ABUSE OF POWERS OF ATTORNEYS

Jessica W. Dimitrov, Attorney at Law

Dimitrov & Senescu, PLLC
1409 Franklin Street, Suite 207
Vancouver, WA 98660
(360) 696-7494
dimitrov@wa-net.com

JESSICA W. DIMITROV is a partner in the Vancouver, Washington firm of DIMITROV &
SENESCU, PLLC, which was formed in October of 2006 with James D. Senescu, a
former Major Crimes Prosecuting Attorney from Clark County. Their practice focuses
primarily on cases involving the abuse of vulnerable adults, guardianships, probate
litigation, fiduciary litigation and estate planning. She was instrumental in the formation
of the Clark County Vulnerable Adult Task Force, which has led the way to effective
cooperation between various governmental agencies including law enforcement, the
Prosecuting Attorney’s office, Adult Protective Services as wells as private groups to
help address and combat the abuse of vulnerable adults. She is a frequent statewide
speaker onissues involving the investigation, presentation and litigation of cases
involving financial exploitation of vulnerable adults, as well as providing assistance and
training to Washington Adult Protective Services, law enforcement agencies, banking
institutions and community groups. She and Jim Senescu played a major role in getting
the Washington Vulnerable Adult Protection Act amended in the 2007 Legislative
Session to provide better, more economical protection for Vulnerable Adults needing
immediate orders of protection against abuse, exploitation, and abandonment. She was
also involved in the recently passed amendments to RCW 11.84, the “Slayer Statute”
(signed into law by Gov. Gregoire on May 18, 2009), which has been expanded to
provide for the disinheritance of those who financially exploit Vulnerable Adults.
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Common Misconceptions Concerning Powers of Attorney

1. Joint owners of a bank account have an equal right to take all of the money in the
bank account, regardiess of whether they contributed anything to the account.

2. Having a power of attorney means that person can do anything they want with
the money.

3. If a person has a power of attorney, they have less liability under civil and
criminal law than if they don’t have a power of attorney.

4. Criminal remedies are not available if there is a power of attorney.

INTRODUCTION

Most elderly people spend their entire working lives saving and planning for their
“golden years.” They build nest eggs to ensure that loved ones will be cared for when it
is needed most. Many pay off the mortgages on their homes to be certain they will
always have a place to live. They keep their money in savings accounts, certificates of
deposit, money market accounts and similar low-risk “investments” to keep it safe from
the vagaries of the stock market. They watch every penny they spend knowing that their
ability to earn more is gone. They live off of social security, pensions, and interest
earned on savings, barely dipping into the principal unless and until absolutely
necessary.

Then just when everything seems to be under control, something happens. Their
health fails. Their memory starts deteriorating. Their hands start shaking uncontrollably.
Their spouse dies. They can no longer drive. Their independence disappears,
sometimes gradually, sometimes suddenly. The things they used to take for granted
become impossible to do. They become dependent on others for their basic needs:
paying their bills, shopping for groceries, cooking their food, cleaning their homes and
taking their medications. They find themselves vulnerable and alone.

The typical “Vulnerable Adult” often starts on the road to dependency slowly and
reluctantly. A relative, friend or acquaintance is added to a bank account to help pay
bills. A power of attorney is then suggested to give the “trusted individual” additional
authority to conduct business. Soon, rather than merely providing assistance, the
trusted individual starts making unilateral decisions, either because of the declining
health or mental abilities of the vulnerable adult; because the vulnerable adult loses
interest in their finances or health; because the vulnerable adult starts placing more
reliance and trust in this “savior”; or because the trusted individual decides (for a variety
of reasons) that the trusted individual knows best.

Many times, the trusted person acts in the best interest of the vulnerable adult.
Too often, however, the very person who is entrusted with helping, protecting and caring
for the vulnerable adult takes advantage of that position of trust. The vulnerable adult
becomes the perfect victim: unable to protect or defend themselves, disbelieved
because of their “obvious incapacity”, or written off because they “consented” to have
the trusted person make decisions for them.
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These positions of trust that the vulnerable adult created by consent or
circumstance are flaunted by the perpetrator as an absolute defense against the most
egregious acts: keeping a vulnerable adult living in deplorable conditions, withholding
medical treatment, raiding bank and investments accounts, deeding property to
themselves or others and otherwise taking actions that are completely at odds with the
vulnerable adult’s interests. Tragically, this “defense” often works.

