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A. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. The trial court erred in ordering restitution absent a 

causal nexus between the charged offense and the restitution 

sought. 

2. The State failed to establish a causal nexus between the 

restitution claim and the victim's injuries. 

3. Admission of unsworn, unauthenticated medical and 

workers' compensation records at the restitution hearing denied 

Alexander due process. 

B. ISSUES PERTAINING TO ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. Where a defendant pleads guilty, absent her express 

agreement to pay restitution for uncharged conduct, restitution may 

be ordered only for injuries occurring as a result of the precise 

offense charged. A restitution award must be based, moreover, on 

a causal relationship between the offense charged and proved and 

the victim's loss or damages. Ashely Alexander pleaded guilty to 

the crime of disorderly conduct and did not agree to pay restitution 

for uncharged conduct. Did the trial court abuse its discretion in 

ordering restitution for injuries suffered by the victim a"egedly as a 

result of Alexander's uncharged conduct? (Assignments of Error 1 

and 2) 

1 
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2. The Fourteenth Amendment's Due Process Clause 

requires sentencing decisions be based on materially correct 

information which in turn requires evidence corroborating hearsay 

statements. Where the trial court's restitution decision rested 

entirely upon unsworn hearsay with no corroborative evidence, and 

Alexander objected to the State's failure to produce a witness to 

link the restitution claim to her conduct, did the court deny 

Alexander due process? (Assignment of Error 3) 

C. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Appellant Ashley Alexander fled an incident of domestic 

violence and sought the assistance of the police. 3RP 4; 2RP 4.1 

Another individual reported the same event to police, characterizing 

it as "a male and female ... in a physical fight." CP 2. Officer D. 

Whalen responded. Id. A subsequent report alleged that the 

individuals were in a car and that the male participant was being 

dragged by the vehicle. Id. 

Whalen called for backup and then pulled the car over. Id. 

Alexander was in the car. Id. She was distraught. CP 2-3. Unsure 

whether Alexander was a victim or suspect, Whalen ordered her to 

1 Three transcripts are referenced as follows: 
April 25, 2008 1 RP 
June 13, 2008 2RP 
November 24, 2008 3RP 
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step out of the vehicle and to place her hands on the car. CP 3. 

Alexander became very upset but complied with this directive. Id. 

Because Alexander's keys were in her hand, however, Whalen 

believed she might use them as a weapon, and attempted to "gain 

control" of Alexander by physically grasping her by the arm. Id. 

Alexander became hysterical and a struggle ensued. CP 3-

4. Believing she was the subject of an illegal arrest, Alexander tried 

to free herself. CP 4. Whalen grabbed Alexander's legs and as 

Alexander tried to kick free she struck Whalen. Id. A number of 

other officers joined the melee and Alexander was eventually 

handcuffed, but not before her nose was bloodied. Id. The Seattle 

Fire Department was summoned because of Alexander's injuries. 

Id. 

The State initially charged Alexander with assault in the third 

degree, but because Alexander had been fleeing a domestic 

violence incident, the State amended the charge against Alexander 

to the misdemeanor of disorderly conduct. CP 1, 7; 3RP 4. 

Alexander pleaded guilty to this crime. CP 8-18. 1 RP 4-13. 

The plea agreement required Alexander to stipulate that the 

facts contained in the certification for determination of probable 

cause were true for purposes of sentencing. CP 17. With respect 

3 
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to restitution, however, the State did not obligate Alexander to enter 

an agreement. Id. Instead, the plea agreement required only, "The 

defendant shall pay restitution in full to the victim(s) on charged 

counts[.]" Id. 

At a restitution hearing, the State submitted a claim in the 

amount of $6535.22 allegedly based on worker's compensation and 

medical treatment of Whalen's injuries. Supp. CP _ (Sub No. 

->.2 Alexander objected to the restitution on several bases. CP 

26-41; 4RP 7-9,21-34. Alexander principally argued that there was 

no causal nexus between the restitution claim and the charged 

crime. CP 26-29; 4RP 21-34. Alexander also objected to the 

admission of the medical diagnoses and other records absent 

testimony verifying both causation and the amounts sought. 

The State conceded that it did not secure Alexander's 

agreement to pay restitution on uncharged counts or on the crime 

originally charged in the information. 4RP 35. The court agreed: 

I think you've persuaded me that the way the [plea 
agreement] form is constructed [is] that the box that's 

2 The restitution paperwork submitted by the King County Prosecuting 
Attorney to the court was not filed at the time of the hearing. By agreement of 
the parties, the documents have been submitted. The documents have not yet 
received a sub number from the Clerk's Office, but once this has occurred a 
supplemental designation will be filed with this Court. A copy of the restitution 
documentation is attached to this brief as an Appendix for the Court's 
convenience. 
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Id. 

checked doesn't show an agreement; it just shows 
what the State is going to recommend at sentencing. 
I'm convinced now you're right on that. 

Nonetheless, the court granted the State's restitution 

request, finding that under State v. Thomas, 138 Wn. App. 78, 155 

P.3d 998 (2007), the State was entitled to claim restitution for 

uncharged conduct even absent an agreement from the parties. 

CP 29-31. The Court commented that Thomas was a Division Two 

case, and Division One "might take a different tack on this." 3RP 

36. Alexander appeals. CP 44-48. 

D. ARGUMENT 

1. THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN ORDERING 
RESTITUTION ABSENT A CAUSAL LINK 
BETWEEN THE CHARGED CRIME AND THE 
DAMAGES SOUGHT. 

a. Absent Alexander's agreement to pay restitution 

for uncharged crimes, the trial court lacked statutory authority to 

order restitution where no causal link existed between the charged 

offense and the damages sought. The authority of a court to order 

restitution following a criminal conviction is governed by statute. 

RCW 9.92.060(2); RCW 9.95.210(2);3 State v. Hennings, 129 

3 Because Alexander pleaded guilty to a misdemeanor, the provisions of 
the SRA do not apply. 
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Wn.2d 512,519,919 P.2d 580 (1996). According to RCW 

9.95.210, restitution for misdemeanor offenses may be ordered in 

only two circumstances: (1) for injuries occurring as a result of the 

precise offense charged; and (2) pursuant to the express terms of a 

plea agreement.4 RCW 9.95.210; State v. Eilts, 94 Wn.2d 489, 

492-93,617 P.2d 993 (1980), superseded in part by statute as 

stated in State v. Barr, 99 Wn.2d 75, 78, 678 P.2d 1247 (1983); 

State v. Miszak, 69 Wn. App. 426, 428,848 P.2d 1329 (1993). 

