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COUNTY <1 ERK OFFICE
FILED (0CY

g SROERSON !
SAN JUAN L0uk{Ty, WASHINGTON |

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 1}

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN JUAN 1
THE LAW OFFICES OF JAMES P. GRIFO, LLC, | No. 19-2-05179-28
a Washington State Limited Liability, ef al., !

Plaintiff, ORDER TO UNSEAL THE
v. FEBRUARY 17, 2023 ACCOUNTH\‘IG
WITHOUT REDACTION |
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF STATE,
COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES, a

|

l

labor union, et al. Clerk's Action Required i
3 AE ] l

|

[

Defendants.

On February 3, 2023 this Court entered an Order Granting AFSCME/Local 114/Walter
Blair’s Motion for Accountmg and ordered the Law Office of James P. Grifo and the Law Ofﬁ%es of
Nicholas Power (“the Attorney Plaintiffs”) to file an accounting within 14 days. The order dlr:ected
the Attorney Plaintiffs to file the accounting under seal, and provided that the Court would co%:duct

an in camera review in order to redact any confidential client information protected by RPC 1‘6.
E
I
The Attorney Plaintiffs complied, and filed the accounting under seal on February 17, 2023.

The Court has reviewed that accounting in camera and concludes that it contains only information

regarding payments and disbursements; it contains no substantive entries regarding work or
|

communications. |
|

The accounting provided by the Plaintiff Attorneys contains information regarding paytjnents
by Local 114, as well as by Local 1849 and J. (Jael) Komac. While this Court has not res%:lved
whether Local 1849 and Ms. Komac were clients of the Plaintiff Attorneys, even if they were hot, I

conclude that such payment information is not protected by RPC 1.6, nor is it protected bEy the

attorney-client privilege. See RPC 1.8(f)(3), State v. Sheppard, 52 Wn. App. 707, 711, 713-14;, 763
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P.2d 1232 (1988); see also Stewart Guar. Co. v. Sterling Sav. Bank, 178 Wn.2d 561, 58,311P.3d |
(2013). Indeed, in response to AFSME/Local 114/Walter Blairs Motion for Accounting, ancfi at the
hearing on the same, neither the Attorney Plaintiffs nor any other party rebutted the movants’
assertion that the identity of third party payors and information regarding payments by third party
payors is not protected as confidential information relating to the representation of a client. Likewise,
l

neither the Attorney Plaintiffs nor any other party asserted that the source or manner of payrﬁent of

fees was protected by the attorney-client privilege or RPC 1.6.

Therefore, ] HEREBY ORDER the Clerk to unseal the pleading entitled “Accqunting

Pursuant to Court’s Order of February 3, 2023” that was filed on February 17, 2023.

DATED: Marth | 2023 L el S S

Judge Kathryn C. Loring
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