For investigators, police and prosecuting attorneys, the production of a power of
attorney; proof that the trusted person’s name is on the bank account; a trust document
that lists the “trusted person” as the decision maker; sometimes the mere fact that a
familial relationship exists ends the criminal inquiry. Although there is sometimes a
civil remedy that is a counterpoint to a criminal remedy, the common refrain of “it's a civil
matter” should be the last conclusion that an investigator makes when a vulnerable adult
is involved, not the first.

Very often, the mere fact that there is a formal or informal trust relationship in
existence transforms what might otherwise be a mere civil matter into a criminal matter.
For example, a person using a power of atiorney to take a vulnerable adult’s money from
her bank account may actually have more liability, both criminal and civil, than if a
power of attorney did not exist. This is because Washington law imposes strict rules of
conduct where trust relationships exist. Proof of a fiduciary relationship is an element to
many crimes, and the existence of a power of attorney is typically all that is required to
prove that element.

The following materials seek to educate investigators and other individuals
charged with the care and protection of vulnerable adults about some of the essential
information needed to determine whether a vulnerable adult has been abused or is at
risk of being abused, and what can be done about it. In particular, these material
discuss how fiduciary relationships can arise; the different types of fiduciary
relationships; the duties that a person in a fiduciary relationship has with a vulnerable
adult; some criminal penalties that can arise for violating that trust relationship; and
some civil remedies that can be used to make the vulnerable adult safe and restore their
dignity, their security and their golden years. In addition, attached to these materials is a
checklist of questions that will help the investigator spot red flags and possibly uncover
criminal activity committed under the “protection” of a fiduciary relationship. These
materials are not all-inclusive. They are, however, a good starting point to help the
investigator/attorney identify what issues present themselves in the typical case
involving the abuse of a vulnerable adult.

A person need not be a vulnerable adult in order for a crime to arise in a fiduciary
setting, but for purposes of this article the underlying assumption is that the victim is a
vulnerable adult as defined in RCW 74.34.

A. The Fiduciary Relationship—General Duties and Obligations

in the simplest terms, a fiduciary is a person who assumes expressly or impliedly by
words or actions, a position of trust over another person. The word “fiduciary” comes from the
Latin root “fideles” which means “trust’. A fiduciary relationship exists where confidence is
reposed on one side and superiority and influence results on the other. Any person whose
relation with another is such that the latter justifiably expects his welfare to be cared for by the
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former occupies a fiduciary position.” A fiduciary owes “the highest degree of good faith, care,
loyalty and integrity” to the person under the charge.®> In general, a fiduciary may never take
any action that is in his or her own best interest, even if it is done in good faith.

There are several Washington Court cases that set forth the general duty of a fiduciary.
For example, in In Re Estate of Drinkwater, 22 Wn. App. 26 (1978), the Court set forth the
duties and obligations of trustees and guardians. Other fiduciary relationships, such as persons
operating under a power of attorney, are governed by the same strict duties. The fiduciary’s
duties are underlined.

Trustees and guardians must conform to stringent standards of responsibility.

" The law is that a trustee is under a duty to the beneficiary to administer the
trust solely in the interest of such beneficiary, and, in doing this, an undivided
loyalty to the trust is required. The trustee is not permitted to make a profit out
of the trust. . ..

" An administrator stands in a fiduciary relation to those beneficially
interested. He is subject to the universal rule that a frustee is bound to do that
which will best serve the interests which for the time are entrusted to his care.
His own good faith is not enough. Stewart v. Baldwin, 86 Wash. 63, 68, 149 P.
662 (1915).

"A guardian cannot be allowed to make a profit from the handling of his ward's
estate. In Re Estate Of Montgomery, 140 Wash. 51, 53, 248 P. 64 (1926),
which involved a guardian's attempt to collect a real estate sales commission
on property belonging to the estate.

"[T]he trustee has no right to_derive any benefit or advantage from the trust
fund; but all his skill and labor in the management of it must be directed to the
advancement of the interest of his [ward], . . .

" Atrustee, having accepted a trust and entered upon the discharge of his
duties as trustee, is [prevented] from setting up a claim to the trust estate as
against the beneficiary under the trust. A trustee cannot deal with trust property
for his own profit, claim any advantage by reason of his relation to it, or set up a
claim against the trust estate. . . .