"[R]estitution for loss beyond the scope of the crime charged 

is properly awardable only when the defendant enters into an 

'express agreement' to make such restitution as part of the plea 

bargain process." Miszak, 69 Wn. App. at 429; accord State v. 

Woods, 90 Wn. App. 904, 907, 953 P.2d 834 (1998) ("A restitution 

order must be based on the existence of a causal relationship 

between the crime charged and proved and the victim's damages.") 

(emphasis added); State v. Johnson, 69 Wn. App. 189, 191,847 

P.2d 960 (1993). 

4 RCW 9.95.210 provides in relevant part: 
As a condition of probation ... the superior court may ... require the 
defendant ... to make restitution to any person or persons who may 
have suffered loss or damage by reason of the commission of the crime 
in question or when the offender pleads guilty to a lesser offense or 
fewer offenses and agrees with the prosecutor's recommendation that 
the offender be required to pay restitution to a victim of an offense or 
offenses which are not prosecuted pursuant to a plea agreement[.] 
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A sentencing court's imposition of restitution is reviewed for 

an abuse of discretion. State v. Enstone, 137 Wn.2d 675,679,974 

P.2d 828 (1999). An abuse of discretion occurs when the lower 

court's decision is "manifestly unreasonable, or exercised on 

untenable grounds, or for untenable reasons." State v. Wilson, 100 

Wn. App. 44, 47,995 P.2d 1260 (2000). Here, the trial court 

abused its discretion by ordering restitution for Alexander's crime of 

disorderly conduct because there was no causal nexus between 

that crime and the damages sought. 

In Eilts, the Court construed the same statute at issue in the 

present case. The defendant was convicted of seven counts of 

fraud involving seven victims. In addition to compensating these 

victims, the trial court ordered restitution be paid to additional 

alleged victims who were not named in the information. 94 Wn.2d 

at 492-93. Applying principles of statutory construction, the Court 

concluded, "the phrase 'crime in question' refers only to the specific 

crime or crimes of which a defendant is charged and convicted." Id. 

at 493. The Court accordingly vacated the portion of the restitution 

order that exceeded the trial court's statutory authority. Id. at 496. 

The principle enunciated in Eilts has never been overruled. 

See,~, Miszak, 69 Wn. App. at 427 (finding restitution order 

7 
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"manifestly erroneous" where court imposed restitution "for losses 

that were not shown to have been incurred as a result of the 

offense Miszak was charged with"); Woods, 90 Wn. App. at 907 

(holding restitution must be based on causal link between charged 

crime and damages); State v. Hartwell, 38 Wn. App. 135, 141, 684 

P.2d 778 (1984) ("Eilts limits restitution to victims of crimes charged 

and proven attrial."). 

In Miszak, the defendant pleaded guilty to attempted theft in 

the second degree based on the theft of jewelry on February 27, 

1989, the crime charged in the information. 69 Wn. App. at 427. In 

his statement on plea of guilty, Miszak admitted, "On February 27, 

1989 . .. I took an article of jewelry that belonged to Marjorie 

Dolinar with intent to deprive her of that jewelry. The jewelry was 

valued [at) at least $250." Id. Dolinar submitted a letter claiming 

losses for 13 items that took place "systematically" over a period of 

"months." Id. at 428. This Court found that because Miszak had 

not agreed to pay for losses incurred as a result of uncharged 

incidents of theft, the trial court exceeded its statutory authority in 

compensating Dolinar for the full amount claimed, and reversed the 

restitution order. Id. at 428-29. 

8 
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Similarly, in Woods, the State sought restitution for items 

contained in a truck that was stolen in August, even though the 

defendant was only accused of having possessed the vehicle in 

September. 90 Wn. App. at 906. Division Two refused to "relate 

back" Woods's conviction to August for purposes of restitution, 

finding it improper to impose restitution for Woods's "general 

scheme" or based on acts "connected with" the crime charged. 90 

Wn. App. at 907-909. 

As these cases illustrate, and under the plain language of 

RCW 9.95.210, it was "manifestly erroneous" for the trial court to 

order restitution for uncharged crimes absent an express 

agreement between Alexander and the State that she should pay 

for uncharged conduct. Under the amended information, the State 

prosecuted Alexander for disorderly conduct, contrary to RCW 

9A.84.030(1)(a). CP 7. In her guilty plea, Alexander admitted the 

elements of this offense, specifically: "On November 6,2007, in 

King County, Washington, because I was frustrated and afraid I did 

use abusive language and thereby create a risk of assault." CP 10; 

1 RP 8. Alexander agreed to pay restitution for this offense but not 

for any other crime. Because there was no causal link between the 
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charged offense and the damages sought, the court abused its 

discretion in ordering restitution. 

b. The authority on which the trial court relied 

conflicts with controlling decisions from this Court and the Supreme 

Court and is distinguishable on its facts. In finding restitution 

proper, the trial court relied on Division Two's recent opinion in 

Thomas. 3RP 29-31. As shown, this opinion squarely conflicts 

with the many decisions from this Court and the Washington 

Supreme Court holding restitution may be awarded only where it is 

linked to the charged offense. But even assuming the reasoning in 

Thomas to have some merit, that decision must be distinguished 

from the instant case. 

In Thomas, the State prosecuted the defendant for vehicular 

assault. The State introduced expert testimony at trial that Thomas 

had caused the accident that was the subject of the charges; 

Thomas introduced expert testimony that she did not. 138 Wn. 

App. at 80. The jury left the vehicular assault form blank but found 

Thomas guilty of the lesser included offense of DUI. Id. at 81. The 

sentencing court found by a preponderance of the evidence that 

Thomas's DUI caused the victim's injuries. Id. at 83. 

10 



On review, Division Two upheld the restitution award, 

concluding the jury's determination that the State had not proven 

the greater offense beyond a reasonable doubt was not a factual 

bar to the trial court finding Thomas caused the injuries by a 

preponderance of the evidence. Id. Again, the court's reasoning 

conflicts with the many decisions construing the statute as 

permitting restitution only for the crime of conviction. 

But there is also a critical factual distinction between 

Thomas and this case. In Thomas, the charged crime of vehicular 

assault was still before the court; it had neither been amended nor 

dismissed. Here, however, the State filed an amended information. 

CP 7. "The general rule is that an amended information 

supersedes the original." State v. Oestreich, 83 Wn. App. 648, 651, 

922 P.2d 1369 (1996) (citing, inter alia, State v. Navone, 180 Wash. 

121, 123-24,39 P.2d 384 (1934); State v. Kinard, 21 Wn. App. 587, 

589-90,585 P.2d 836 (1978) (holding filing of amended information 

constitutes abandonment of original charges), rev. denied, 92 

Wn.2d 1002 (1979)}. 

