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Honorable Jmnes E. Rogers 
Trial Date: June ,t, 2018 

SUPERJ[OR COURT OF W ASHH~GTOl\f: 
FOR KING COUNTY 

STACY TRUSSLER, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

Case No.: 16-2-30183-,5 SEA 

[PRO:POSl:D] ~llJUG·1\1UF.:J~T ON. ,JlJRY 
·v·:EHUJ[C'][' AGAINST ']rJE[E, STATE 01? 
vv ASEm,rGTON 

13 THE ST1\.TE OF VlASHlNGTON, 
Clerk's Action Required 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Defendant. 

Judg:rnent Creditor: Stacy Trussler 

Judgment Creditor's Attorney: The Sheridan Law Firm, P.S. 

Judgment Debtor: State of Washington 

Judgment Amount: $ \ J Z.Ot:> J tnJJ • ~ 
-Prejudgment Interest: To be detennined at a later date, if a.ppHcable 

and appropriate .. 

.A:ttomey Frees and Costs:. To be determined upon the filing of a fee 
petition on a date which vviH be set by Court 
order. The ten-day time limit for filing an 
attorney fi::e petition under CR. 54(d)(2) shall 
not apply to th~s case. 

JUDGMENT ON JURY VERDICT AGAINST nrn 
STATE OF WASHINGTON- 1 

THE SHEPJDAN LA.'W FIRM:, P.S. 
Attorneys at Lari.v 

Hoge Building, Suite 1200 
705 Second A venue 
Seattle~ WA 98104-

Tel: 206--381--5949 Fax: 206-447--9206 
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THIS MATTER came on regularly before this Court for a trial with a jury hdd on 

June -~i.-through 2 b 2018. Plaintiff Stacy Trussler was represented by John P. 

Sheridan and Mark Vt/. Rose of the Sheridan Law Firm, P .. S., and Defondrurt the State of 

Washington, was by Assistant .Attorneys General Scott Barbara and Alexander Foster•• 

Brm;vn. 

Consistent 'with the Verdict Form; which is attached, the Court tmters judgmeJi1t in 

fue amount of$ J / 2P /J) /)-,;D, k~ ~ Pre-judgment interest, if applicable and 

apprnp:riat,:i, wiH be deten11ined at a later date. Attorney foes and costs shaH be addressed 

separately upon the filing of a foe petition., vvhich wiH bt~ filed in accordance 'with a briefing 

sche:du1e to be proposed by the parties and set by the Court, or through the submission of a 

stipulated order and judgment. The ten--day time limit for filing an attorney fee petition 

under CR 54(d)(2) shall not apply to this case. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this u day of j V,A.J--<...._ 

t~ )l1' 
,,,,,,...,.,. • ...- . .,,,,,,,• .1· 

,: ...... ~~ sr.:=n•""'"' .. _. 

' . '., 

.,.. . .. ,, . . . , . . . . , ifonorable Jam(. ~ \;;rs Prese~ted By: , \ \ 

1HE'.,· ~)HERJDAl1
\[ LAW FIR.1\II, 1.S. . ·"- ) I \ ... __ ..... 

I
' (/' ,_,,/ 

l
e __ , 

]3 r: '. I ,) l _ __.._._ .. _..,_,, 
) . ----·--i;::;,•'"'-----

John Pl ht;:ridao., ·wsBA f/21473 
Attar 9,;sfor Plaintiff Stacy Trussler 

l 

Approvj as to Fonn: 

,~I J tl ... 11~ .. ~"' 
By: ·-cl,-'\ \} .. AJt,,:;...:;~j'----------­

'lco M. Barbara, ·wsBA # 20885 
Attorney for tl~e State ofWasl,iington 

:: 2018 .. 