"Under no circumstances can a trustee claim or set up a claim to the trust
property adverse to the [ward]. . . . if a_trustee desires to set up a title to the
trust property in himself, he should refuse to accept the trust."

The trustee owes to the [ward] the highest of good faith, diligence, and
integrity. . ..

"The law is that a trustee is under a duty to the beneficiary to administer the trust
solely in the interest of such beneficiary, and, in doing this, an undivided loyalty

' Tucker v. Brown, 199 Wash. 320, 321 (1939); Siater v. Heiser, 36 Wn. 2d 536, 551 (1950);
Liebergesell v. Evans, 93 Wn.2d 881, 889-890 (1980).
* Esmieu v. Schrag, 88 Wn.2d 490 (1977).
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to the trust is required. The trustee is not permitted to make a profit out of the
frust.

So important and “sacred” is a fiduciary relationship that the civil courts of Washington
impose the burden of proving that a breach of the fiduciary duties did not occur on the fiduciary,
rather than in making the ward prove that a breach did occur. For example, in Wilkins v.
Lasater, 46 Wn. App. 766, 777-8 (1987) from Pages 777-778, the Court held:

The burden of proof is on the fiduciary to demonstrate no breach of loyalty has been
committed. In an accounting, the burden of proving the propriety of challenged
transactions rests with the trustee. Obscurities and doubts in the accounting will be
resolved against the trustee. (Citations omitted). . . . self-serving testimony is
insufficient to meet what we view is the increased burden of proof he bears as a
fiduciary. Without documentary evidence, in the form of the underlying bills and other
records, he has not met his burden of disproving that he [did not breach his fiduciary
duty.

The Court further stated that even if the fiduciary was acting in “good faith”, that alone is not a
defense to a breach of trust. In fact, the moment that fiduciary commits an act that is in conflict
with his ward’s best interest, he has breached his fiduciary duty.

The burden of proving a criminal act (as opposed to establishing civil liability), on the
other hand, continues to rest with the State.

A fiduciary, in handling another’s property, must exercise the utmost good faith, disclose
fully all facts relating to her interest and her actions affecting the property in the fiduciary
relation. Moon v. Phipps, 67 Wn.2d 948, 956 (1966). A fiduciary may not exert undue influence
over the other party in the fiduciary relationship in order to obtain a gift from the person. Doty v.
Anderson, 17 Wn. App. 464, 471 (1977). See Pedersen v. Bibioff, 64 Wn. App. 710 (1992)
(recipient of a gift from a person with whom donee has a confidential relationship bears burden
of proving gift was not the product of undue influence).

When a confidential relationship exists, the burden is on the caregiver or advisor to
disprove undue influence by clear, cogent and convincing evidence. Pedersen v. Bibioff, 64
Wn. App. at 720; 26 Cheryl C. Mitchell and Fred H. Mitchell, Washington Practice, §5.42, at 427
(1998).

B. Powers of Attorney

A power of attorney is a document executed by a person (called a “principal”) while that
person has legal capacity, which designates another person (called an “attorney in fact”) as the
principal’s decision-maker.

Powers of attorney are an essential, inexpensive and important way for a vulnerable
adult to get much-needed help when they can no longer make decisions or take steps to protect
themselves. The problem, however, is that as easy and effective as they are to create, they are
just as easy and effective to abuse. A Power of Attorney is the perfect tool for theft and
abuse because it is typically unregulated, unmonitored and grants far-flung authority
over a person, who is vulnerable by virtue of the very fact that they need assistance.

Powers of attorney are governed by Washington Statutes in RCW 11.94. An attorney in
fact is an agent of the principal, and gets their authority solely from the power of attorney, from
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additional directions from the principal, and from Washington statutes and case law to the extent
the attorney in fact is silent on any point.

Most powers of attorney provide that they do not go into effect until the principal is
determined to “lack capacity.” The principal’s doctor typically makes this determination of
incapacity®. As a result, the attorney in fact typically has no authority to act on the principal’s
behalf until the determination of incapacity has been made. If a power of attorney states that
it does not go into effect until the principal has been deemed incapacitated, insist upon
receiving a copy of the doctor’s statement. The determination of incapacity can be used to
prove that the victim is a vulnerable adult, entitled to special protections under Washington law.
Any actions that the fiduciary makes under the authority of a power of attorney before the
vulnerable adult has been declared to be incapacitated are unauthorized.

