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A. SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 

When loss prevention officers stopped Kimberly Bailey for 

supposedly shoplifting from two retail department stores, they created a 

computerized record of the items she allegedly stole and the alleged 

retail price of each item. They then inserted the computerized record 

into another document entitled "admission statement" and directed Ms. 

Bailey to sign the document. Ordinarily, such computerized records 

are inadmissible hearsay unless they fall under a recognized exception 

to the hearsay rule. The trial court admitted the records as the 

admissions of a party-opponent. But the State did not prove Ms. Bailey 

understood the information contained in the records or unambiguously 

manifested a belief in its truth. The computerized records therefore did 

not qualify as admissions of a party-opponent and the court erred in 

admitting them. 

B. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. The trial court erred in admitting the computerized record 

contained in Exhibit 4. 

2. The trial court erred in admitting the computerized record 

contained in Exhibit 9. 
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3. The trial court erred in admitting the computerized record 

contained in Exhibit 18. 

4. The trial court erred in admitting Exhibit 29. 

c. ISSUES PERTAINING TO ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. An otherwise inadmissible hearsay statement is not 

admissible as the adopted admission of a party-opponent unless the 

proponent of the evidence proves the party understood and 

unambiguously assented to the truth ofthe information contained in the 

statement. Here, when Ms. Bailey was stopped for suspected 

shoplifting, loss prevention officers directed her to sign an "admission 

statement" containing a computerized record of the items she allegedly 

took and the purported retail prices of the items. But the State did not 

prove Ms. Bailey understood the information contained in the lists or 

unambiguously assented to its truth. Did the trial court err in admitting 

the computerized lists as admissions of a party-opponent? 

2. Hearsay within hearsay is not admissible unless each level of 

hearsay falls under a recognized exception to the hearsay rule. In 

addition, a record prepared specifically for litigation is not admissible 

under the business record exception to the hearsay rule. Did the trial 

court err in admitting a computerized record under the hearsay 
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exception for business records, where the record was prepared 

specifically for litigation and contained inadmissible hearsay within it? 

D. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

On December 18, 2012, loss prevention officers Kathryn Delano 

and Roger Shadduck were working at the Nordstrom department store 

in downtown Seattle. 12/l0/l3RP 9-11, 70. They observed Kimberly 

Bailey apparently select some jewelry from the fashion jewelry 

department, hide the items in her hand, and then leave the store without 

paying for them. 12/l0/13RP 11, 71. Ms. Delano and Mr. Shadduck 

stopped Ms. Bailey outside the store and escorted her back to the loss 

prevention office. 12/l0/l3RP 11,71-72. Ms. Bailey admitted she 

took some merchandise without paying for it. 12/l0/l3RP 15. 

The loss prevention officers recovered three Nordstrom 

necklaces and two rings from Ms. Bailey. 12/l0/13RP 11, 17. They 

took a photograph of the merchandise. 12/1 O/13RP 17, 19; Exhibit 3. 

Although each item reportedly had a tag attached to it showing the 

retail price of the item, the alleged prices are not visible in the 

photograph. 12/l0/l3RP 23-24; see Exhibit 3. 

The loss prevention officers created a computer-generated 

record listing the items allegedly recovered from Ms. Bailey. 
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12110113RP 19-20; Exhibit 4.' The list contains the alleged "UPC" 

number2 associated with each item, a brief description of the item, and 

the alleged retail price that the item would have sold for that day. 

1211 0113RP 22-24; Exhibit 4. The loss prevention officers inserted the 

computer-generated record into a document entitled "Adult Admission 

Statement." 12110/13RP 19-26. The document states, "I admit of my 

own free will, without threats or promises, that on 12/18/12 1 took the 

following items listed below from the possession of Nordstrom Store." 

Exhibit 4. The officers reviewed each item listed on the computer-

generated record with Ms. Bailey and then had her sign the document. 

12110/13RP 10,25-26; Exhibit 4. 

Several weeks later, on January 26, 2013, loss prevention 

officers Delano and Shadduck again observed Ms. Bailey in the 

downtown Seattle Nordstrom store. 12/10/13RP 36-37, 72. They saw 

her select items from the fashion jewelry department, conceal them in 

her hand, and exit the store without paying for them. 12110113RP 37, 

73. They contacted Ms. Bailey outside the store and escorted her back 

to the loss prevention office. 12110/13RP 37-38,73. Ms. Bailey 

, A copy of Exhibit 4 is attached to this brief as Appendix A. 
2 The "UPC" number is the unique bar code number associated 

with each item of merchandise which is used for inventory tracking. 
12/10/13RP 17-18,22-23. 
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admitted she took some merchandise without paying for it. 

1211 O/l 3RP 38-39, 74. 

The officers recovered two Nordstrom bracelets and a ring from 

Ms. Bailey. 12/l0/l3RP 37. Once again they took a photograph of the 

merchandise. 12/10/13RP 40-41, 75; Exhibit 7. The photograph shows 

a tag attached to each item and the retail price the item was offered for 

on that day, written on the tag. 12/l0113RP 40-41, 75; Exhibit 7. The 

total retail price for all three items, according to the tags, was $145.05. 

Exhibit 7. 

Once again the loss prevention officers directed Ms. Bailey to 

sign a document entitled "Adult Admission Statement." 12110/l3RP 

77-78; Exhibit 9.3 Like the earlier document, it contains a computer

generated record listing the items Ms. Bailey allegedly stole, including 

the UPC number, a brief description of the item, and the alleged retail 

price. 12/l0/13RP 78; Exhibit 9. Loss prevention officer Shadduck 

reviewed each item with Ms. Bailey before directing her to sign the 

document. 12/l0/13RP 78. 

Finally, on January 11,2013, loss prevention officers Pawel 

Pucilowski and Lydia Sprague observed Ms. Bailey at the Macy's store 

in Northgate Mall. 12/l0/l3RP 91-93,159. They saw her select some 
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items of jewelry and clothing, conceal the items, and then leave the 

store without paying for them. 12110113RP 93-96, 160. They stopped 

Ms. Bailey as she exited the store and escorted her to the loss 

prevention office. 1211 0113RP 100-01, 163-64. Ms. Bailey admitted 

she took some merchandise without paying for it. 1211 0113RP 100-01. 

The loss prevention officers recovered several items of 

merchandise from Ms. Bailey. 12110/13RP 100-01, 167. They took a 

photograph of the items, which does not clearly show the prices written 

on the tags attached to them. 12110113RP 135, 167; Exhibit 17. Some 

of the items were missing their tags. 12110113RP 128. 

As at Nordstrom, the Macy's loss prevention officers created a 

computer-generated record listing the items allegedly recovered from 

Ms. Bailey. 12110/13RP 165. They created the list by scanning the 

"SKU" number4 for each item into a "regular scanner" that generates a 

price for each item from the computer database. 12110113RP 102-03, 

124. The computer-generated list contains each item's alleged SKU 

3 A copy of Exhibit 9 is attached as Appendix B. 
4 Like the Nordstrom "UPC" number, the Macy' s "SKU" number 

is the unique bar code number associated with each item of merchandise. 
12/10/13RP 103. 
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number, a brief description of the item, and the alleged retail price. 