Thus, looking to the crime charged - disorderly conduct -

and the facts admitted in Alexander's guilty plea, even under 

11 
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Thomas the court lacked statutory authority to order restitution for 

Whalen's injuries. The restitution order must be reversed. 

2. ASSUMING ARGUENDO THE RESTITUTION 
AWARD WAS PROPER, THE STATE DID NOT 
PROVE A CAUSAL LINK BETWEEN THE 
RESTITUTION AMOUNTS CLAIMED AND 
ALEXANDER'S OFFENSE. 

Even assuming arguendo that the State was entitled to seek 

restitution for uncharged conduct, the State did not present 

sufficient evidence to establish a causal connection between the 

damages sought and Alexander's conduct. "A causal connection is 

not established simply because a victim or insurer submits proof of 

expenditures[.]" State v. Dennis, 101 Wn. App. 223, 227, 6 P.3d 

1173 (2000) (quoting State v. Dedonado, 99 Wn. App. 251,257, 

991 P.2d 1216 (2000»; accord State v. Bunner, 86 Wn. App. 158, 

936 P.2d 419 (1997). This is because "[s]uch expenditures may be 

for items of substantially greater or lesser value than the actual 

loss." Dedonado, 99 Wn. App. at 257. 

In Bunner, the State's sole evidence of restitution for a 

second-degree rape of a child conviction was a DSHS medical 

recovery report listing medical services charged and the amounts 

DSHS had paid. 86 Wn. App. at 159. This Court held the 

restitution order was based on insufficient evidence and so violated 

12 



Bunner's right to due process. Id. at 160. Likewise, in State v. 

Hahn, 100 Wn. App. 391, 996 P.2d 1125 (2000), the Court 

reversed a restitution order where medical reports "merely state[d] 

the name of the service provider, the service date, date paid, billed 

amount and amount paid." Id. at 400. 

In comparison, in State v. Blanchfield, 126 Wn. App. 235, 

108 P.3d 173 (2005), Division Two of this Court held a trial court 

did not abuse its discretion in ordering restitution where the victim 

testified at the restitution hearing as to the basis for specific medical 

payments and outlined the nexus between the medical treatments 

and the charged assault. Id. at 242. Here, by contrast, although 

Whalen's testimony established a nexus between Alexander's 

conduct and Whalen's injuries, Whalen was unable to explain the 

reasons for specific medical payments or substantiate the claims 

made. 

In State v. Keigan C., 120 Wn. App. 604, 607, 86 P.3d 798 

(2004), this Court explained that when evaluating the causal link 

between the charged and proved offense and the victim's losses or 

damages, the reviewing Court uses a "but for" test. This Court 

relied on two prior decisions, State v. Tetters, 81 Wn. App. 478, 914 

13 
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P.2d 784 (1996), and Woods, to explain how the "but for" test 

should properly be applied. 86 P .3d at 800. 

In Tetters, a prosecution for possession of stolen property, 

this Court reversed a restitution order compensating the owner of a 

stolen vehicle for items contained in the vehicle at the time of the 

theft, holding "the loss of the property was not shown to be causally 

related to Tetter's crime." 81 Wn. App. at 480. This Court 

reasoned: 

The necessary causal relationship between the crime 
and the victim's loss has not been established in this 
case. No evidence has been presented to suggest 
that Tetters was in possession of the vehicle either 
from the time it was taken! or when the items were 
taken from the vehicle. 

Id. at 481 (emphasis added). 

The Tetters Court distinguished a Division Three case in 

which restitution for stolen property not in the defendant's 

possession at the time of arrest was held to be appropriate. 

Tetters, 81 Wn. App. at 480 (citing State v. Mead, 67 Wn. App. 486, 

491,836 P.2d 257 (1992)}. In Mead, the defendant had been 

convicted of burglary and possession of stolen property. In dispute 

was the trial court's order requiring Mead to pay for the victim's lost 

coin collection, which was in a glass display case stolen during the 

14 



burglary. Division Three held that it was reasonable to infer a 

causal relationship between the loss of the coins and Mead's 

criminal act because, in addition to numerous items stolen during 

the burglary, Mead possessed the broken frames and glass in 

which the coin collection had been kept. Mead, 67 Wn. App. at 

491; see also Woods, 90 Wn. App. at 910 (commenting it was 

reasonable for the Mead Court to infer that based on his 

possession of the broken glass case and frames, Mead was 

responsible for the loss of the coins and that such possession was 

causally related to the loss of the coins). 

Alexander made a timely and specific objection to the 

adequacy of the nexus and through a written pleading placed the 

State on notice that she was disputing both causation and the basis 

for estimating loss. CP 29-30; 3RP 5-9. She expressly objected to 

the State's failure to produce the witnesses to establish that "a 

[medical] provider actually made the findings that are now being 

testified to." 3RP 7-8. Yet the State did not produce a witness to 

correlate the several bills to a medical diagnosis. The State did not 

even obtain additional records to show that a diagnosis had been 

made. This Court should conclude the State's evidence did not 

15 



establish a causal link between the losses claimed and Alexander's 

conduct. 

3. THE IMPOSITION OF RESTITUTION BASED 
SOLELY ON UNSWORN, UNAUTHENTICATED 
DOCUMENTS VIOLATED ALEXANDER'S RIGHT 
TO DUE PROCESS OF LAW AND TO 
CONFRONT WITNESSES, REQUIRING 
REVERSAL OF THE RESTITUTION ORDER. 

a. Even under existing case law outlining the 

requirements of due process at sentencing. the restitution order 

deprived Alexander of due process. Federal and state courts have 

concluded an unqualified Sixth Amendment right to confrontation 

does not apply at sentencing. These courts, however, have 

recognized that due process protections do apply. At a minimum, 

principles of due process require that sentencing decisions be 

based on materially correct information. "Due process requires that 

some minimal indicia of reliability accompany a hearsay statement. 

This requirement demands extrinsic corroborating evidence that 

supports the hearsay statement." United States v. Egge, 223 F.3d 

1128, 1132 (9th Cir. 2000) (Internal quotations omitted); United 

States v. Martinez, 413 F.3d 239,244 (2nd Cir. 2005) (citing ~); 

see also, State v. S.S., 67 Wn.App. 800, 807-08, 840 P.2d 891 

(1992) (adopting federal corroboration rule); State v. Kisor, 68 

16 



Wn.App. 610, 620,844 P.2d 1038, rev. denied, 121 Wn.2d 1023 

(1993). "Information relied upon at sentencing is false or unreliable 

if it lacks some minimal indicium of reliability beyond mere 

allegation." State v. Ford, 137 Wn.2d 472, 481,973 P.2d 452 

(1999) (citations omitted); accord, State v. Mendoza, 165 Wn.2d 

913,920,205 P.3d 113 (2009). 