Some powers of attorney, however, provide that they go into effect immediately,
_regardless of the principal’'s incapacity. These types of powers of attorneys should typically be
looked at with added scrutiny, because seldom is it “normal” for someone with capacity
(remember they have to have contractual capacity in order to execute a valid power of attorney)
to give someone else the authority to make decisions on their behalf. Usually this only occurs
when the principal has some need for assistance in handling matters that cannot be done
without help. In this situation, the attorney in fact may have authority to act on behalf of the
principal at the same time that the principal may act on his own behalf. In the event of a
disagreement between the principal’'s decision and the attorney in fact’s decision, the principal’s
decision controls as long as the attorney in fact is aware of the principal’s decision.

Powers of attorney that go into effect immediately while the principal still has capacity
are far less common than ones that go into effect upon a determination of incapacity because
the typical person wants to be able to make his own decisions as long as he can. Unless the
attorney in fact is a spouse or the power exercisable by the attorney in fact while the principal
has capacity is narrowly tailored for a specific situation, it typically does not make sense for a
power of attorney to go into immediate effect. A common situation where a power of attorney
may go into effect immediately while the principal still has capacity is when the principal
requests help with his finances, such as in writing checks, paying bills or monitoring
investments. The investigator should always carefully read the entire power of attorney and
seek the opinion of an attorney about its effectiveness if questions remain regarding the
attorney in fact’s authority.

1. “Absolute Owner” Doesn’t Really Mean That

Very often a power of attorney will contain language that looks like the attorney in fact
can do anything he wants with his principal’s money, including giving it to himself or others.
This is not correct. '

An attorney in fact has no legal authority to make himself gifts or otherwise transfer the
principal’s assets to himself or others unless the power of attorney expressly provides that in the
document itself. Even if the document does confer gifting powers, it typically is not unrestricted.
The typical language in a Power of Attorney says:

3 The term “incapacity” has the same meaning as the term “incompetency”, but is the preferred term under
Washington law. They are used interchangeably.
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The purpose of this Power of Attorney is to give the attorney in fact the broadest
authority to assist the Principal in managing and conducting his financial affairs, giving
and granting to the said attorney-in-fact power and authority to do and perform all and
every act and thing whatsoever necessary to be done, as fully to all intents and
purposes as the Principal might or could do if personally present.

Or

The attorney in fact over the estate of the principal, as fiduciary, shall have all powers of
absolute ownership of all assets and liabilities of the principal of every kind and character,
whether located within or without the State of Washington, including but not limited to the
power to convey or encumber any real property owned by the principal and all powers
granted to trustees by the Washington Trust Act.

Although the attorney in fact (and very often the investigator) may think that this
language means that the attorney in fact can do anything he wants with his principal’s estate, he
simply cannot.

2. Statutory Restrictions on Attorneys in Fact
RCW 11.94.050 limits the authority of an attorney in fact as follows:

Attorney or agent granted principal's powers -- Powers to be specifically provided
for -- Transfer of resources by principal's attorney or agent. (1) Although a
designated attorney in fact or agent has all powers of absolute ownership of the
principal, or the document has language to indicate that the attorney in fact or agent
shall have all the powers the principal would have if alive and competent, the attorney in
fact or agent shall not have the power to make, amend, alter, or revoke the principal's
wills or codicils, and shall not have the power, unless specifically provided otherwise in
the document: To make, amend, alter, or revoke any of the principal's life insurance,
annuity, or similar contract beneficiary designations, employee benefit plan beneficiary
designations, trust agreements, registration of the principal's securities in_beneficiary
form, payable on death or transfer on death beneficiary designations, designation of
persons as joint tenants with right of survivorship with the principal with respect to any of
the principal's property, community property agreements, or any other provisions for
nonprobate transfer at death contained in _nontestamentary instruments described in
RCW 11.02.091; to make any gifts of property owned by the principal; to make transfers
of property to any trust (whether or not created by the principal) uniess the trust benefits
the principal alone and does not have dispositive provisions which are different from
those which would have governed the property had it not been transferred into the trust,
or to disclaim property. (Emphasis added).