12/10/13RP 102-03; Exhibit 18.5 

The loss prevention officers inserted the computer-generated list 

into a document entitled "Statement of admission." 12/10/13RP 102; 

Exhibit 18. The statement provides, "I, Kimberly Ann Baily [ sic] .. . 

did take merchandise and/or cash belonging to Macy's without consent 

or permission and with the intent to permanently deprive Macy's of 

their property." Exhibit 18. The officers read the document to Ms. 

Bailey and directed her to sign it. 12/10/13RP 113. 

Ms. Bailey was charged with one count of second degree 

organized retail theft. CP 6. The charge required the State to prove the 

cumulative value of the property Ms. Bailey took from Nordstrom and 

Macy' s was at least seven hundred fifty dollars. CP 6; RCW 

9A.56.350(1)(c), (3), (4). 

Several months after the Macy' s incident, in October 2013, loss 

prevention officer Sprague created a computer-generated document 

showing the prices that items with SKU numbers identical to the ones 

listed on Exhibit 18 had actually sold for on the date of the alleged 

incident. 12/1 0/13RP 172-75; Exhibit 29.6 The receipts contained in 

5 A copy of Exhibit 18 is attached as Appendix C. 
6 A copy of Exhibit 29 is attached as Appendix D. 
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the report originated from Macy's stores in other areas ofthe country; 

none was from Washington State. 12/10/13RP 175. Ms. Sprague later 

testified that all items with the same SKU numbers sell for the same 

price at all Macy's stores. 12/10/13RP 175. Many of the items actually 

sold for prices that were substantially lower than the prices listed on 

Exhibit 18. 12/10/13RP 177-82. The trial court admitted Exhibit 29, 

over objection, as a business record. 12/1 0/13RP 185-89. 

At trial, to prove the value of the merchandise, the State offered 

Ms. Bailey's "admission statements," including the computer-generated 

records that listed the alleged retail prices. Defense counsel objected to 

the computer-generated records as hearsay. 12/10/13RP 21, 45, 59, 78, 

108. Counsel conceded that the portions of the "admission statements" 

in which Ms. Bailey admitted she took merchandise were admissible as 

statements of a party-opponent. 12/1 O/13RP 45-47. But the computer

generated records contained within the documents were hearsay within 

hearsay. 12/1 O/13RP 45-48. The trial court overruled the objection, 

reasoning that the entire document was akin to a "confession to a 

murder case" and therefore admissible as the admission of a party

opponent. 12/10/13RP 49,78,110-11. 
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The jury found Ms. Bailey guilty of second degree organized 

retail theft as charged. CP 10. 

E. ARGUMENT 

The computer-generated records containing lists of 
alleged retail prices pertaining to the items taken 
were inadmissible hearsay 

1. Standard of review 

A trial court's interpretation of the rules of evidence is a 

question of law reviewed de novo. State v. Sanchez-Guillen, 135 Wn. 

App. 636, 642, 145 P.3d 406 (2006) (citing State v. DeVincentis, 150 

Wn.2d 11, 17, 74 P.3d 119 (2003)). The Court reviews the trial court's 

application of the rules to particular facts for an abuse of discretion. Id. 

2. Computer-generated records are inadmissible 
hearsay unless they fall within a recognized 
exception to the hearsay rule 

It is well-established that "[ c ]omputer-generated evidence is 

generally hearsay and can only be admitted if it comes within one of 

the established exceptions to the hearsay rule.,,7 State v. Kane, 23 Wn. 

App. 107, 111,594 P.2d 1357 (1979). 

7 '''Hearsay' is a statement, other than one made by the declarant 
while testifying at the trial or hearing, offered in evidence to prove the 
truth of the matter asserted." ER 801(c). Generally, hearsay is not 
admissible unless it falls under an established exception to the hearsay 
rule. See ER 802 ("Hearsay is not admissible except as provided by these 
rules, by other court rules, or by statute. "). 
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The purpose of the rule barring hearsay evidence is to "prevent 

the jury from hearing statements without giving the opposing party a 

chance to challenge the declarants' assertions." Brundridge v. Fluor 

Fed. Servs., Inc., 164 Wn.2d 432,451-52, 191 P.3d 879 (2008). The 

rule serves "to exclude untrustworthy evidence which may prejudice a 

litigant's cause or defense." Nordstrom v. White Metal Rolling & 

Stamping Corp., 75 Wn.2d 629,632,453 P.2d 619 (1969). 

Ordinarily, computer records are deemed sufficiently 

trustworthy to be admissible in a criminal trial if they satisfy the 

statutory "business records" exception to the hearsay rule.8 See, e.g., 

State v. Quincy, 122 Wn. App. 395,401-02,95 P.3d 353 (2004); State 

v. Ben-Neth, 34 Wn. App. 600, 603, 663 P.2d 156 (1983). Admitting a 

computer record under the business records exception ensures its 

trustworthiness because the trial court must find the '" sources of 

information, method and time of preparation were such as to justify its 

8 RCW 5.45.020 provides: 
A record of an act, condition or event, shall in so far as 
relevant, be competent evidence if the custodian or other 
qualified witness testifies to its identity and the mode of its 
preparation, and if it was made in the regular course of 
business, at or near the time of the act, condition or event, 
and if, in the opinion of the court, the sources of 
information, method and time of preparation were such as 
to justify its admission. 
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admission.'" Ben-Neth, 34 Wn. App. at 604 (quoting RCW 5.45.020). 

The proponent of the evidence must offer the testimony of a person 

"who has custody of the record as a regular part of his work or has 

supervision of its creation." Quincy, 122 Wn. App. at 399. The 

witness must be able to explain the method used to retrieve the 

computer record as well as the procedure by which it is created and 

maintained. Id. at 400. The proponent must also show the record was 

created in the regular course of business and the business's employees 

rely upon the information contained within it. Id. at 400-01. Ifthese 

statutory requirements are met, computerized records are deemed as 

trustworthy as any other business record admissible under the statute. 

Ben-Neth, 34 Wn. App. at 603. 

But here, the State did not seek to offer the computerized 

records under the business records exception to the hearsay rule. 

Instead, the State offered the evidence, and the trial court admitted it, as 

admissions of a party-opponent. 12110/13RP 49, 78, 110-11. In this 

manner, the State circumvented the well-established foundation 

requirements for demonstrating the trustworthiness of a business 

record. The State did not establish that the '''sources of information, 

method and time of preparation were such as to justify'" admission of 
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the computerized records. See Ben-Neth, 34 Wn. App. at 604 (quoting 

RCW 5.45.020). 

The State's failure to establish the admissibility of the computer 

records under the business records exception was fatal because the 

records did not qualify as admissions of a party-opponent. 

3. The computerized records were not admissible as 
party-opponent admissions because the State did 
not establish that Ms. Bailey clearly manifested 
an adoption or belief in the truth of the 
information contained in the records 

An out-of-court statement is considered non-hearsay and is 

admissible as the admission of a party-opponent if"[t]he statement is 

offered against a party and is (i) the party's own statement, in either an 

individual or a representative capacity or (ii) a statement of which the 

party has manifested an adoption or belief in its truth." ER 801 (d)(2); 

Lodis v. Corbis Holdings, Inc., 172 Wn. App. 835, 859, 292 P.3d 779 

(2013). 

