiousbe |eyuswuianob Aq panssi suoneinbas pue sajns s|qedljdde
@1nyny pue juase.d |[e O} UONIPPE UI SWIB) 8say) 01}08[qNs yueg [BUOIIEN JoIUIRY JO 8010

hmmwc ULUBQ BUINSSI 8Y) YIIM JBUMQO 8Y) AQ palisodap uaaq Sey 8A0Qe UMOYS Junowe 8y L jisodap Jo

puogruey Iomrey

8180111180 awy 8jqenobau-uou Ajunjew aidniNw e s1 SIYL "SNOILIANOD ANV SWH3L

(soulW)

104 10V SIOUIIA O} SYID Wiojun
21e1S UO}BUIYSEA 8Y3 JBapun
UBIPOISND 8y} SI BAOQE JaUMQ pasaisibay

(selieioijeueg ueamieq diysioniaing jo 1ybiy) A v>
STI3 BTowe sal)Aielolyjoueg
ISFASES. BT d (sa0y1soda@ ussmiaq
diysioainung jo wbiy) ‘q'o'd
diysioaiaing Jo 3yBry INoyum ior
diysioaiaing o ybiy yum wulop
Junoooy a|bulg
uopneubisag diysiaumQ JuNo2y |eUOSIad

9C086  °poOo diz ™ ~ej @IS

Tojuoyg  AMO A5 oAy UOTUQ T[QOgz SSeiPPY

w£9TSOW pAoTT 10 ASTSOW BUIHy
(s)soumQ paJaisibay 8y} o) ajqeAed

¥h6°¢G¢ Lx $SimIoQ

CR6T “yT Kaenuer MUMEN J031eQ
7861 ‘w1 AInr jodedio®eq
puowpay | 22440 Buinss|

vl
34 Y"’F;
P ¥ VA

A

ey
JER Y

H

T LA

b 1)

X

=R a\Ta RTERS 03" IR 05" X

%x00T/%6 PUB OMI A1JT4 PSIPuny 0M], PUBSNOYTL SUQxx
(jueg) YNVE TVNOILYN HIINIVYH UM pelisodap usaq sey alsylL

clleee o

[BEI
) .l....,%.;.. c?.f..;. AAAN Y

ANV

ahhdng

&

i

6

<

A
L
o
p.
-
<
&




JS44 (Rev. 09/19)

Case 2:20-cv-00lﬁﬁﬁcwﬁgsﬁ@ﬁfﬂowm Page 1 of 2

The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service of pleadings or other papers as required by law, except as
provided by local rules of court. This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the
purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet. (SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON NEXT PAGE OF THIS FORM.)

I. (a) PLAINTIFFS

CLAIRE DOUGLAS, MARY JOAN ISABELL, HEATHER CARLON, and
GINA PAWOLSKI, individually, on behalf of similarly situated individuals,

(b) County of Residence of First Listed Plaintiff
(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES)

(C) Attorneys (Firm Name, Address, and Telephone Number)

Sirianni Youtz Spoonmore Hamburger PLLC; 3101 Western Avenue,
Suite 350, Seattle, WA 98121; (206) 223-0303; Attorney West Seattle;
5400 California Ave SW, Suite E, Seattle, WA 98136; (206) 745-3738

DEFENDANTS
BANK OF AMERICA, N.A., U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION,

and KEYCORP, national banking associations,

County of Residence of First Listed Defendant USA
(IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY)

IN LAND CONDEMNATION CASES, USE THE LOCATION OF
THE TRACT OF LAND INVOLVED.

NOTE:

Attorneys (If Known)
Kelly D. Folger; Garrett Williams; Alexandra P Johnston; Shawn J
Larsen-Bright; Shannon McDougald; Trent Latta

II. BASIS OF JURISDICTION (Place an “X” in One Box Only)

III. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES (Place an “X” in One Box for Plaintiff

(For Diversity Cases Only) and One Box for Defendant)