In Kisor, the Court held the State does not meet its burden or 

satisfy due process requirements where its proof rested solely on 

conclusory affidavits. The court reasoned, "When the evidence is 

comprised of hearsay statements, the degree of corroboration 

required by due process is not proof of the truth of the hearsay 

statements 'beyond a reasonable doubt', but rather, proof which 

gives the defendant a sufficient basis for rebuttal." Id. (citing S.S., 

67 Wn. App. at 807-08). 

b. The State's restitution claim did not satisfy the 

requirements of due process. Here, despite Alexander's objection 

to the sufficiency of the State's evidence, the State's restitution 

claim was based on a variety of documents which were hearsay, 

were not linked to the charged crime, and did not afford Alexander 

a fair basis for rebuttal. 

17 



The State submitted two kinds of documents in support of its 

claim for damages: a list of dates which Whalen had allegedly 

claimed as "time loss," and a number of health insurance claim 

forms detailing charges for specific office visits. 

The Kisor Court's analysis of the deficiencies in the evidence 

presented in that case is instructive here. In pertinent part, Kisor 

had been convicted of harming a police dog. The State submitted 

an affidavit from Clark County's risk manager setting forth the cost 

of Kisor's offense. 68 Wn. App. at 613-14. The court found 

imposition of restitution based on the affidavit violated due process, 

reasoning as follows: 

[T]he restitution award was based upon the State's 
affidavit, which contained the hearsay declarations of 
Aadne Benestad. The affidavit appears to us to be 
nothing more than a rough estimate of the costs 
associated with purchasing a new animal and training 
it. Other than Benestad's statement, that she 
"checked" with the Tacoma police and the Spokane 
Canine Training Unit, there is no indication of where 
Benestad obtained the figures as to the cost of 
purchasing the animal and training it and the dog's 
handler. Although Benestad referenced an 
advertisement from the West Virginia Canine College, 
there is nothing in that advertisement that supports 
the figures advanced by Benestad. In short, 
Benestad's affidavit is not substantial credible 
evidence of the restitution figure set by the court. Due 
process was offended by the trial court's 
reliance upon the State's affidavit and we thus reverse 

18 



the restitution order and remand for a new restitution 
hearing. 

Kisor, 68 Wn. App. at 620. 

The restitution order here similarly was based solely on the 

multiple layers of hearsay contained in the State's documentation, 

none of which was shown to be linked to the crime or the victims' 

losses. This Court should hold the order violated due process and 

reverse and vacate the restitution order. 

E. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, this Court should reverse and 

vacate the restitution order. 

/ l/#, DATED this _.....;1:...--_ day of July, 2009. 

SU F. WILK SBA 28250) 
Was ington Appell te Project (91052) 
Attorneys for Appellant 
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held on 11-24-08 [Volume 1 of 2]. 

(These documents are being filed with the authorization and 
agreement ofthe King County Prosecuting Attorney.) 

sf Susan F. Wilk 
State Bar Number 28250 
Washington Appellate Project 
1511 Third Ave, Ste 701 
Seattle, WA 98101 
Telephone: (206) 587-2711 
Fax: (206) 587-2711 

washington Appellate Project 
701 Melbourne Tower 
1511 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98101 
Phone (206) 587-2711 
Fax (206) 587-2710 



of Seattle 

Personnel Department 
Mark M, McDermott, Director 

'l!JVVI/VIL 

Workers' Compensation 

DATE: 

TO; 

FAX#: 

FROM: 

FAX Transmittal 

July 9. 1008 

Victim Assistance Unit 

(206) 205-6104 

Taren Beck, Claims Analyst, Workers' Compensation Unit 
FAX # 206) 470~6781 Phone # (206) 684-7856 

RE: Injured Employee: 
Date of Incident: 
State Claim Number: 
City Claim Number: 

Diane P Whalen 
November 6, 2007 
SA52873 
0701295 

Number of pages Including transmittal page· \~. 

Per your request, we have attached an updated payment histo~'=' '!it for the above referenced 

claim. V\~~\-:.. \1\C\~ ,l\(J \\~ \~-:. S,~~, '6~ , 
Restitution checks should be sent to the City of Seattle Workers' Compensation Unit, to my 
attention. Please Indicate the City claim number or the State claim number on each check sept to 
our office. 

Thank you for yonr assistance. 

..- . -~- -- ,- .. _ .. -,-~--.--.------ _. I' . -- -'-- - ------_.----.-.. -----.-.- --_ .... _ .... _-~ .. - ..... _ ... _ .. _-_ ........ -~-. 

---'---'--_._--'--'--- ------------.--- .. -.. -------------~---.-----------.. --.---.---------~----~---

Workers' Compensation Unit, PO Bo~ 34028, Seattle, WA 98124·4028 
Tel: (206) 684-78SS, TID: (206) 616-1396, Fax: (206) 470-6781, Website: httc!//www.seattle,gov/oersoooellserylces/wQrkerscomp,asD 
An equal employment opportunity, affirmati,ve action, employer. Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. 



'. 

........ , I II ..... III''-IIU VVIIII 

Ci~y ot Seacc1e - worker's compensation 
ATS/COmp - payment Historr Query 

0701295 - DIANE WXAL&N 11/06/2007 
!noludee Tr=n$~~t1gn5 r.om 01/0l/1901 Th.u 07/09/2008 

F.om Date Thru Date Payee 

IgJVVL/VIt: 

PaqEi 

Group * of Days ------.-.---.-•• ------------.----•• ---.... ------_____ -~-~~~_" ___ • __ ••••• __ •••• a============:;:=======~~~. ___ ••• ___ • ______ • _____ _ 
OOO~12119'O 11/23/2007 
00041211~39 11/23/2007 
00041212172 t2/0i/2007 
00041212171 12/07/2007 
04001304666 12/13/2007 
04001304666 12/13/200' 
04001304666 12/13/2007 
040013046ij6 12/13/2007 
04001304666 12/13/2007 
04001304666 12/13/2007 
O~OOl30B644 12/~1/200i 
04001308644 12/21/2007 
00041212439 12/21/2007 
00041212438 12/21/2007 
04001316306 01/09/2008 
04001336227 02/26/200e 

Oi.~7 :3 '1'1 
370.29 1 '1"2 
S91. 74 :3 Tl 

1,728.02 1 T2 
94. 72 2 Hi 
90.00 2 143 

113.64 2 M3 
221.54 2 111 
1$1.90 2 Ml 
211. 68 2 Hi 

90.00 2 MJ 
90.00 2 M3 

481.28 :; T1 
1,728 .02 1 T2 

94.7::: 2 141 
.~ 

11/11/2007 11/13{2007 
11/11/2007 11/1l/2007 
11/1(/2007 11/27/2007 
11/14/2007 11/27/2007 
11/2612007 
11/2712007 
11/26/200'1 
11/1912007 
11 112/2 0.07 
H/ll/2007 
12106/2007 