Here, the computerized records containing lists of the UPC 

numbers and alleged retail prices of the items taken were not Ms. 

Bailey's "own statements." Instead, they were hearsay within hearsay, 
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contained within a larger document that itself contained Ms. Bailey's 

own statements.9 Exhibit 4, 9, 18. 

"Multiple hearsay is ... even more vulnerable to all the 

objections which attach to simple hearsay." Naples v. United States, 

344 F.2d 508, 511 (D.C. Cir. 1964), overruled in part on other grounds 

by Fuller v. United States, 407 F.2d 1199 (D.C. Cir. 1968) (internal 

quotation marks and citation omitted). When a party seeks to admit 

hearsay within hearsay, it must establish that each level of hearsay 

independently conforms to an exception to the hearsay rule. ER 805. 

Under ER 805, "an admission repeating another's statement is 

admissible only if the other person's statement is itself an admission or 

falls within an exception to the hearsay rule." Jordan v. Binns, 712 

F.3d 1123, 1129 (7th Cir. 2013). Thus, in this case, the contents of the 

computerized records were independently admissible as the admissions 

of a party-opponent only if the State could establish that Ms. Bailey 

"manifested an adoption or belief in [their] truth." ER 801(d)(2)(ii). 

9 Thus, the trial court erred in finding that the computerized 
records were akin to a "confession to a murder case." 12110/13RP 49. A 
confession to a murder would be a party's "own statement" and therefore 
would fall under ER 801 (d)(2)(i). Here, the computerized records were 
not Ms. Bailey's "own statement" and were therefore admissible as party
opponent admissions only if the State proved they qualified as adoptive 
admissions under ER 801 (d)(2)(ii). 
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To show that a party adopted the contents of the statement of 

another, the proponent of the evidence must show the party "manifestly 

adopted and believed [the statement] to be true." Bertsch v. Brewer, 97 

Wn.2d 83,86,640 P.2d 711 (1982). The proponent must show the 

party's conduct in relation to the statement was affirmatively "intended 

as an adoption of the statement." White Industries, Inc. v. Cessna 

Aircraft Co., 611 F. Supp. 1049, 1062 (W.D. Mo. 1985).10 

"Accordingly, the mere fact that the party has acted (or failed to act, in 

the case of an admission by silence) in some way in reference to the 

statement or information (as by repeating it or retaining it) is not 

sufficient, standing alone, to justify a finding that there has been an 

adoption." Id. Whether the party's action reflects an intent to adopt the 

statement depends on the surrounding circumstances, including "the 

circumstances and nature ofthe underlying statement itself." Id. 

A party's use of a document supplied by another may be 

sufficient to demonstrate an intent to adopt the truth of the information 

10 ER 801(d)(2)(ii) mirrors the comparable federal rule. See FRE 
80 1 (d)(2)(B) (providing that an opposing party's out-of-court statement is 
admissible as an adoptive admission if offered against the party and "is 
one the party manifested that it adopted or believed to be true"). Thus, 
federal case law interpreting FRE 801 (d)(2)(B) is persuasive authority in 
interpreting ER 80 1 (d)(2)(ii). In re Det. of Pouncy, 168 Wn.2d 382, 392 
n.9, 229 P.3d 678 (2010). 
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contained therein. Id. But the circumstances must show the party acted 

"in some significant, identifiable way, in direct reliance upon the 

specific information in question, so as to demonstrate clearly the party's 

belief in and intentional adoption of that information." Id. at 1063. 

In Momah v. Bharti, 144 Wn. App. 731, 749,182 P.3d 455 

(2008), for example, Bharti, an attorney, posted biographical 

information, comments from clients, information about a class-action 

suit he prosecuted, and media reports about his cases on his website. 

The Court held the contents of the out-of-court statements were 

admissible against Bharti as adoptive admissions under ER 801 (d)(ii) 

because "Bharti has taken affirmative steps to provide the information 

to inform the public about himself and his legal practice." Id. at 750. 

The Court reasoned, "[b]y providing the content as a means of 

publicizing himself, Bharti effectively manifest[ ed] his belief in the 

truth of the information." Id. 

Similarly, a party's possession of a document created by another 

may demonstrate an intent to adopt the contents of the document if 

additional circumstances affirmatively demonstrate the party 

manifested a belief in the truth of the contents. See, e.g., United States 

v. Pulido-Jacobo, 377 F.3d 1124, 1132 (lOth Cir. 2004). In Pulido-
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Jacobo, for example, the defendant held onto a speaker receipt for more 

than two months after the speaker purchase, and police officers found 

speakers in the trunk of his car matching the description on the receipt. 

Id. The Tenth Circuit held that, although possession of a document 

alone is not sufficient to demonstrate an intent to adopt the contents of 

the document, "possession plus" may suffice. Id. There, the evidence 

was sufficient because "the surrounding circumstances tier d] the 

possessor and the document together in some meaningful way." Id. 

(internal quotation marks and citation omitted). 

By contrast, the mere fact that a "party declares that he or she 

has heard that another person has made a given statement is not alone 

sufficient to justify finding that the party has adopted the third person's 

statement." Powers v. Coccia, 861 A.2d 466,470 (R.I. 2004) (internal 

quotation marks and citation omitted). "Instead, the party offering the 

evidence must show that the circumstances surrounding the party's 

declaration indicate his or her approval of the statement." Id. 

In Coccia, Coccia was the owner of a rental property who was 

sued for negligence by a tenant following a bird mite infestation. Id. at 

468. At trial, the plaintiffs sought to admit an affidavit Coccia had filed 

in a separate civil action which incorporated statements made to him by 
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pest control companies and a representative of a construction company. 

Id. at 469. The Rhode Island court held the third-party statements 

could not be used against Coccia because there was "no evidence that 

Coccia approved of and adopted the statements as his own, but only 

that he recounted to the court in a separate action statements made to 

him by pest control and construction companies." Id. at 470. The 

contents of the documents were not admissible as adoptive admissions 

because there was "insufficient evidence either tying defendant to the 

documents in a meaningful way or indicating his approval or adoption 

of the statements contained within them." Id.; cf. Harris v. United 

States, 834 A.2d 106, 121-22 (D.C. Ct. App. 2003) (holding that 

although Assistant United States Attorney's signature on affidavit in 

support of search warrant manifested adoption on behalf of government 

of police detective's conclusion that probable cause existed, "it d[id] 

not necessarily imply agreement with the entire contents of the 

affidavit, i. e., with all the subordinate facts set forth in the affidavit"). 

Here, as in Coccia and Harris, Ms. Bailey's signature on a 

document containing statements generated by a department store 

computer was not alone sufficient to show she affirmatively approved 

or adopted the information contained within the statements. Ms. Bailey 
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was aware of what the computer said the UPC codes and retail prices of 

the items were. That information was contained within the documents 

she signed. Ex. 4, 9, 18. The loss prevention officers read the 

documents to Ms. Bailey before she signed them. 12/1 0/13RP 10, 25-

26, 78, 113. But simply because a "party declares that he or she has 

heard that another person has made a given statement is not alone 

sufficient to justify finding that the party has adopted the third person's 

statement." Coccia, 861 A.2d at 470. Even if Ms. Bailey was aware of 

the contents of the computer-generated records, that is not sufficient to 

show she understood the information or affirmatively agreed that it was 

true. See Id. at 469-70; Harris, 834 A.2d at 121-22. 

