RPC RULE 1.1
COMPETENCE
A lawyer shall provide competent representation to a client. Competent
representation requires the legal knowledge, skill, thoroughness and
preparation reasonably necessary for the representation.
Comment
Legal Knowledge and Skill
[1] In determining whether a lawyer employs the requisite knowledge and
skill in a particular matter, relevant factors include the relative
complexity and specialized nature of the matter, the lawyer's general
experience, the lawyer's training and experience in the field in question,
the preparation and study the lawyer is able to give the matter and whether
I it is feasible to refer the matter to, or associate or consult with, a
lawyer of established competence in the field in question. In many
instances, the required proficiency is that of a general practitioner.
Expertise in a particular field of law may be required in some circumstances.
[2] A lawyer need not necessarily have special training or prior
experience to handle legal problems of a type with which the lawyer is
unfamiliar. A newly admitted lawyer can be as competent as a practitioner
with long experience. Some important legal skills, such as the analysis of
precedent, the evaluation of evidence and legal drafting, are required in
all legal problems. Perhaps the most fundamental legal skill consists of
determining what kind of legal problems a situation may involve, a skill
that necessarily transcends any particular specialized knowledge. A lawyer
can provide adequate representation in a wholly novel field through
necessary study. Competent representation can also be provided through the
association of a lawyer of established competence in the field in question.
[3] In an emergency a lawyer may give advice or assistance in a matter
in which the lawyer does not have the skill ordinarily required where
referral to or consultation or association with another lawyer would be
impractical. Even in an emergency, however, assistance should be limited to
that reasonably necessary in the circumstances, for ill-considered action
under emergency conditions can jeopardize the client's interest.
[4] A lawyer may accept representation where the requisite level of
competence can be achieved by reasonable preparation. This applies as well
to a lawyer who is appointed as counsel for an unrepresented person.
See also Rule 6.2.
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Thoroughness and Preparation
[5] Competent handling of a particular matter includes inquiry into and
analysis of the factual and legal elements of the problem, and use of
methods and procedures meeting the standards of competent practitioners. It
also includes adequate preparation. The required attention and preparation
are determined in part by what is at stake; major litigation and complex
transactions ordinarily require more extensive treatment than matters of
lesser complexity and consequence. An agreement between the lawyer and the
client regarding the scope of the representation may limit the matters for
which the lawyer is responsible. See Rule 1.2(c).Maintaining Competence
[6] To maintain the requisite knowledge and skill, a lawyer should keep
abreast of changes in the law and its practice, engage in continuing study
and education and comply with all continuing legal education requirements
to which the lawyer is subject.
[Amended effective September 1, 2006.]

RPC RULE 2.1
ADVISOR
In representing a client, a lawyer shall exercise independent
professional judgment and render candid advice. In rendering advice, a
lawyer may refer not only to law but to other considerations such as moral,
economic, social and political factors, that may be relevant to the
client's situation.
Comment
Scope of Advice
[1] A client is entitled to straightforward advice expressing the
lawyer's honest assessment. Legal advice often involves unpleasant facts
and alternatives that a client may be disinclined to confront. In
presenting advice, a lawyer endeavors to sustain the client's morale and
may put advice in as acceptable a form as honesty permits. However, a
lawyer should not be deterred from giving candid advice by the prospect
that the advice will be unpalatable to the client.
[2] Advice couched in narrow legal terms may be of little value to a
client, especially where practical considerations, such as cost or effects
on other people, are predominant. Purely technical legal advice, therefore,
can sometimes be inadequate. It is proper for a lawyer to refer to relevant
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moral and ethical considerations in giving advice. Although a lawyer is not
a moral advisor as such, moral and ethical considerations impinge upon most
legal questions and may decisively influence how the law will be applied.
[3] A client may expressly or impliedly ask the lawyer for purely
technical advice. When such a request is made by a client experienced in
legal matters, the lawyer may accept it at face value. When such a request
is made by a client inexperienced in legal matters, however, the lawyer's
responsibility as advisor may include indicating that more may be involved
than strictly legal considerations.
[4] Matters that go beyond strictly legal questions may also be in the
domain of another profession. Family matters can involve problems within
the professional competence of psychiatry, clinical psychology or social
work; business matters can involve problems within the competence of the
accounting profession or of financial specialists. Where consultation with
a professional in another field is itself something a competent lawyer
would recommend, the lawyer should make such a recommendation. At the same
time, a lawyer's advice at its best often consists of recommending a course
of action in the face of conflicting recommendations of experts.
Offering Advice
[5] In general, a lawyer is not expected to give advice until asked by
the client. However, when a lawyer knows that a client proposes a course of
action that is likely to result in substantial adverse legal consequences
to the client, the lawyer's duty to the client under Rule 1.4 may require
that the lawyer offer advice if the client's course of action is related to
the representation. Similarly, when a matter is likely to involve
litigation, it may be necessary under Rule 1.4 to inform the client of
forms of dispute resolution that might constitute reasonable alternatives
to litigation. A lawyer ordinarily has no duty to initiate investigation ofa client's affairs
or to give advice that the client has indicated is
unwanted, but a lawyer may initiate advice to a client when doing so
appears to be in the client's interest.
[Amended effective September 1, 2006.]