WHALEN, DtANm 
HKALEN, DIAm; 
lfHALtN, titAN!: 
ImAl.EN, Il lANE 
PUGET SOUND FAMILY PHYSICIANS LAKESHOR& CLI 
~UGET SOUND rAMIL~ ~HYSICIANS LAKESHORE CLI 
PUGET SOUND FAMILY PHYS1CIANS ~ESHORE CLI 
~UGET SOUND FAMIL~ ~H~6ICIAN6 LAKESHO~E eLI 
PUGtT SOUND rAM~u¥ P"YSICIANS ~SKORE eLl 
PUGET SOUND rAMIL~ PH~SICIANS LAKESHORE eLI 
2DMONDS PHYSI~ THERAPY , SPORTS REHAB tDW 
EDMOND~ PHY~ICAL THERAPY & SPORT~ REHA5 EDM 1210(n007 

11/28/2007 
11/28/2007 
12/10/2007 
02/10/2009 

12/11/2007 WHALEN, DIANE 
12/11/2007 WHALEN, DIANE 

PUGET SOUND F~~ILY PHYSICIANS LAKESHORE eLl 
PUGET SOUND fAMILY PHYSICIANS LAKESHORE eLl 

-----------'----

o 
:; 
o 
14 

o 
14 



07/~9/200S 101~1 

Fanl Date 

City of Seattle - wor~.rl, co~p.ns.t1o~ 
AfS/Comp -'iayment H1et2jY Query 

0701Z9S - DIAN~ W~~N 11/06/2007 
~neludes T:anaactions rrOID 01/01/1~01 Thru 01109/~00e 

lImount Code r~cm Date Thru Date Payee 

'l!.lVVv/VIL 

G~cuP t Of D~Y' _____________________ ~-__ =====_ __ _=====. ___ •• ____ ._. __ .~~~ •• ___ ••• ___ •...................... _______ ••••• =.==c:=====:======::======= 

00041211940 11/2J/2007 
00041211939 11/23/2007 
00041212172 12/07/2007 
00041212171 12/0i/2007 
00041212439 12/21/2007 
00041212438 12/21/2007 

437.47 3 T1 
nO.29 1 T2 
691. "14 3 Tl 

1.,72S.02 1 '1'2 
481.2B 3 T1 

l,72B.02 1 T2 
•••••• _ ..... ., ....... 00II 

11/11/a007 11/13/2007 WHALmN/ DIANS 
11/11/2007 11/13/2007 WH~~N, D~E 
11/14/2007 11/27/2007 ~mN, DtANE 
11/14/2007 11/27/2007 WHALEN, DIANE 
11/26/2007 12/11/2007 ~mN, DIANE 
11/29/2007 12/11/2007 W~tN, DtANE 

o 
3 
o 
14 
o 
14 



06/17/2008 13; 09 

.. 
C~\I:.e9Cl:~U: Ind *Med 01\0 EXp 

C1~y at Seattle - Worker's compen'Aticn 

07012 
Incl\1des 'n:>,"",,,,,,,, 

~VV""/VI'-

I'aqli 

Form Date AmoUnt Cc~. From Da~e Thru Date Payee Group ¥ of Days 

1 

..... _________ ~~~~ •• c~~====a. ..... ___ ••• ~~. ____ ....... ___ aa.~. _______ ~~~~~.--=a~~======= •• ___ • ____ ._ ••• ~_. __ •••• __ • __ ._. __ ~=== 
04001304666 12/13/200? 
0400iJ04666 12/13/2007 
04001304666 12/13/2007 
04001304666 ~2/13Y2007 
0400130~666 12/13/2007 
04001304666 12/13/200"1 
040013086(4 12/21/2007 
04001306644 12/21/2007 
04001316306 01/09/2009 
04001336227 02/26/2008 

, 94, n 2 M1 
190.00 2 M3 

,113,84 2 Dil3 
... 221.54 2 til 
/151.90 2 Hl 
/211.69 2 M1 
." SlO.OO 2 MJ 
""90.00 2 M3 
~ 94.72 2 Hl 

V40.OO 2 M1R _._----.... -.. --

11/26/2007 
, 11/27/200? 
11/26/2007 
:1.1/19/2007 
11/12/2007 
11/11/2007 
12/06/2007 
12/04/2007 
12110/2007 
02/10/2009 

POGtT SOUND rAMIL~ PK~SIC~ANS LAKESHORE CLI 
PUG~T SOUND rAHILY PH~SIC~S ~SHORE eLI 
PUG~T SOUND PAMILY PHYSIClANS LAKESHORE ~I 
PUGET SOUND FAMILY PHYSICIANS LAKE$HO~t eLI 
puGtT SOOND FAMILY PHYSICIANS LAKtSHOkE eLI 
POGtT SOVNO FAM~Ll PHYSICIANS LAKESHORE CLI 
mOMONDS PHYSICAL TKtRAPY , SPORfS REHAB ~OM 
EDMONDS PHYSICAL TR~~Y , SPORfS R~HAi mOM 
PVG2T SOUND FAMIL~ PHYS!CIANS LAKESHORE eLl 
PUGt~ SOUND FAMILY PHYSICIANS LAKESHORE C~l 



.. 
. .(1500) 

'HEALTH INSURANCE CLAIM FORM 
AF>PI'IOVED BV NATIONAL UNIFOIVvI OLAIM COMMITTee OiIOS 

. 
CITY OF sd·.l A,E 
PC BOX 34028 

Ii!:J VVIJI v I L. 