The State bore the burden to show that Ms. Bailey acted "in 

some significant, identifiable way, in direct reliance upon the specific 

information in question, so as to demonstrate clearly [her] belief in and 

adoption of that information." White Industries, 611 F. Supp. at 1063. 

The State did not meet its burden. Unlike in Momah v. Bharti, the 

State did not show that Ms. Bailey used the information, acted upon it, 

or took any other affirmative steps that "effectively manifest[ ed] [her] 

belief in the truth of the information." Momah, 144 Wn. App. at 750. 
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Without any knowledge of how the department store computers 

generated the reports or ascertained the alleged retail prices, there is 

little doubt that Ms. Bailey did not understand the information 

contained in the reports and could not say whether she believed it was 

true or not. In sum, the State did not show Ms. Bailey "manifested an 

adoption or belief' in the truth of the computer-generated records, as 

required by ER 801 (d)(2)(ii). Therefore, the court erred in admitting 

the records. 

4. Exhibit 29 was not admissible because it 
contained inadmissible hearsay and was prepared 
for the purpose of litigation 

Exhibit 29 is a computer-generated report that Macy's loss 

prevention officer Sprague created several months after the incident in 

preparation for litigation. 1211 0113RP 175. Sprague created the report 

by inputting the SKU numbers contained in the computer-generated 

record contained in Exhibit 18 into the computer. 1211 0113RP 172. 

The computer then generated receipts from sales of items with identical 

SKU numbers which allegedly occurred at Macy's stores around the 

country on the date of the incident in this case. 1211 0113RP 173-75. 

The trial court admitted Exhibit 29, over objection, as a business 

record. 12110113RP 179. The court reasoned the report was not 
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prepared for the purpose of litigation because it contained sales records 

that were themselves created at the time of the incident. 12/10/13RP 

187-88. The court erred in admitting the document because it contains 

inadmissible hearsay and was created for the purpose of litigation. 

Exhibit 29 contains the SKU numbers listed in the computer

generated report contained within Exhibit 18. Ms. Sprague did not 

obtain the SKU numbers from any independent source but merely took 

the numbers directly from the computer-generated record contained in 

Exhibit 18. 12/1 0/13RP 172. As discussed, the computer-generated 

record contained in Exhibit 18, including the SKU numbers, was 

inadmissible hearsay. 

When a party seeks to admit hearsay within hearsay, it must 

establish that each level of hearsay independently conforms to an 

exception to the hearsay rule. ER 805. As previously discussed, the 

SKU numbers contained in Exhibit 29 were inadmissible hearsay. 

Exhibit 29 has little relevance without the SKU numbers. Therefore, 

the court erred in admitting the document. See ER 402 ("Evidence 

which is not relevant is not admissible."). 

Moreover, Exhibit 29 was not admissible as a business record. 

In order for a document to be admissible under the hearsay exception 

20 



for business records, the proponent must show the document was 

"made in the regular course of business, at or near the time of the act, 

condition or event." RCW 5.45.020. A document that is specially 

prepared for trial is not admissible under the exception. Owens v. City 

of Seattle, 49 Wn.2d 187, 193-94,299 P.2d 560 (1956). In Owens, for 

example, three months after the automobile accident that was the 

subject of a negligence action, an engineer arranged to have levels 

taken of the surface of the road at the point where the accident occurred 

and used the data to make a graph for the purpose of visually depicting 

this data. Id. The Supreme Court held the graph did not fall under the 

hearsay exception for business records because it was made for the 

purpose of litigation. Id. 

Here, as in Owens, Exhibit 29 was prepared specially for 

litigation. Ms. Sprague created the report in October 2013, well after 

the alleged incident took place, specifically for the purpose of preparing 

for trial. 12/1 0/13 RP 175. Although the report contains sales records 

that were created at the time of the incident, that does not mean the 

report was admissible as a business record. In Owens, the document 

contained information that existed at the time of the incident, but the 

report itself was created for trial and was therefore inadmissible. 
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Owens, 49 Wn.2d at 193-94. Similarly, Exhibit 29 was prepared 

specially for trial and was therefore inadmissible under the hearsay 

exception for business records. 

5. Because the prices listed in the inadmissible 
computer-generated records were essentially the 
only evidence of value presented, the conviction 
must be reversed 

When evidence is improperly admitted, the trial court's error is 

harmless only if it is minor in reference to the overall, overwhelming 

evidence as a whole. State v. Bourgeois, 133 Wn.2d 389,403,945 

P .2d 1120 (1997). Here, the error was not harmless because the 

erroneously admitted evidence was virtually the only evidence offered 

to prove an essential element of the crime. 

To prove the charged crime of second degree organized retail 

theft, the State was required to prove Ms. Bailey stole merchandise 

"with a cumulative value of at least seven hundred fifty dollars." RCW 

9A.56.350(1)(c); CP 6-7. "'Value' means the market value of the 

property or services at the time and in the approximate area of the 

criminal act." RCW 9A.56.010(21)(a). Market value is the price that a 

well-informed buyer would pay to a well-informed seller. State v. 

Longshore, 141 Wn.2d 414, 429,5 P.3d 1256 (2000) (quoting State v. 

Kleist, 126 Wn.2d 432,435, 895 P.2d 398 (1995». 
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Here, virtually the only evidence of value offered by the State 

were the SKU numbers and alleged retail prices set forth in the 

computer-generated records in Exhibits 4, 9, 18, 29. 11 Those 

documents were inadmissible. The record contains no other evidence 

to prove the essential element of "value." Therefore, the conviction 

must be reversed. Bourgeois, 133 Wn.2d at 403. 

F. CONCLUSION 

The computer-generated records containing the lists of alleged 

retail prices were erroneously admitted hearsay. Because without those 

records the evidence was insufficient to prove the essential element of 

value, the conviction must be reversed. 

Respectfully submitted this 29th day of September, 2014. 

~!h-~ 
MAUREEN M. CYR (WSBA 28 Ll) 
Washington Appellate Project - 91052 
Attorneys for Appellant 

II The State did offer Exhibit 7, a photograph of three items Ms. 
Bailey took from Nordstrom, in which the prices written on tags attached 
to the items are visible. But the total price of those three items, according 
to the tags, was only $145.05, well below the $750 threshold required to 
prove the crime. 
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APPENDIX A 



-STATE EXHmiT t 

NORDSTROM. 
Adult Admission Statement 

Case #: CS-001-SL-0185 Date: 12/18/12 

Consent of: Kimberly Ann Bailey 
--------------------------~--------~---------------------

I admit of my own free will, without threats or promises, that on 12/18/12 

1 took the following items listed below from the possession of Nordstrom Store 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 located at: 500 Pine Street, Seattle, WA 98101-1744 

, 
Description Dept LJPc .. 

