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EXHIBIT  

A. 

Washington Code of Judicial 

Conduct Rule 2.11 

“Judicial Canon” 

 



RULE 2.11 
Disqualification 

(A) A judge shall disqualify himself or herself in any proceeding in which the judge’s impartiality might 
reasonably be questioned, including but not limited to the following circumstances: 

(1) The judge has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party or a party’s lawyer, or personal 
knowledge of facts that are in dispute in the proceeding. 

(2) The judge knows that the judge, the judge’s spouse or domestic partner, or a person within the 
third degree of relationship to either of them, or the spouse or domestic partner of such a person is: 

(a) a party to the proceeding, or an officer, director, general partner, managing member, or trustee of 
a party; 

(b) acting as a lawyer in the proceeding; 

(c) a person who has more than a de minimis interest that could be substantially affected by the 
proceeding; or 

(d) likely to be a material witness in the proceeding. 

(3) The judge knows that he or she, individually or as a fiduciary, or the judge’s spouse, domestic 
partner, parent, or child, or any other member of the judge’s family residing in the judge’s household, 
has an economic interest in the subject matter in controversy or in a party to the proceeding. 

(4) [Reserved] 

(5) The judge, while a judge or a judicial candidate, has made a public statement, other than in a 
court proceeding, judicial decision, or opinion, that commits the judge to reach a particular result or 
rule in a particular way in the proceeding or controversy. 

(6) The judge: 

(a) served as a lawyer in the matter in controversy, or was associated with a lawyer who participated 
substantially as a lawyer or a material witness in the matter during such association; 

(b) served in governmental employment, and in such capacity participated personally and substantially 
as a public official concerning the proceeding, or has publicly expressed in such capacity an opinion 
concerning the merits of the particular matter in controversy; 

(c) was a material witness concerning the matter; or 

(d) previously presided as a judge over the matter in another court. 

(B) A judge shall keep informed about the judge’s personal and fiduciary economic interests, and make 
a reasonable effort to keep informed about the personal economic interests of the judge’s spouse or 
domestic partner and minor children residing in the judge’s household. 

(C) A judge disqualified by the terms of Rule 2.11(A)(2) or Rule 2.11(A)(3) may, instead of withdrawing 
from the proceeding, disclose on the record the basis of the disqualification. If, based on such 
disclosure, the parties and lawyers, independently of the judge's participation, all agree in writing or 



on the record that the judge's relationship is immaterial or that the judge's economic interest is de 
minimis, the judge is no longer disqualified, and may participate in the proceeding. When a party is not 
immediately available, the judge may proceed on the assurance of the lawyer that the party's consent 
will be subsequently given. 

(D) A judge may disqualify himself or herself if the judge learns by means of a timely motion by a party 
that an adverse party has provided financial support for any of the judge’s judicial election campaigns 
within the last six years in an amount that causes the judge to conclude that his or her impartiality 
might reasonably be questioned. In making this determination the judge should consider: 

(1) the total amount of financial support provided by the party relative to the total amount of the 
financial support for the judge’s election, 

(2) the timing between the financial support and the pendency of the matter, and 

(3) any additional circumstances pertaining to disqualification. 

Comment 

[1] Under this Rule, a judge is disqualified whenever the judge’s impartiality might reasonably be 
questioned, regardless of whether any of the specific provisions of paragraphs (A)(1) through (5) apply. 
In many jurisdictions in Washington, the term “recusal” is used interchangeably with the term 
“disqualification.” 

[2] A judge’s obligation not to hear or decide matters in which disqualification is required applies 
regardless of whether a motion to disqualify is filed. 

[3] The rule of necessity may override the rule of disqualification. For example, a judge might be 
required to participate in judicial review of a judicial salary statute, or might be the only judge 
available in a matter requiring immediate judicial action, such as a hearing on probable cause or a 
temporary restraining order. In matters that require immediate action, the judge must disclose on the 
record the basis for possible disqualification and make reasonable efforts to transfer the matter to 
another judge as soon as practicable. 

[4] The fact that a lawyer in a proceeding is affiliated with a law firm with which a relative of the 
judge is affiliated does not itself disqualify the judge. If, however, the judge’s impartiality might 
reasonably be questioned under paragraph (A), or the relative is known by the judge to have an 
interest in the law firm that could be substantially affected by the proceeding under paragraph 
(A)(2)(c), the judge’s disqualification is required. 

[5] A judge should disclose on the record information that the judge believes the parties or their 
lawyers might reasonably consider relevant to a possible motion for disqualification, even if the judge 
believes there is no basis for disqualification. 

[6] “Economic interest,” as set forth in the Terminology section, means ownership of more than a de 
minimis legal or equitable interest. Except for situations in which a judge participates in the 
management of such a legal or equitable interest, or the interest could be substantially affected by the 
outcome of a proceeding before a judge, it does not include: 

(1) an interest in the individual holdings within a mutual or common investment fund; 



(2) an interest in securities held by an educational, religious, charitable, fraternal, or civic 
organization in which the judge or the judge’s spouse, domestic partner, parent, or child serves as a 
director, officer, advisor, or other participant; 

(3) a deposit in a financial institution or deposits or proprietary interests the judge may maintain as a 
member of a mutual savings association or credit union, or similar proprietary interests; or 

(4) an interest in the issuer of government securities held by the judge. 

[7] [Reserved] 

[8] [Reserved] 

 



 

 

EXHIBIT  

B. 

Letter from Washington AG to 

Plaintiff Hupy dated 3-1-2013 

 







 

 

EXHIBIT  

C. 

PRA Request Responsive 

Documents Fees Paid at 

Request of Judge Linda “CJ” 

Lee 

 













 

 

EXHIBIT  

D. 