THE SHERIDAN LAW FIRM, P.S. 
JUDGMENT ON TIJRY VERDICT AGAn,rsT THE 
STATE OF WASH.Il-JGTON - 2 

Attorneys at Law 
Hoge Building, Suite 1200 

705 Second Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98104 

Tel: 206-381-5949 Fax: 206-447-9206 



SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON. 
FOR KING COUNTY 

STA(~·y TRUSSLER, an individlual 
Case 1,fo .. : 16-2---30183--5 SE.A 

Plain.tiff, 
SPlE:CI.AL VERUICT :~~ORJW 

vs. 

THE STATE OF \V ASHil~GTON·, 

De:fe:ndant. 

Vie, the jury in the above captioned case, submit tht~ following ansvvers to the 

questions provided by the Court as to the plaintiff: 

QlUI~STION NO. 1: Has Ms. Trussler proven her claim for wrongful discharge in 

violation of publfo policy by a pn~pond(;!rance of the evidence? 

ANS,¥ER:: YES ,~{) 1\TO ----- -----

QUESTION NO& 2: Has :Ms. Trussler proven her retaliation daim by a 

prepond.erancie of tht:: t~vidence? 

\.le:~ ANS\'V]fr:Jt: 1 ~ ~ 'YES NO ·"--'------- -----

QU1es1nor,T NO. 3: I-Ias JV.Is. Trussler proven her failure to accommodate dahn 

against the State by a preponderance of the evidence? 

ANS, 1VlIT:R: YES /VO NO ----- -----



QUES']['ION N00 4: Has Ms. Trussler proven her disability discrimi:nation claim 

against the State by a preponderance of the evidence? 

ANSWER: YES f/0 NO ----- ------

Q1UESTI01,r NO. 5: Has Ms. Tmssler proven her:harassment claim by a 

prepondernrn::e ofthie: evidence? 

ANS'WER:: ____ YES f'J D 

lfyou answered "NO" to every one: of the previous questions, do not answer the 

remaining questions.!, and please sign and date the verdict form and notify the bailiff. If you 

ru:1s'wer1ed uyE:~,,J• to any of th1;~ previous que:stions, then please ans'wer Question 6. 

QUESTION NO. 6: Did Ms .. Trussler suffer damag~s proximately caused by the 

actions ofth~~: defendant? 

ANS'WKR: ~-·-'/ff S --·YES ____ NO 

4;'you (ms11,i1ered yes, please cmr~plete the next section . .ff you answered no,, please go 

on to question #:7~ then skip #8 and #9, sign and date the verdict form, and notify the bailiff. 

A: Bac~k Pay: $ I oo, ()Q.O ....... ____ _ 

H: Front Pay; $ '-f 0D1 J2f:>._c ____ _ 

(:. Lost :retirement: $ IOD,. bL"'>(j 
.. 

D: Lost Sick Leave: $ 

E: Fear: $ l ··z C>, 00-f) 

F:S-lress: $ ( '2,() I t>bO 

G: Humiliation: Q~ 
J> 

H: Embarrassment: $ 



H. Grief: 

QUESTION NO@ 7: Do you recommend that the Judge should order Ms. Trussler be 

reinstated to a VVMS 4 job with the State of Washington, with protiections against further 

retaliation and di:sciri.:mination, as an appropriate remedy, in lieu of the front pay award? 

YES NO ---

QUESTION NO. 8: Did the State of Washington prove its failure to mitigate claim 

by a preponderance of the evidence? 

.ANS'\~l:IB:R: YES i\10 NO ----- ------

.[(you answered yes to question #8, please complete the next section. Otherwise1 

please sfg~n and date the verdictfbrm and notfh the baUifl 

QUEST1Ol'f NO. 9: After allocating the amount by which economic drunages 

wouldl be reduced, what are J\i1s .. Tmssler' s economic damages? 

A: Back Pay: $ ________ _ 

B: Fmnt Pay: $ _______ _ 

C. Lost n~tirement: $ -------------

Dated this L b day of___ c) t) litJf~ , 2018. 