Anna Beck Necklace hion Jew 811284019530 

Anna Beck Neckla(e hion Jew 811284019554 

Argentino Vivo ~ri¥-\(,t(,f. hion Jew 655789160423 

Judith Jack Ring hion Jew 766393026828 

Simon Sebbag Ring hion Jew 840415091190 

qTY Price Each 

1 $93.98 

1 $118.80 

1 $92.46 

1 $175.00 

1 $75.04 

All of which is \ $555.28 . When I took the merchandise, I did so intending it for 

my own personal use knowing I was depriving Nordstrom of their property. 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Date: 

Loss Prevention Witness: 



APPENDIXB 



- STluE EXHiBiT GJ 

NORDSTROM 
Adult Admission Statement 

Case #: cs-oo 1-SL -0035-13 Date: 1/26/13 

Consent of: Kimberly Ann Baily 
----------------------------~----~-----------------------

I admit of my own free will, without threats or promises, that on 1/26/13 

I took the following items listed below from the possession of Nordstrom Store 

1. . located at: 500 Pine Street, Seattle, WA 98101-1744 

Description . Dept . Upc . .. >'''''";'CfI":Y Prlc~ Eactf" A 

Nadri Brqcelet hion Jew 664293216328 $58.96 

2 Hematie Bracelet hlon Jew 664293182678 1 mfJt $53.60.) " 
~--------------------------_+----_+--------------_+----~~~~~~_4 

3 Clear Crystal Sliver Ring hion Jew 097754025908 1 .. \/. . $32.49- ' 

All of which is 

~--;. ~".IJi!~ 
\t'~" ~.,~. 

$145.05 , When I took the merchandise, I did so intending it for 

my own personal use knowing I was depriving Nordstrom of their property. 

Printed Name: Kimberly Ann Baily 

Signature: 

Date: 1/26/13 Time: \',6\ 
Loss Prevention Witness: 
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CX::J 

t::: 
~.~ 
:1; 
~,." 
~. ·;· "I 
W 
t,!J 
j«-
.~, 

b? 

(~'rnaC'Y~3 
St-;::tt;..:.~~,.nent: G 'f. ad.ni~ ... :..;h :)l") 

CCl,.<> nLu nt)c"': 7"1 · 3Y1 ·04-00C)5' 201 :3 

I, Kirnber!y Ann Baily· (;vfng at. 18405 Aurora. Ave H .-54, Shorelil""~, WA 98"f 33. r"Oak", thi.s 
st.:o.t.etTh::nt: volunT.arily and ·0.1' :my O\Nn frp':e "'ill and r.lccord, vvirhout: intirnld"Clo"by '·.hrc~ns 0" 

prorn· fS<o.~~'. ·l~ h"'t: ·.on Friday. January 11, 2.013, « "i .cl ·til'<~ rnercl,clndi~c;, anet/o(" ·caSh be!(J'lgfng t() 
M;:· .. cy.~s wU;hout coqsenl or ,peFrn'i.s~i()n 'cu\d \.I"Yit,h . t .ht."':' j~""lent. \:,0 J.~e ..... n,an(-H·)tly 
deprive fiLnif.y':S 'of t.heir property .. 

_____ SKU Deserjpt.ion Qt:y Unit Price __ -rot.aL~,"",," • ..s: 
1001199661 ;z.e87 GO AMYSTR I3RC $24.50 · $2.4.50 
2. O()11<,l96608!:;45. GO GLD STR eRc. .j S :·H'l..OO S·3B.OO 
,06446:2.6530000 60 ILLUS NK MIX META 1 :;~ 5 . 00 $15.00 
'1l)&O:!8866689gS Lrg ·Wire Met.a.l Cuff 1 $;13.00 $1- 3.00 
'-:-004-162:6530819 CO.IL GLS BO 'PEACOCK $35.00 53::>.00 
(106647..<)3123350 PAVE; LEAF V NECK:RHO ·$1 !50.00 $150.00 
10RU5043674186 RG 5LV FA,C STN 1 $45.00 $-'l~;.OO 

j OO~)8686403895 NK SLY. ·COLLAR I3EAO 542: . 00 S""Z.OO 
009868(>056350 FRIDA CLIP ~RS 1 535.00 $3:> . 00 

,,009868640313.95 NKSLV COLLAR BEAD 7.. S~:2 .. 00 $84.00 
110848767000600 HEMN SLING STR eRC 1 $.34 . 50 $:J4.~O 
0;0848767000600 HEM .N BLiNG STR BRC 1 $~4 .. 50 S::H . 50 
l3000867;7...358061 CORDUROY· LEGGINGS 1 519.50 $19.50 
I"f00A7852982.863 1PR GOLDSPl.ATlER LE 1 $~5.()O $45.00 
I:;000867:?d7~6B7 PIQUE PENCIL L.EGG.ING ., $7.:4.00 ::>24.00 
Il,r00478S298337Z'. 1PR SIDE ZIPPER AND. 1 S38.00 $38_00 
I~OTL.3764385090 PERFECT J\;</LRY CAS. 1 55: • .. 00 $~j5,OO 
I~0762670571463 SANTORtNI . 1$90.00 ';>90.00 

.'='-'''''''-_______ : //~:_.__ -==:=--~\~:60 
/ ., . - -/' ../' A' '7 J ... ' I , k,-,--' -"_. l\acJn::~s$ ·: ,. t/~ .. i2.:;"'/ .... ~.-> -( .... ~ t " ·-S ,,:t Wi-r:ness: 1 f CJ __ . __ ----.--- -. -' l---'-~ '. ~- --. ~~ , r;.j I ' . --.--~ 

5:i1:~:,:~T J...?iP-'... ... __ ..::: ..... c:"3:i:_I::s:-}t.-'C:..'·1!.! __ . __ ,/-...} ; <"!-. ""I ~ •.•. • ?"3 

Pase 1 of .. 



APPENDIXD 



2013-10·Z1 11:07 Macy's ALderwood 370 

:rrm:lsac,tion J-JislO.ry: Ex.pott to Printer 

Macyls UPC1Week-
Search Criteria: 

UPC~ 8671:)58061 
Start-intI weG1k~ 01/1 iltOll 
Week ending: 0111112013 

Transaction HistUfY: 

Pt)t{.CHA~3E Ol/nnlJD 11 Hl4tH 

R8~~I,m.r.~ (~UUlno,u. 1.1 Hl H9 

Tnmsaction tJetaU (OCR)': 

PO RCH.T-IB r~ 1)~ 1 ~O 01. H ,-,t)~1H 
l0109!HH; 04:4 '1 [:«'1 QI/H/H 

,:~rcm'l'r, 

0612]5B061 322JO~1 
OlUG 39.()';)/'JODAY'i:j PRICE-
tIC'" r)5 n !-;r}B n:in 13 

TIGU'rS 
U(.;-r:D5'l569 J,:alc:n . 
ORTG 3~.qOl'fQtH\.'l·::1 ?~_-:::C::E. 
C[,L tl5Z:(5n~~12lln~ 

'i'r(;B:'J~ S 
8672354520 322/021 
orue J~ . .Qf}f'1'OCA't 'S l?KtGf. 
CR& 0522508928115 