In other words, just because a person has a power of attorney for a vulnerable adult, it
does not mean that they can act with impunity. It is no different than any other act of
embezzlement, such as by the employee who steals from his employer or the soccer mom who
raids the team’s checking account. The vulnerable adult's money is legally under their care,
custody and control for the primary benefit of the vulnerable adult. The moment the attorney in
fact starts using his principal's assets for his own personal use, adds his name to bank accounts
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as a joint owner (rather than just for check writing purposes), deeds property to himself, makes
himself the beneficiary of his principal’'s assets, or takes other actions that are inconsistent with
his fiduciary duties, this should cause the investigator to consider whether a breach of fiduciary
duty or criminal activity has occurred.

All powers of attorney are not alike. Some are five pages long and prepared by a
reputable attorney. Some are one page long and obtained from a stationery store. Most are in
between. If the document has not been prepared by an attorney, the investigator should ask
who prepared it and for whom. Attached to these materials are a series of questions to ask to
determine if a power of attorney is suspect. It is very possible that the attorney in fact prepared
it for the vulnerable adult to sign, which is the unauthorized practice of law and a crime under
RCW 2.48.180, as described earlier in this article. When looking at a power of attorney, it is
very important to see exactly what authority the attorney in fact is given, and what authority is
not given. If the investigator does not understand all of he terms, he should have it reviewed by
an experienced attorney knowledgeable in this area. If an attorney in fact justifies large
transfers of money into his personal account by virtue of a power of attorney, be certain to see
whether the power of attorney specifically gives the attorney in fact the authority to make gifts to
himself of his principal’s assets and go through the analysis of undue influence contained in
Section B(3). If possible, the investigator should determine the vulnerable adult’s intent
independently and out of the attorney in fact's presence. Even if it is not a criminal act, it may
still be a violation of the attorney in fact’s fiduciary duties and be actionable under civil law.

C. Challenges to the Fiduciary Relationship

There are several different challenges that can be raised to the fiduciary’s assertion of
an absolute privilege to act on a vulnerable adult’s behalf. They arise so frequently in the
context of crimes against vulnerable adults and are so frequently overlooked or misunderstood
by the investigator that they warrant special mention.

1. Contractual Capacity

Since many fiduciary relationships arise out of a written document, and many of the
transactions that the perpetrator is seeking to enforce against the Vulnerable Adult are based on
written contracts, it is important for the investigator to be able to discern what documents or
contracts are enforceable. Just because a document purports to have a vulnerable adult’s
signature, is notarized, was prepared by an attorney or has other suggestions of “legality” does
not mean that it is enforceable.

A person must have “contractual capacity” in order to execute a power of attorney or
most other legal documents, such as a deed, trust, or contract.* In other words, the person
must have understood the nature, purpose and intent of the document that they have signed in
order for it to be enforceable against them. The test for mental competency is stated in the case
of Page v. Prudential Life Ins. Co., 12 Wn.2d 101, 109 (1942):

“The rule relative to mental capacity to contract, therefore, is whether the contractor
possessed sufficient mind or reason to enable him to comprehend the nature, terms. and

* The capacity required to execute a Will, however, is much lower, and is referred to as testamentary
capacity. Attorneys should be aware of the different standards and the mere fact that a person is able to
execute a will does not mean they have the capacity to execute a trust or a power of attorney.
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effect of the contract in issue. In applying this rule, however, it must be remembered that
contractual capacity is a question of fact to be determined at the time the transaction
occurred . . . that everyone is presumed sane; and that this presumption is overcome
only by clear, cogent, and convincing evidence. (Emphasis added).

Vulnerable adults often have some degree of diminished mental capacity, such as
dementia, Alzheimer’s Disease, a history of strokes, or other health-related iliness that directly
impacts their ability to comprehend the nature, terms and effect of a document that has been
signed by them. If the document was executed during a period of time that it was likely that the
vulnerable adult lacked the ability to comprehend the document, it is possible that it is not valid.

The attorney/investigator should make a determination of whether the vulnerable adulit
had the requisite contractual capacity to execute a document or contract at the time the
document was signed. This is especially so if it does not appear that the contract in any way
benefited the vulnerable adult, such as giving a personal residence to a child, friend, caregiver
or other acquaintance for “love and affection.” Special attention should also be paid if the
person who stands to benefit most from the contract is in charge of administering the vulnerable
medications if they could affect the vulnerable adult’s capacity if withheld or given an overdose.