O 1 U.S. Government O 3 Federal Question PTF DEF PTF DEF
Plaintiff (U.S. Government Not a Party) Citizen of This State X1 O 1 Incorporated or Principal Place o4 04
of Business In This State
3 2 U.S. Government X 4 Diversity Citizen of Another State a2 X 2 Incorporated and Principal Place as5 04as
Defendant (Indicate Citizenship of Parties in Item III) of Business In Another State
Citizen or Subject of a a3 O 3 Foreign Nation g6 06
Foreign Country
IV. NATURE OF SUIT (Piace an “X” in One Box Only) Click here for: Nature of Suit Code Descriptions.
| CONTRACT TORTS FORFEITURE/PENALTY BANKRUPTCY OTHER STATUTES ]
O 110 Insurance PERSONAL INJURY PERSONAL INJURY |3 625 Drug Related Seizure 3 422 Appeal 28 USC 158 O 375 False Claims Act
3 120 Marine 3 310 Airplane O 365 Personal Injury - of Property 21 USC 881 |3 423 Withdrawal 3 376 Qui Tam (31 USC
3 130 Miller Act 3 315 Airplane Product Product Liability [ 690 Other 28 USC 157 3729(a))
O 140 Negotiable Instrument Liability O 367 Health Care/ O 400 State Reapportionment
3 150 Recovery of Overpayment | (3 320 Assault, Libel & Pharmaceutical PROPERTY RIGHTS 3 410 Antitrust
& Enforcement of Judgment Slander Personal Injury O 820 Copyrights O 430 Banks and Banking
O 151 Medicare Act 3 330 Federal Employers’ Product Liability 3 830 Patent 3 450 Commerce
[ 152 Recovery of Defaulted Liability 3 368 Asbestos Personal [ 835 Patent - Abbreviated [ 460 Deportation
Student Loans 3 340 Marine Injury Product New Drug Application |3 470 Racketeer Influenced and
(Excludes Veterans) 3 345 Marine Product Liability 1 840 Trademark Corrupt Organizations
O 153 Recovery of Overpayment Liability PERSONAL PROPERTY LABOR SOCIAL SECURITY 3 480 Consumer Credit
of Veteran’s Benefits 3 350 Motor Vehicle 3 370 Other Fraud 3 710 Fair Labor Standards [ 861 HIA (1395ff) (15 USC 1681 or 1692)
3 160 Stockholders’ Suits 3 355 Motor Vehicle 3 371 Truth in Lending Act 3 862 Black Lung (923) 3 485 Telephone Consumer
X 190 Other Contract Product Liability [ 380 Other Personal 3 720 Labor/Management 3 863 DIWC/DIWW (405(g)) Protection Act
[ 195 Contract Product Liability |3 360 Other Personal Property Damage Relations [ 864 SSID Title XVI [ 490 Cable/Sat TV
[ 196 Franchise Injury O 385 Property Damage O 740 Railway Labor Act 3 865 RSI (405(g)) O 850 Securities/Commodities/
3 362 Personal Injury - Product Liability 3 751 Family and Medical Exchange
Medical Malpractice Leave Act 3 890 Other Statutory Actions
| REAL PROPERTY CIVIL RIGHTS PRISONER PETITIONS | 790 Other Labor Litigation FEDERAL TAX SUITS 3 891 Agricultural Acts
0 210 Land Condemnation 3 440 Other Civil Rights Habeas Corpus: 3 791 Employee Retirement 3 870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff 3 893 Environmental Matters
3 220 Foreclosure O 441 Voting O 463 Alien Detainee Income Security Act or Defendant) [ 895 Freedom of Information
3 230 Rent Lease & Ejectment O 442 Employment 3 510 Motions to Vacate [ 871 IRS—Third Party Act
3 240 Torts to Land 3 443 Housing/ Sentence 26 USC 7609 3 896 Arbitration
3 245 Tort Product Liability Accommodations O 530 General 3 899 Administrative Procedure
3 290 All Other Real Property O 445 Amer. w/Disabilities - | O 535 Death Penalty IMMIGRATION Act/Review or Appeal of
Employment Other: O 462 Naturalization Application Agency Decision
3 446 Amer. w/Disabilities - | O 540 Mandamus & Other |3 465 Other Immigration 3 950 Constitutionality of
Other 3 550 Civil Rights Actions State Statutes
3 448 Education 3 555 Prison Condition
3 560 Civil Detainee -
Conditions of
Confinement

V. ORIGIN (Place an “X” in One Box Only)

O 1 Original

Proceeding

X2 Removed from
State Court

O 3 Remanded from
Appellate Court

[ 4 Reinstated or

O 6 Multidistrict
Litigation -
Transfer

3 8 Multidistrict
Litigation -
Direct File

O 5 Transferred from
Another District
(specify)

Reopened

VI. CAUSE OF ACTION

28 U.S.C. 1332

Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing (Do not cite jurisdictional statutes unless diversity):

Brief description of cause:

Diversity - Breach of Contract

VII. REQUESTED IN

(3 CHECK IF THIS IS A CLASS ACTION

DEMAND $ CHECK YES only if demanded in complaint:

COMPLAINT: UNDER RULE 23, F.R.Cv.P. JURY DEMAND: O Yes XNo
VIII. RELATED CASE(S) ‘ A
IF ANY (Seemstrctions): 1 DGE DOCKET NUMBER
DATE SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD
02/07/2020 /s/Shannon L. McDougald
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
RECEIPT # AMOUNT APPLYING IFP JUDGE MAG. JUDGE
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR ATTORNEYS COMPLETING CIVIL COVER SHEET FORM JS 44
Authority For Civil Cover Sheet

The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filings and service of pleading or other papers as
required by law, except as provided by local rules of court. This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is
required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet. Consequently, a civil cover sheet is submitted to the Clerk of
Court for each civil complaint filed. The attorney filing a case should complete the form as follows:

L.(a)

)

©

II.

I11.

Iv.

VL

VII.

VIIIL.

Plaintiffs-Defendants. Enter names (last, first, middle initial) of plaintiff and defendant. If the plaintiff or defendant is a government agency, use
only the full name or standard abbreviations. If the plaintiff or defendant is an official within a government agency, identify first the agency and
then the official, giving both name and title.

County of Residence. For each civil case filed, except U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county where the first listed plaintiff resides at the
time of filing. In U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county in which the first listed defendant resides at the time of filing. (NOTE: In land
condemnation cases, the county of residence of the "defendant" is the location of the tract of land involved.)

Attorneys. Enter the firm name, address, telephone number, and attorney of record. If there are several attorneys, list them on an attachment, noting
in this section "(see attachment)".
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