:3' r'CEa~s SOQ'r.U'rAL, 
5, act}l/i VA .'I'AX 

PURCHASE 'If)'t'At, 

TOTAL 

9.99 

.2.9, 97 
1.,50 

:n.17 

3J" 47 

VISA 31. 41 
00 J.llll IlH:ol: •• .tltilEL tU'Dli::£Ll'i' 

425 - 712 ., '6007 » P 3 

Puge 1 of 1 

-STATE EXHlBlJ 2C1 
I 

tmps.:flmacysthlMacysTHlcxpnrtjsp'lopt-=upcwk&dsp\'lpt'!::DCR&exd""N&I"-=:384·Q.5 10/18/2013 



2013-10-2111:08 Macy's ALderwood 370 
;-1.'r<:tn~;fH:rio.n Hi~'itofY: rh:port to hjnt(~r 

Macy·s UPC1Week 
Search Criteria: 

UPC; 4785298?':&{!3 
5tm"ttng week;: OV1012O"t 3 
Wee.'Jk endfnB~ 01/11120.13 

Transaction History: 

Transaction Detail (DCR): 

PORCllilBG 09<~)-OC915-6:]f:dl 
71A5317fj O~i:5iJ PM ()J112l~3 

'I'lGu:r,Cl 
17052982863 322/014 
mn.GI. 5 . f}1) /'1'0 Dl\"f 1 S F H t C ~~ 
CRt, (l!j 2 2 ·B 11 <.1 :')11. '" 1.2 

Htti:1.f:; 
291421531B1 251/017 
OHXG ,}~,;. CHJI'l'OOP3' S lYrUC:J;~ 

CRL 052201~9C4'13 

31. ,')0 

1.(1.30 

BBAS 13.80 
176265186BO 1~1/060 
GRI{:;' .Ji!>,.(WI'WOTl.y1S PR:;:CE: 10.80 
CR.L {rS22n;. HHJ441i, 

:J ~:'rE21:3 S;;.IB'W'l':l',t, 5J. HI 
S, nom. VJ\ 'I~AY. 2. ti6 

l"UHCtW.Sf, TOT1',:, ':l:' . P3 

NhG't'::~ G 1FT C!-'l.fW 
[<.\)'::'11 (I _, J,Jt "Ai'" .£._ s 

f ,' ....... " 

425-712-6007 » 

Ilftp.s;;JnHl.~Y~f.h!~-,;1<l.cy:;'n-uc~~pon,.l;,;p'?DPt=UP(;\'\'k&dspopt =DCR&excJ"",N&f''''' 11606 

P 4/28 
Page 1 of 1 

I 01 t 8/201 ., 



2013-10-2111:08 Macy/s Alden-wod 370 

'J'filrlf>ilction lIIst.{)fY: Export (0 Printer 

Macyls UPClWeek 
Search Criteria! 

UPC~ 8672373687 
5t.arth1ft wOEU'k: Cl1 Ii i l20B 
Wett!k el"ldfng~ O'ff11120r5 

Transaction History: 

Transaction O/;:tail (DCR): 

Pi)~CU~'3.\?' !Hl;l-!H"215 .. ;nJu. 
10351769 06;30 PM 01/11/13 

Br .... nCt)tlE!: R3011 nO)(ll;;~6~13jln lD6 
~.&.~*.~**.*~.*~.*~ ••• *~~ • • ~~. 

~LGHTS #Lt 
867Z3766B1 322/021 
OI:U.G Ij fI • 00 n'oDf.\Y • n 1'1<1 C8 
1:,;; OFF CPt{ 

CRL 8~226'790'lJ6 

t<IJ!G ~). q ~J 
InJ 1O'OGo<t· ......... 0E13.n-

425-712-6007 » P 5/28 

Page I of 1 

10l18t20-13 



2013-10-21 11:09 Macy's ALderwood 370 
"l'n.ll18::H.:tion H.i:Hofy:ExpOJi to Printer 

Macy's UPe/Week 
Search Cl"iterta: 

ure; 6.f4626530000 
StartIng WCE'k: 0111 i 120 i 3 
WQt1k QmHng: IH/H/2Cn 

Transaction History! 

P\H':'CH1\.~1i:~B'5--~~02;;-4f! (}O 
-11. 1.1. 'f:l G 1. G4 ~ 1'.'l P','l 01 ill/ D 

'n!'} f"ao ,J'ilRL¥ 
~Jl·l(i2.i';5}Q{j.:n 2US/02(! 
r.)R It, '-'t. no /'1:001\ Y 'f; l;:f~rC::i: 
l!> ~ (1 YF' G~>N 
<:IU, n::'22S'rW'U50 2 

n ::.l"ANI ,It;'i'll'.'.{Y 
13204:326521 207/020 
nrUG ]on. OI)!'L'Ol~l\ y. '::< ?RI(:~~ 

t5'~ Off \:;)":-1 
CRt Dsa25178t7503 

'I.' r.'/PRI.) .imn:, '{ 
641S.~ (i:, :-foe b 0 :z (~1lI (};;! I) 
DIUG :m. Ol)/rODA.Y' S PRJ.(~,~: 

1:"1 Ol;?'rC.l?tr 
err::. tl5·~~577Bl '751)<1 

lQ.20 

1.1' • (}(J 

~1E,C$.l~eAH "3 ,'1 , {lH 
'13.299·',11)&305', :J;2!?:/un 
i)XJ(; ;H.9B/·!'nDA·~·r:± ['111(:::;; :N.Te 
CRL OaO~§1043l029 

l'~t4..(;Y r~) 

~O!~(:O~ 

') • () 0 ~) '" CA ':IV. 
E't:mt~r~s~' 'l'()'l'~:' 

425 -712-6007 » P 6/28 
Page lof 1 

10/18120U 



2013-10-21 11:09 Macy/s Alder~'JOod 370 

, Trnnsncti.on Hi$tm'Y; Export to Printer 

Macyts UPCfWeek. 

Search Criteria: 

urxc;~ 723764JU5:090 
Sturtlng wlaek: (H 111 nOD 
Week endfn!J'~ 0'1111 .llO'13 

Tratrsacti on Hhtory: 

Transaction DetaU (OCR): 

PORCH]~Sg 259<!10 .. ·21"2 
:>10 n'76SRHS 05: 28 Pt., 
~lGRlf ;'tT165tJ8!) 