PRA Request Responsive 

Documents Fees Paid KCSC 

and Judge Downes name as 

“Secretary” 

 













 

 

EXHIBIT  

E. 

PDC Lobbying Form L3 Tom 

Parker / AOC and/or Unlawful 

Association of Judges’ 



























 

 

EXHIBIT  

F. 

RCW 2.16.010 and Laws of 

1933 Chapter 58 Judicial 

Association Creation 

Authorization 



6/27/2014 RCW 2.16.010: Association created.

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=2.16.010# 1/1

RCW 2.16.010

Association created.

All the judges of the superior courts of the state of Washington are hereby associated under the name of
the association of the superior court judges of the state of Washington.

[1933 ex.s. c 58 § 1; RRS § 11051-1.]













 

 

EXHIBIT  

G. 

Thurston County Superior Case 

SCJA v. Fulton Complaint 











 

 

EXHIBIT  

H. 

Thurston County Superior Case 

SCJA v. Fulton Case 

Assignment  





 

 

EXHIBIT  

I. 

Thurston County Superior Case 

SCJA v. Fulton Final Judgment   







 

 

EXHIBIT  

J. 

SCJA UBI Number, SCJA IRS 

EIN Number, SCJA USPS PO 

Box    











 

 

EXHIBIT  

K. 

Communication from 

Washington State Supreme 

Court Chief Justice Barbara 

Madsen and Plaintiff Hupy  



6/27/2014 Outlook.com Print Message

https://snt148.mail.live.com/ol/mail.mvc/PrintMessages?mkt=en-us 1/3

ClosePrint

RE: Donation to the Board Of Judicial Administration Account

From:  Keown, Julie (Julie.Keown@courts.wa.gov) on behalf of Madsen, Justice Barbara A.

(J_B.Madsen@courts.wa.gov)

Sent: Wed 7/11/12 6:32 PM

To: Christopher Hupy (amakirkland@hotmail.com)

Cc: Dietz, Callie (Callie.Dietz@courts.wa.gov); Marler, Dirk (Dirk.Marler@courts.wa.gov); McAleenan,

Mellani (Mellani.McAleenan@courts.wa.gov)

Mr. Hupy:

 

Thank you for your kind offer to donate to the Board for Judicial Administration’s fund.  As you know, this

fund is comprised of voluntary, out-of-pocket contributions from judges.  To date, the BJA has not accepted
public donations, and doing so now would add a layer of complexity that we are not equipped to handle. 

However, we appreciate the offer of support and I would like to direct you to a different option, to support the

work of the courts.  

 

The Campaign for Equal Justice and the Legal Aid for Washington Fund (the LAW Fund) was created in 1991

by three leaders in the Washington State Bar Association. Since then, it has been able to contribute over $7

million to support civil legal aid programs in Washington State.  The programs are founded on the premise that

access to the justice system should be a reality for everyone—not just for those who can afford a lawyer.  To
learn more about the work of the Campaign for Equal Justice and the LAW Fund, see www.c4ej.org.

 

Again, thank you for your offer.  We appreciate your support in the advancement of justice. 

 

Barbara Madsen

 

From: Christopher Hupy [mailto:amakirkland@hotmail.com] 

Sent: Friday, July 06, 2012 12:04 PM

To: Dietz, Callie; McAleenan, Mellani; Marler, Dirk; Madsen, Justice Barbara A.

Subject: Donation to the Board Of Judicial Administration Account

javascript:window.close();
javascript:window.print();
http://www.c4ej.org/
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BJA Chairperson Chief Justice Madsen,

 

I have enjoyed engaging in civic activities by attending the monthly BJA meetings this year, thank you for making me

feel welcome.

 

I would like information on how to make a financial contribution to the "Private/off the official books" bank account

maintained by the Board of Judicial Administration, which I understand to be wholly funded by donations (a recent

response by the AOC indicates no public and/or private grants have been awarded to the BJA so I assume all

donations into the BJA account have been private entities and/or individuals which I am one). I am very interested in

the advancement of the Judicial issues, on a individual Superior Court basis and as a whole and I know a sizable

cash donation would help further this goal.

 

I have seen statements that this account has a balance of $10,000-$20,000 as a norm, I would expect at this point

my donation would fall in the middle to lower end of that number, and if need be I can approach the Board of

Directors of Washington Domestic Violence Commission about possibly getting a contribution from

that organization as well. As president of that Washington Non Profit I know they share the same passionate desire

for the advancement of Judicial issues as I personally do, so I don't think it would take too much prodding to open

their checkbook as well.

 

I am looking forward to playing a small but meaningful part of the Board of Judicial Administration success.

 

I have included several persons on this correspondence including AOC staff and the known signers of the account in

question, please respond as soon as possible so we can collaborate to make 2012 a year of change for the

Washington Courts.

 

I await your response as to the details of this (hopefully these) donations.

 

With all respect due,  

Christopher J. Hupy

6018 Norma Beach Road

Edmonds, WA 98026
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503-931-4991

and

Christopher J. Hupy, President

Washington Domestic Violence Commission 

 

This email communication may contain CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION WHICH ALSO MAY BE LEGALLY PRIVILEGED and is intended only for

the use of the intended recipients identified above. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are hereby notified

that any unauthorized review, use, dissemination, distribution, downloading, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you

have received this communication in error, please immediately notify me by reply email, delete the communication and destroy all copies.



 

 

EXHIBIT  

L. 

Declaration of Plaintiff 

Christopher Hupy  









 

 

EXHIBIT  

M. 

Declaration of Plaintiff Thomas 

Bret Haggerty  
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