1 

SEATTLE, WA 9Bl2bK TO PAY 

~ 
~v-~~~~~--ii 

~~~~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~----~~ 

DIANe WHALEN elm#: SA52813 
Amounti 594.72 Data Paid:. 1211312007 
CheCk #: 4001304686 PBW M1 
Payee: PUGET SOUND FAMILY 
PHYSICIANS LAKESHOR& CLINIC 

o 
~~~~~~~Trr------:7~~------!~ 

~~~~~d-~~~ 
Q 

~~~~~~~-----j~ i 
~~~~AN]~~~~~~-------j~~~~~~~~----id.~~~~~~~~~~---------lf 

APPROVED OMS-OSSS-oeee FORM CMS-'500 (08/06) 

PBVv 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. . 

Diagnosis Code L 
ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 

Diagnosis Code Description 

8409 !Sprain Shoulder/Arm Nos 

http://www.smh.com/pholicd9diagcode.ASP?Code=8409 7/24/2008 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code L 
ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 

Diagnosis Code Description 
7234 !Srachial Neuritis Nos 

http://www.smh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=7234 7/2412008 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code I 

ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 
Diagnosis Code Description 

7804 iDizziness And Giddiness 

-'---'--'''''- --------------------~--- ---~---------~---------- ---~ ~--~--~---~-~-- --- -----

http://www.smh.com/pholicd9diagcode.ASP?Code=7804 7/24/2008 



CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of 1 

[CPT-4[[ 
Code 

Category [[ CPT -4 Description [Benchmark 

Office or other outpatient visit for the evaluation and 

Evaluation & management of an established patient, which requires at least 
99213 

Managment 
two of these three key components: an expanded problem $38.02 
focused history -- an expanded problem focused examination --
medical decision mak. 

199213 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLlMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

http://www.myhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm?tirneout=240 7/24/2008 



T" ._f_v"", .... _ ........... ~ ... v ....... '-' ... . 

" (1500 J 
HEALTH INSURANCE CLAIM FORM 

a.,1 

b, 

o. E.1,-l 

d.1NS 

DIANE WHALEN Clm!¥: SA62873 
Amo~nt: $113.84 Data Paid; ,12113/2007 
ChaCk #: 4001304666 PBW M3 
Payel;t: PUGET SOUND FAMILY 
PHYSICIANS LAKESHORE CLINIC 

DIANE WHALEN Clm#: SA52673 
Amount: $90 Date Palti: 12113/2007 
Check #: 400130466e PBW M3 
Payee: PUGCT SOUND FAMIL.Y 
PHYSICIANS LAKESHORE CLINIC 

FILE 

II UI11'lL-11U UU11,1 

/' ' " 

CITY OF SEATT~ ~ PERSONNEL D~PT 
WOR~RS' COMPENSATION UNIT 

l&IVVO/VIL 

~~A~~£E3402e wOJ(;.2hQ~AY 
p 

~ 
~~~~~~~----~= 

• 
II1Y m.dlCal or olfler inlonnllion n_IBIIIY 

g mynll Qr 10 The PIIIY WIIo aco=epra aaaigtlm.nl 

1126.2007 

2 

=~~1ili:1iW~1m;=' ;;:=::::=:':=~--";:---l ~ 
;!1: 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code L 

ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 
Diagnosis Code Descri tion 

8470 ~Sprain Of Neck 

\ 

__ -=....c.-'--'-________ '----__ _ 

http://www.srnh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=84 70 7/2412008 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code I 

ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 
Diagnosis Code Description 

7295 IPain In Limb 

http://www.smh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=7295 7/24/2008 



CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks 

ICPT -4 Code/lCategoryll CPT -4 Description IIBenchmarkl 

1 97001 "Medicine IIPhysical therapy evaluation. II $55.851. 

197001 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Page 1 of1 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience . 

. Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

http://www.myhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7124/2008 



CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of 1 

~~I Code Category CPT -4 Description I Benchmark 

197530 IIMeilicmel 
Therapeutic activities, direct (one on one) patient contact by the G provider (use of dynamic activities to improve functional 
performance), each 15 minutes. . 

I~?~~o. ..... . 
CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all. information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience .. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

-----------

htto:llwww.mvhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7/2412008 



,. 
'. 

,[ 1500J . , 
.. 

• 
tlEAL TH INSURANCE CLAIM FORM 
APPROVi:O ElV NATIONAL UNIFOFlM CLAIM COMMITrEE otIOs , 

i 
\. -' 

CITY OF SEA'J. '.L'lIS 
PO BOX 34028 OK 
S!:AT'I'LE, WA 98124 TO PAY 

PBW 

1 

PICA 

! 
~~~~~~~r,-~i 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~i 
a. r 

b. 

c, 

DIANE WHALEN Clm#: SA52873 
Amount: $221.54 Date Paid: 12113/2007 
Check #: 4001304886 pew M1 
Payas: PUGET SOUND FAMILY 
PHYSICIANS LAKESHORE CLINIC 

d, INSUAANOE NAMEOFI NAME 

~~~~~~~~~m/----~i 
:;, 

~~~~~~~--~~~ 
i 

~~~~~~~~~~------~~ 

"Y"., r",lIIm jQ and OIlmpleie llam 1/ a·d. 

APPROVED OMB-093S-0999 FORM CMS-1S00 (06/0S) 

PP.UI 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code I 
ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 

Diagnosis Code Description 

8409 !Sprain Shoulder/Arm Nos 

http://www.smh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=8409 7/2412008 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code I 
ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 

Diagnosis Code Description 

7234 !Brachial Neuritis Nos 

----------------------------------------------------------------

http://www.smh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=7234 7/2412008 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period.· Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code I 
ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 

Diagnosis Code Description 

7804 ;Dizziness And Giddiness 

httD ://www.smh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=7804 712412008 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

RESPONDENT, 
NO. 07-1-08242-1 SEA 

v. 

ASHLEY ALEXANDER, 

APPELLANT. 

DECLARATION OF SERVICE 

I, MARIA ARRANZA RILEY, DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER 
THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON THAT THE FOLLOWING IS TRUE 
AND CORRECT: 

ON THE 10TH DAY OF JULY, 2009, I CAUSED A TRUE AND CORRECT 
COPY OF THE RESTITUTION DOCUMENTS (VOLUME 1 OF 2) TO 
BE SERVED ON THE FOLLOWING IN THE MANNER INDICATED BELOW: 

[X] KING COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
APPELLATE UNIT 
KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE, W-554 
516 THIRD AVENUE 
SEATTLE, WA 98104 

(X) U.S. MAIL 
() HAND DELIVERY 
( ) 

SIGNED IN SEATTLE, WASHINGTON, THIS 10TH DAY OF JULY, 2009. 

x ---------------------------------

Washington Appellate Project 
1511 Third Avenue, Suite 701 
Seattle, WA 98101 
(206) 587-2711 



E-FILED IN KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 

~:i~~ ~W~lrlJ1.~T~~~ ~tCEIPT ATTACHED] 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) No. 07-1-08242-1 SEA 
) 

Respondent, ) 
) 

v. ) 
) 

ASHLEY ALEXANDER, ) 
) 

Defendant! Appellant. ) 

COVER SHEET 

Attached hereto are: Documents considered by the Court at Restitution Hearing 
held on 11-24-08 [Volume 2 of 2]. 