RPC RULE 3.1
MERITORIOUS CLAIMS AND CONTENTIONS
A lawyer shall not bring or defend a proceeding, or assert or controvert
an issue therein, unless there is a basis in law and fact for doing so that
is not frivolous, which includes a good faith argument for an extension,
modification or reversal of existing law. A lawyer for the defendant in a
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criminal proceeding, or the respondent in a proceeding that could result in
incarceration, may nevertheless so defend the proceeding as to require that
every element of the case be established.
Comment
[1] The advocate has a duty to use legal procedure for the fullest
benefit of the client's cause, but also a duty not to abuse legal
procedure. The law, both procedural and substantive, establishes the limits
within which an advocate may proceed. However, the law is not always clear
and never is static. Accordingly, in determining the proper scope of
advocacy, account must be taken of the law's ambiguities and potential for change.
[2] The filing of an action or defense or similar action taken for a
client is not frivolous merely because the facts have not first been fully
substantiated or because the lawyer expects to develop vital evidence only
by discovery. What is required of lawyers, however, is that they inform
themselves about the facts of their clients' cases and the applicable law
and determine that they can make good faith arguments in support of their
clients' positions. Such action is not frivolous even though the lawyer
believes that the client's position ultimately will not prevail. The action
is frivolous, however, if the lawyer is unable either to make a good faith
argument on the merits of the action taken or to support the action taken
by a good faith argument for an extension, modification or reversal of
existing law.
[3] The lawyer's obligations under this Rule are subordinate to federal
or state constitutional law that entitles a defendant in a criminal matter
to the assistance of counsel in presenting a claim or contention that
otherwise would be prohibited by this Rule.
[Amended effective September 1, 2006.]

RULE 8.4
MISCONDUCT
It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to:
(a) violate or attempt to violate the Rules of Professional Conduct,
knowingly assist or induce another to do so, or do so through the acts of another;
(b) commit a criminal act that reflects adversely on the lawyer's
honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as a lawyer in other respects;
(c) engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation;
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(d) engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice;
(e) state or imply an ability to influence improperly a government
agency or official or to achieve results by means that violate the Rules of
Professional Conduct or other law;
(f) knowingly assist a judge or judicial officer in conduct that is a
violation of applicable rules of judicial conduct or other law;
(g) commit a discriminatory act prohibited by state law on the basis of
sex, race, age, creed, religion, color, national origin, disability, sexual
orientation, or marital status, where the act of discrimination is
committed in connection with the lawyer's professional activities. In
addition, it is professional misconduct to commit a discriminatory act on
the basis of sexual orientation if such an act would violate this Rule when
committed on the basis of sex, race, age, creed, religion, color, national
origin, disability, or marital status. This Rule shall not limit the
ability of a lawyer to accept, decline, or withdraw from the representation
of a client in accordance with Rule 1.16;
(h) in representing a client, engage in conduct that is prejudicial to
the administration of justice toward judges, other parties and/or their
counsel, witnesses and/or their counsel, jurors, or court personnel or
officers, that a reasonable person would interpret as manifesting prejudice
or bias on the basis of sex, race, age, creed, religion, color, national
origin, disability, sexual orientation, or marital status. This Rule does
not restrict a lawyer from representing a client by advancing material
factual or legal issues or arguments.
(i) commit any act involving moral turpitude, or corruption, or any
unjustified act of assault or other act which reflects disregard for the
rule of law, whether the same be committed in the course of his or her
conduct as a lawyer, or otherwise, and whether the same constitutes a
felony or misdemeanor or not; and if the act constitutes a felony or
misdemeanor, conviction thereof in a criminal proceeding shall not be a
condition precedent to disciplinary action, nor shall acquittal or
dismissal thereof preclude the commencement of a disciplinary proceeding;
(j) willfully disobey or violate a court order directing him or her to
do or cease doing an act which he or she ought in good faith to do or forbear;
(k) violate his or her oath as an attorney;
(l) violate a duty or sanction imposed by or under the Rules for
Enforcement of Lawyer Conduct in connection with a disciplinary matter;
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including, but not limited to, the duties catalogued at ELC 1.5;
(m) violate the Code of Judicial Conduct; or
(n) engage in conduct demonstrating unfitness to practice law.
Comment
[1] Lawyers are subject to discipline when they violate or attempt to
violate the Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist or induce
another to do so or do so through the acts of another, as when they request
or instruct an agent to do so on the lawyer's behalf. Paragraph (a),
however, does not prohibit a lawyer from advising a client concerning
action the client is legally entitled to take.
[2] [Reserved.]
[3] [Washington revision] Legitimate advocacy respecting the factors setforth in
paragraph (h) does not violate paragraphs (d) or (h). A trial
judge's finding that peremptory challenges were exercised on a
discriminatory basis does not alone establish a violation of this Rule.
[4] A lawyer may refuse to comply with an obligation imposed by law upon
a good faith belief that no valid obligation exists. The provisions of Rule
1.2(d) concerning a good faith challenge to the validity, scope, meaning or
application of the law apply to challenges of legal regulation of the
practice of law.
[5] Lawyers holding public office assume legal responsibilities going
beyond those of other citizens. A lawyer's abuse of public office can
suggest an inability to fulfill the professional role of lawyers. The same
is true of abuse of positions of private trust such as trustee, executor,
administrator, guardian, agent and officer, director or manager of a
corporation or other organization.
Additional Washington Comment (6)
[6] Paragraphs (g) - (n) were taken from former Washington RPC 8.4 (as amended in
2002).
[Amended effective October 1, 2002; September 1, 2006.]