The investigator should determine when the document was signed it, who prepared it,
what was the vulnerable adult's mental and physical condition when it was signed, whether a
fiduciary relationship existed at the time when the document was signed and whether the
document purports to be in the vulnerable adult’s best interest. Many of the questions that
should be asked by the investigator to determine whether the vulnerable knew and understood
the nature of the document are included in the questionnaire checklist attached to these
materials. If the investigator believes it is questionable that the vulnerable adult lacked
contractual capacity to execute the document, further investigation is warranted.

2. Notaries and Recording of Documents do not necessarily make them
Binding.

The mere fact that a document has been notarized or recorded does not prove that the
person had contractual capacity or that the document is otherwise enforceable against the
vulnerable adult.

Many documents must be notarized in order to be effective, such as all documents
transferring an interest in real property. Almost anyone can get a notary license. There is little,
if any, training that is required in order to obtain a notary seal. Very few notaries will actually
refuse to notarize a document, even when it is not clear to the notary that the person has
sufficient capacity to execute the document. Many notaries may be reluctant to question a
vulnerable adult about the document they are signing so as not to embarrass them, such as
when a bank employee notarizes a document for a long-time customer. In most cases, the
notary is only verifying the identity of the person signing the document (if even that), and not
that the person was competent or that they had read or understood what they were signing.
The notary may actually be a good source of information regarding the mental condition of the
vulnerable adult and the circumstances that existed at the time the document was signed. For
example, sometimes a notary has to go to the vuinerable adult’'s home in order to execute the
document and may be able to describe the living conditions, interaction between the vulnerable
adult and perpetrator, or give other insights into the vulnerable adult’s capacity to understand
the document being signed.
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Furthermore, recording a document with the Auditor simply makes it a matter of
public record and does not confer any “legality” on the document itself. The Auditor’s
office does not review or verify the accuracy or legality of any document it records. As
long as basic descriptive information is contained on the first page of the document, the
Auditor’s office will record anything for which they have received a recording fee.

Neither having a notary sign the document nor having it recorded makes a document
that was signed by a vulnerable adult lacking contractual capacity, otherwise legally binding.

3. The Unauthorized Practice of Law

One of the most unknown, unappreciated and underutilized tools in ferreting out abusers
of vulnerable adults is showing that the perpetrator committed the crime of practicing law
without a license. In addition to determining whether the vulnerable adult had contractual
capacity to create a formal fiduciary relationship in a written document, any document or
contract that effects the vuinerable adult’s rights or property interests should be reviewed with
heightened scrutiny if it is not clear that an attorney prepared it. If an attorney prepared the
document, his or her name should generally appear somewhere on the document itself.
Intense scrutiny should be applied to any document that the trusted person prepared for
the vulnerable adult. If it is not clear who prepared it, the investigator should ask the
vulnerable adult or the perpetrator to identify where it came from.

RCW 2.48.180 makes it a crime to practice law without a license. Section 2(a) defines
the unlawful practice of law as: “A nonlawyer practices law, or holds himself or herself out as
entitled to practice law.” Section (3)(a) states: “Unlawful practice of law is a crime. A single
violation of this section is a gross misdemeanor. Section (3)(b) provides: “Each
subsequent violation of this section, whether alleged in the same or in subsequent
prosecutions, is a class C felony punishable according to chapter 9A.20 RCW. Section (8)
provides:

Independent of authority granted to the attorney general, the prosecuting
attorney may petition the superior court for an injunction against a person who
has violated this chapter. Remedies in an injunctive action brought by a
prosecuting attorney are limited to an order enjoining, restraining, or preventing
the doing of any act or practice that constitutes a violation of this chapter and
imposing a civil penalty of up to five thousand dollars for each violation. The
prevailing party in the action may, in the discretion of the court, recover its
reasonable investigative costs and the costs of the action including a reasonable
attorney's fee. The degree of proof required in an action brought under this
subsection is a preponderance of the evidence. An action under this
subsection must be brought within three years after the violation of this chapter
occurred.

The unauthorized practice of law has been clearly described by the Washington
Courts in Estate of Marks, 91 Wn. App. 325 (1996).

The unauthorized practice of law is generally acknowledged to include "not
only the doing or performing of services in the courts of justice, throughout the
various stages thereof, but in a larger sense includes legal advice and counsel
and the preparation of legal instruments by which legal rights and
obligations are established." Hagan & Van Camp, PS. v. Kassler Escrow,

ABUSE OF POWERS OF ATTORNEY - 10




