(These documents are being filed with the authorization and 
agreement of the King County Prosecuting Attorney.) 

sf Susan F. Wilk 
State Bar Number 28250 
Washington Appellate Project 
1511 Third Ave, Ste 701 
Seattle, WA 98101 
Telephone: (206) 587-2711 
Fax: (206) 587-2711 

Washington Appellate project 
701 Melbourne Tower 
1511 Third Avenue 
seattle, Washington 98101 
Phone (206) 587-2711 
Fax (206) 587-2710 



CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of 1 

I CPT-4 II 
Code 

Category II 
CPT -4 Description I Benchmark 

Office or other outpatient visit for the evaluation and 

Evaluation & 
management of an established patient, which requires at least 

99214 
Managment 

two of these three key components: a detailed history -- a $57.53 
detailed examination -- medical decision making of moderate 
complexity. Counse. 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLlMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

http;//www.myhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7/2412008 



• CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of 1 

1 

1 

CPT-4 II Category II CPT -4 Description 1 Benchmark Code 

72050 1 Radiology 
Radiologic examination, spine, cervical; minimum of four 

1 
$46.431 VIews. 

172050 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to tis at your earliest convenience. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

------------------------------------------------

httn:llwww.mvhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cot-4.dbm 7/24/2008 



". CI5® 
HEAL'rH INSURANCE CI.AIM FORM 
AF'PROVEt> BY NATIONAL UNIFOfIM CLAIM OOMMITTEE Il8It1f 

DIANe WHALEN elm#: SA52e73 
, Amount: $161,li1 Dale Paid: 1211312007 
Check #: 400'30~6ae PBW M1 
Payee: PUGET SOUND FAMILY 
PHYSICIANS LAK~SHORe CLINIC 

',.,0" .. ,~""'" Manual a.velllatllB 

~I 

, , -
CITY OF SE~l'TLE 
PO BOX 34028 
SEATTLE, WA 96124 

~VVI/VI~ 

l 

OKro PAY 
P8W' PICA 

z 
0 

~ 
~ 
2; 

SEX ~ 
F ~ 

Q 

:i 
5 
~ 

1 



CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of1 

ICPT-4 11 Code 
Category II CPT -4 Description IBen~hmark 

Office or other outpatient visit for the evaluation and 

Evaluation & 
management of an established patient, which requires at least 

99213 
Managment 

two of these three key components: an expanded problem $38.02 
focused history -- an expanded problem focused examination --
medical decision male. 

199213 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

http://www.myhealthscore.com/dbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7/2412008 



· .. rBJJQJ 
HEALTH INSURANCE CLAIM FORM 
APPFlOVED BY NATIONAL UIIIIFOI'IM CLAIM COMMlmE 08106 

DIANE WHALEN elm#; SA52673 
Amount: $211.68 Oal& Paid: 12113/2007 
Check #: 4001304668 PBW M1 
Payee: PUGET SOUND !=AMILY 
PHYSICIANS LAKriSHORE CLINIC 

I--:~;::-:-:-~P~LA":':N-:-:NAME OR "!'IOQFlAM NAME 

I 

CITY or smt. l~E 
I10 BOX 3'028 
SEATTL~, WA '8124· 

'i!:JYVU/YIL. 

1 

OK TO PAY 
PBW PICA 

t 



· CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of1 

I CPT-4 II 
Code 

Category 
II 

CPT -4 Description I Benchmark 

Office or other outpatient visit for the evaluation and 

Evaluation & management of a new patient, which requires these three key 
99202 Managment 

components: an expanded problem focused history -- an $48.44 
expanded problem focused examination -- and straightforward 
medical decision making .. 

199202 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

httD://www.mvhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7124/2008 



CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of1 

I 

I 

CPT-4 II Category II CPT -4 Description I Benchmark Code 

73030 ·IIRadiOIOgyl 
Radiologic examination, shoulder; complete, minimum of two 

I $28.601 VIews. 

173939. . ::;i;.::§lJ~i#ii;;Qii~~. ··:1 
! 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur~ Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience.! 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

http://www.mvhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7/2412008 



(1500 ) 
' .. 

HEALTH INSURANCE CLAIM FORM 
~~~I'!:)'!HII'IY \lA"IONAL UNIFORM CLAIM COMIJIJ'FTet: oet08 

., I"ICA 

CITY OF SEATTl PERSONNEL DEPT 
WORKERS' COMPE~ATION UNIT 
fO BOX 34028 
S~TTLE WA 

II!::J v IVI v It.. 

,e 
DIANE WHAl..EN Clm#: SM2S13 
Amount: $90 Data Paid: 12121/2D07 
Check #: 4001308644 PElW M3 

ti~~~~~~~~------:=~~~-:=---·-,§ 
~~::~~~~~~~~ ____ ~.~~ __ -J~ I .. 

t·· 
payee: EDMONDS PHYSIOAL THEAAP'r' 
& SPORTS REHAB EDMON OS 

o 
:z 

~~~~~~7.7.~~==~~~------------~~ 
z 
WJ 

DIANE WHALEN elm#: SA52873 
Amount: S90 Date Paid: 12/21/2007 
Check #: 400130B644 paw M3 

--~~~~~ocft~~----~~~~~~~~~~~--------l~ n. 

Payee: EOMONDS PHYSIOAL THERAPY 
/I. SPORTS REHAB EDMONDS 

O~ FI 

'~the Islasle or B"Y madlCal orolll.r In1ormBlIOn neca&&ary 
ollhQr 11> mynll or IQ the Plll1y "ing ... g.~t M.lSlnn.8nl 

If yo, relUm ID ana cDmplele Kern II a·c. 

13. I"ISUREO'S OR AUTHORIZeD , ault,or",. 
pBymam 01 medICal lIanellls 10 the unClelilgned pnyaiclan 01 suppllor lor 
ArvicIB CleBCrlboll b810"l, 1 

~r.~~~~~-rr~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
:~~ _______ .. ,·~~..L--...l-...l-_______ -j~~~~~.JJ.....~I.!:::::.;~~ ____ '_._· __ ·,. __ l ! 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~l-___ ~I I :" " • .t 10 11011(11 211E by --. 