CL:(!!:~rI'Kr..I: 

1)1/11/13 

Hli..HC{)U5:: '5.3 r.:~.l? S 9140;1. 17:(1 1() 2 
A.~~~6A •• ~~~.*~~.kh~_~.+*~.~.A 

'BMI. :V('mI (.iDS 
72J1G4l8a970 J26JG(8 
Of.UG f~5, OO/'1'OI)I.\'I·S ?lUCf: 
.N}~·'v PIUCE $~8. 9!J 
~l)!t: <:a.fF CQN 
CRl D521433580013 

S'Mt, l/l~ Ilt{ G [)~:1 
7'376~3849)O 326/048 
ORW {;~,.()(ll'J:Or.MY~!:; f.1~UCE 

NBW PRICE ~2H.99 
2'n OFT CPN 
CB~ q5~143J5~Q~53 

SEil~ I.TEl\ (';[1& 

123764385168 326J31B 
~)lnG 65. OO/'JODlH ':'> PHIC:::; 
201; orF Cl?N 
tu:t/J PIl.::::(JE: $2R. ~)'-~ 

CRI~ 0521 t! ;n!,8:)022 

,SHL :,-rilR r:;OS 
72376~·)B57]: 326/C>!B 
r.)jH::; {).~'1, C () /'WJD/!..'( ':~ ?fi. I Ct:~ 
~:£w .?f.UC::: ~;~!!. 9Y 
:'. G .~. 01:'F ~.:?tJ 

CNL C3214JJ39C012 

::;:I\L 1:.'::H.8. (~G~~ 

723764365J31 326/048 
OR:C 6S,OJ!rQD~~)~ p~;CC 

23,1 ~ 

65.GD 

425-712-6007 » 

hl(ps;Hmacy8[hjMaC'ysT}-r!(~.'~p(JI'l.jSp'!Opt:;;:upcwk&.dsp(}Pl '"':DCR&~x~I""\f&lr"'59777 

P 7/28 

Puge 10f7 

" 
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,2013-10-21 11 :10 Macy's ALderwood 370 
Tmnsaction History: E};l'mrl to Primer 

NE'i~ PRICE ;;'~;:f.l, 9':1 
ZiN, CWf Cf:'N 
Gf.H. os;tJ..O.1SnCH)c)l 

fll"JL J.,l'HR em; 
7237'4305731 325/0~B 
ORI.G 65 _ 8D/'£'CJDlI.Y.· B PIue£; 
NEvI p~tJ:ct!; $2£1. 9~l· 
2(}~, OfF.' CPi:l 
CRL 05214J3580028 

f1~tr... "[?fHR Gr')G 
723764385610 326/018 
OP.IG 6~j, OO/'rODi\Y! S f?rdClZ 
Ng~ PRICE $28,99 
;?o~, (Hnt ct:'N 
CRJ. 05ZHl35B(l(jii.2 

'::;111. .uelm GDS 
723764385610 326/048 
(HUG (i~;·.OOj'I'(J.l)/,.y fS }!!UCE. 
Nv.:N f'RT(~Ii: $.2 B ,. ',1 S 
20!il- t)F·I'~ CE'N 
CRL D5214335B0003 

SML Lttln Ginn 
123764303911 326/048 
O{{:G 2~·.{)r.;i'~()()i\.Y (S Pl~.:Ct: 
NI:::.I'! I~~U(:S ,n4, ~19 
;;w~, OFt)' CP:l 
CRL tl5 .2l';133~tl(JT>4 

SHL. L'I'lLR GD!', 
723164383911 32~!04B 

GUIG 25.00l'l'(JDi'\';{tg PRICE 
NS~~ FRIer.. :;r-l. 4, S'i') 
.:21)'~ orf" CPN 
CRL a52143J~8D035 

SI1.L LTHR GDS 
723161385144 32&/018 
ORHJ 35, OO/1'('l~I}W' S eruct 
NF..~ PRICE $111,9"3 
2M O~T CPN 
tRL 0521413&90006 

!:,f.YlL LTHR GDY~ 

l:n7{"1.3~5;"20 326/{;.4fJ 
OfUG Jft. Q(J It()PIY'!.' r S PR::ClS 
:'!O'':' on? CF,t'l 
NEW p~lC~ S14.99 
CRL ()·521.t!33580ClJU 

C7t.I(; ~I~~. ~c /'fr~G1'; .. "f r g ~?!J~(~~ 

tEv.: FlUC? B1.·~,g9 

.~'() 'i, Jf':: C P:< 
C~~ OS2:.315S~Gt0 

2.5,O() 

11.99 

35.00 

.L .. 9~ 

425-712-6007 » P 8128 
Puge 2of7 
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2013~10~21 11:10 Macy's Alderwood 370 

::j>iL;,'rte< C;();;, 
72376(385120 32fi/C48 
CR:G J 5 • on J '1'001\ Y 'S PI.': I cr. 
·NF.:~J ?IH C E: ;;; 1.1.. 99 

C~L 852113J560036 

SML r .. l'~R (';I)S 
723764385090 326/048 
bJUCi 55, ()OI'I'CmA~' sprUCE: 
20 '11 on' CPN 
N J!:~J P lHCfl! ~.;:;t:~. <iJ ~r 
CRL 0521133580005 

f.i(~1.[' r.:n:IR G[j:~~ 

72376a3B5458 326/018 
OrtI,'-'; 55. OOl'r()Dr~Y' S PIUCE' 

. N.1':~1 .1:'H1CJ:: $ 2:) . $) 9 
20~! Olf:' C~"bl 

CRT, t.j!J~~ lA 335n 004 0 

St'lL ::rlfJ.t GQ)~~ 

723761385Q9Q 326/048 
OHI.G S.b ,00 /'TOOJ..\ y r S PRJ C£ 
Nv~N ?!ncr; $23.99 

~:;~)L I.1:m.~ GDS 
72:nG~t3B54!)H :J2.6/0<JH 
O:?:lG 55. Ol'i!'rO!JJI':! '!, PIner:; 
NF.:lii PRYCE $~D.9rJ 
20(1 (IF'F.' cp·~ 

C:i:l..L CiSn{3~!58eOtlG 

SfiC L'2IW. GI)S 
723764395076 325/048 
onI(l Ij~'i. (,10/'rODMY' S PHI':;:: 
~EW PRIC! $23.99 
;20~ (W{~ GP1;j 
ern. o~)n;:JJ3~)(lOOft:l 

SMr. LTri Ii. c;c~:: 

7237G4185458 326/048 
uru:.:.; :5~). OO/';:Oo.cl.'f'-;:j ?fU~~I~ 

NE~') t;'1~.1(;1::' ~{:n. 99 

CRt 052t43JSD0044 

S~fL )/L'fW. Gi)):\ 
123164305458 326!UGS 
0litlG 35.0:) /'IO"JAY. I f! f'l~:u..:_t: 
Ngt'l ?RI~~r.~ S23 ~ fj):f 

20.." (JET erN 
:~L C~2~d13~630Q7 

~~l·":1.1 h·e:.::.~ r;D::~ 

'123'7 ;"5 C:~:5:: (y:u:; ] 2' ~i· / (] !lfJ 
;::·R.1"G 5~·. ~)O/1'Of)j;,'( .::; FKJ.r::L 
Ni-:V: p::cr;:r:: ~'23. 9~, 

~. 1. 9~1 

]5.00 

19.19 

55,on 

:'i5.00 

5 :::.,. :J() 

425~712-6007 » P 9/28 

Pug.e J erf? 
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2013-10-.2111:11 Macy's Alderwood 370 
Tl'f.l:.I1HLlClion HiBlory: Export to Printer 

~,:m~ OF? ~::f'~i 

(;:'\:;:, (i~J21n3~)g:HHl 

SElL LTlJll. GIJS 
723754385510 326/J48 
OIHG ~lS. OO/,!,(J!)P,y 's t'lt:;C~ 
P.n?,$\\ PRJ; C E- ~ 2fL '9 ~ 
'20\1 NY CPliI 
CRL :J5l1.4.D5H005<l 