'I' I ! -8.~:. ',~~.-. 3 L-.., --- -t ~~~~roii7fiMi~:=IiT'1T11Iir'--_____ -11 i 
~,729,S 

ff,.~,:t";-:-~m~i"OF'Wr~---'B:"TCl'O:F~~~~~~mPPUlii""" ~ ~ 

.@ __ ~L-~~L-~~~~~~~~~ __ --~~~~~~~~~~~lJ~l;~~~~~~~-~~ 
'::! 

l~~~~~~~~!~=~~;~~1-__ 1-~~::~l-_~jL.~~~l--.~~~-1~=;~~~~~~~~N~P~I~ ____ ~---__ .. -. I~ ... --.Itt' :Z 

~~,<~~ __ ~~--~_J_,_ ... I'~~_~_-~-~-~--~ __ ~~-~~-=~~~~4r~-t~N~PI~·-'-~---7-~------'-'----.. -·' -.'., !~ 
,. __ -L-.J __ . __ .....I._.-L. __ ....L __ -.1._--.-_.,.---'-__ --'--;---l.--r..-L_--J.. ____ ....... L.. __ ..,......----I-:---J--l-,..;.N.;:.I',.:.1 -hr-----------...,.----"-.-. '-' '-' "-' -j' ~ 

,I, 

5i , ....... _ . .1..._1" 

51 ; I 
,':::;,. i'F.I).FiAL TA)r IOL..N-U-,.,-S"'-Fl-........ _ 1 

! 91 12562:30 
i:/ .1~NA)-LjR-~-OF rH~iSiC, iiA~"3R5lii~W:L.._1·32.SEiWiCiFACiim~c;::;:iCiNfNiiORiAATiON.=,,"-------tiUiiffii$:~iViC~~5&1:;;j:i"i;-r:.;;:·""}:;'~-:;::;-;-...L.--1 
, 1"'(:' linIN::: DEGAEES OR CRF.DeNlIALS ! (I '·I'\"U'I mn' mG "tt'l.tfl,"",,'!I·toP on ,.,,, rnvno::: 

.lrpl" 1~ tn" Illi tI,l(J ilia Il'RClO ~ D~rt dldr.aOI.) 

DAVID G LOWE' PT 

EDMONOS'- f'l' 
7315 212TH 
EDMONDS WA 

~ 
0' 

~i~~~~~12~/~~~~~--__ ~~~ __ --____ ~~~~~~~;;~~~~;K~~ 
Nl ' Instructlo('l Manual "V~II"lrll" at: www.nucc,org 



· .ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

I;nter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code I 
ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 

Diagnosis Code Description 

8470 !Sprain Of Neck 

http://www.smh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=84 70 7124/2008 



ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of 1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code L 

ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 
Diagnosis Code Description 

7295 ;Pain In Limb 

http://www.srnh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=7295 712412008 



.. CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of 1 

~~I Code Category CPT -4 Description I Benchmark 

197530 IIMediCine 1 
Therapeutic activities, direct (one on one) patient contact by the G provider (use of dynamic activities to improve functional 
performance), each 15 minutes. 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

---_._---_._---_._. __ ._-----_._------------_._---------------.---

http://www.myhealthscore.com/dbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7/24/2008 
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• 

ICD9 Diagnosis Code Query Page 1 of1 

Enter a full or partial Diagnosis Code. Do not enter a period. Then press 
the Run Query Button. 

Diagnosis Code t ......... wO. 

ICD9 Diagnosis Code Search Results 
Diagnosis Code Description 

8409 !Sprain Shoulder/Arm Nos 

http://www.smh.com/pho/icd9diagcode.ASP?Code=8409 7/24/2008 
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CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of 1 

ICPT-4 11 Code 
Category II CPT -4 Description I Benchmark 

Office or other outpatient visit for the evaluation and 

Evaluation & 
management of an established patient, which requires at least 

99213 
Managment 

two ofthese three key components: an expanded problem $38.02 
focused history -- an expanded problem focused examination --
medical decision mak.. 

19~~13 .............................. . 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source - American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware of this 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

http://www.myhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7/2412008 
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• CPT -4 Outpatient Benchmarks Page 1 of1 

• • 

~~I Code ~ategory CPT -4 Description I Benchmark BEl Special reports such as insurance forms, more than the information D 99080 Medicine conveyed in the usual medical communications or standard reporting 
form. 

1~908q 

CPT -4 Codes and Definitions Source· American Medical Association 

Disclaimer: Information provided by MyHealthScore.com is assembled and updated through 
several sources. It is our intention to accurately reference all information provided us, 
however data entry, data transfer, and other errors will occur. Please be aware ofthis· 
potential problem and verify the information you decide to use. If you do find errors on this 
site, please E-mail the corrections to us at your earliest convenience. 

Copyright © 1997-2002 INTELLIMED International, Corp. All rights reserved. 

http;llwww.myhealthscore.comldbmf/consumer/cpt-4.dbm 7/24/2008 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

RESPONDENT, 
NO. 07-1-08242-1 SEA 

v. 

ASHLEY ALEXANDER, 

APPELLANT. 

DECLARATION OF SERVICE 

I, MARIA ARRANZA RILEY, DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER 
THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON THAT THE FOLLOWING IS TRUE 
AND CORRECT: 

ON THE 10TH DAY OF JULY, 2009, I CAUSED A TRUE AND CORRECT 
COPY OF THE RESTITUTION DOCUMENTS (VOLUME 2 OF 2) TO 
BE SERVED ON THE FOLLOWING IN THE MANNER INDICATED BELOW: 

[Xl KING COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
APPELLATE UNIT 
KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE, W-554 
516 THIRD AVENUE 
SEATTLE, WA 98104 

(X) U.S. MAIL 
() HAND DELIVERY 
( ) 

SIGNED IN SEATTLE, WASHINGTON, THIS 10TH DAY OF JULY, 2009. 

I~ 
X ---------------------------------

Washington Appellate Project 
1511 Third Avenue, Suite 701 
Seattle, WA 98101 
(206) 587-2711 
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
DIVISION ONE 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Respondent, 

v. 

ASHLEY ALEXANDER, 

Appellant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. 62891-7-1 

DECLARATION OF DOCUMENT FILING AND SERVICE 

I, MARIA ARRANZA RILEY, STATE THAT ON THE 14TH DAY OF JULY, 2009, I CAUSED THE 
ORIGINAL OPENING BRIEF OF APPELLANT TO BE FILED IN THE COURT OF APPEALS -
DIVISION ONE AND A TRUE COPY OF THE SAME TO BE SERVED ON THE FOLLOWING IN 
THE MANNER INDICATED BELOW: 

[X] KING COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
APPELLATE UNIT 
KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
516 THIRD AVENUE, W-554 
SEATTLE, WA 98104 

[X] ASHLEY ALEXANDER 
13321 SE 279TH PL 
KENT, WA 98042 

(X) 
( ) 
( ) 

(X) 
( ) 
( ) 

U.S. MAIL 
HAND DELIVERY 

... " U.S. MAIL § 
HAND DELIVERL 

c:: 
c:' 
""1"'<, --;"1 

SIGNED IN SEATTLE, WASHINGTON THIS 14TH DAY OF JULY, 2009. 

X--+----'f~~-i -- CJ1 
c.J1 

washington Appellate project 
701 Melbourne Tower 
1511 Third Avenue 
seattle, WA 98101 
Phone (206) 587-2711 
Fax (206) 587-2710 