~ir-1J, l!l.'fn~ (.lDS 
7:;!:H64.3H516H J26/n4f~ 
tm.1:G 6 rj. OOI'r0t'!AY' S PfnGI~; 
:? 0% OJ:"l!~ C?N 
~!GW PRtCE $213.. 99 
CRL 0521133580024 

St;IL J..TEH GGS 
723161381g9~ 12eJb~8 
GIUG fi'i.OOl'rODAY'f; m:uc;;; 
21Tl.· (nt-l" CI?N 
C~L D521433560001 

SNL LTHH CL~S 

7;?';:\'7(}'J.1SS4M :~:i:6/01S 

Ott!.G S5.00/1.'ODAY·S PInt}; 
m:;iM PRICE: ~~~~3. £r~ 
2lTt npi? GrN 
CRL 0521433590056 

.:'~<lr, vrHR ens 
1237G~38S~72 326/048 
(ll:{.f(:; 'j:; _ Q{)/TOW\'{' S Pln~:F~ 

Nifty, J!l.UCll: $21.99 
2'0& OI"F CHI 
CRr. Ol:,214:DlJHOrilO 

S!'·'iL I .. THR CD;" 
72376ijJB55J3 326/046 
~:>an; ~5<QO/';O[m.y.' S PlUG.£. 
N:<':~~ f.tH Ice; ~B. 99 
20'is ottC' CFN 
c;:c .• os:n'1335UOr.i71 

811T~ L't'HfI. GUS 
721151395472 326/019 
OIUt; '55.UO/'IO[;.,r"y's &R.'t(:C 
2{H'i ()~'~' cp.~·r 

NZ'g P[(ICES:;! .;). 99 
CR.}, {)S2HJJ5>.IOC';.L 

8ML !./l'HH Qr;.I$ 

723761385748 326/0~& 
OJU~ 3!'.i. ::.10!'WC)':;'Y '5 :;!~~ncc 

~:f:;1 L :i -I'H.;t GD:5 
723764385687 326ft'S 

65.00 

fi ':i'. 01,1 

19.19 

S5, no 

19.19 

425-712-6007 » P 10/28 
Page 11 of7 

10/18/2013 



2013-10-21 11:12 Macy's Alden,wod 370 

l'nm:mc:tioll Hif..1:ol'Y: Export to Printer 

()!{l'C S5.{l~IJ':'ODA':':3 p~~lel~ 55, (je) 
N~W Pfn:~::I; ~23> 99 
/.!,O% OFT ,CPN 
C~L 052143358001i 

m{l~, 1::1' l:Ut ~;D$ i. ~1. 1 S\ 
123764385458 326/04B 
()JnG ,~S~{101T(mAY' g. p.lnCJ~ -'S5.0(\ 
N~~\) (l'WJ:Cf': ~;23. ~9 
20 ~ {)~'- E' Cf':( 
cruJ (JS;?1.4 .335$00 3.3 

SJ)1:L Gnm Gm; 
723764365748 J2G/040 
OltIG ~S.()Uf'l'(IOp.'i'S PlnCr: 
};l'.t;.) PRICZ ~i2J. 9;1 
2(1~ orr~ CPN 
GIU, Oti;ZJ413SnCi);)1 

SftlL 1. ~nn<.. CD1:1 
723164395458 326/040 
mUG 505, OO/'IX)f)l\Y If.: PIUCE 
NE\-]'?RIGli', $23.99 
:ZO,~ qFE' Gb'N 
caL 05114 335UOOJB 

St'j t. v:' H K GOS 
7237643855~O 326/0'8 
Oln G :)~\ • tm ! l'OD"" Y • n ?R:::Cf~ 
NFtH !J;uc:e ~~2:3, 99 
:;!o~- (W;r' C,PN 
eRr, 0.52H3}5fW()!iC 

~~~,t. L'nI:;( G~!' 

n,:n(;/13~1!!t:i(n 32(;'/Oilf:i 
(Y,UG 55.00/'2001\'!'[.) J,JRICg 
NE:{'I PRiel!; ~;23. 99 

St'~~:J L'l'I.,R G D[; 
723161385441 326/048 
orne !l S. ~.\O /'fODI\'C S 1:'1:\1(';;';:. 
Nt~ PRIce ;1:1:'-3. ~"9 
20'i1 :)fif' CP;'\ 

e[u, Q!l214:3JSSOD'fJS 

SML LTWt GD:i 
721164385205 326/048 
mUG :rS.CO/'POl)AY'S PRICE; 

NW PRICE: $:~II. '.19 
eRl. \)':;21 J) :nS:sGG,:fi 

:.:lt~l(. '.:t',OIf<. Get; 
721~e43U511' j~6!C4e 
fJl:<.l.;;;' . .3 ~, • 00 .n:o;)f.!, y '!,) PI,,: (; Eo 
2',\E::\1 Pf';lC;:: ;;. ttl ,~19 
21~~ CWF C;2N 

eRL ~~2t43358006G 

~'l5.00 

55.00 

19,1.9 

19.19 

19.19 

425-712-6007 » 

btlps:l/nUl(;y~,tll/Mrtc)'STH!e.xpOJ:'l.jsp?Opt~""llpC.wk&d.spt)pr~'DCR&.¢xcl""N&r=59777 

P 11/28 

Pngc 5 {If 7 

!.t1ilU20D 



2013-10-21 11:12 Macy's Alderwood 370 425-712-6007 » P 12/28 
Trllns.f1<:tiort. History: EXfJl)rt to Pril1h:r Puge () of7 

.~}fL LTHR GD~:' 1.1. . 9~~ -
? 2 37 6tl ~W 52\)5 J26/04B 
ORH.;l ::105, n(}/'fOGhY'S PRICE :s5. (J 0 
Ni:~' E'.\UC2 $U.9<1 
20;} QST (.:Pl-J 
CIU. m.i:?!_4 ::nSS::1fj23 

ZMIJ Ur'HR CDS 1.().3':.\ 
'j 7.:1'1 M31;'f:$ 62!:i J~~ 6/04!) 
maG 3(; • 00 / TO j}.~, ''( I :3 prU\~li'. 30,00 
20'f" GEE CP~) 

Nelj',t PJu.cg ~:-t2. 99 
GEL! QS2H ,;n;)t~GOiJ'} 

SHL IJT"~ft c:ns 10. 3(~ 
72J. 764 3fj5 G~~5 326/(}sJf3 
(lIUG( 3 f) • tlO /T(1)lW ' :;; PRICE. Jl),OO 
l:rI::W PK~Cf: $12.9:) 
io~ on' ,CPN 
CR1~ 0521433SUOO25 

::tNT .. hfHH. GUt! lfL39 
n:n64J85fj~5 32~:,/041J 
ORI.G ],0. OU I't'ODAY \ :3 i?IUCr:: :'iO.fJD 
WEN I?R:r.r'::'E $l;?, JHl 
2{Tt Of'l!' niH 
cr..u ... os;;: 1. ·~LJ3~3 SO:J 48 

s:>u .• J..:rHH GDg 10, :~9 
'n37:;~ 385.55 '1 3~:(>lO'W 
ORIG ;:;;.{). ;)O/'J'O[}[\ '{ r S PIUCE 3a. 00 
N31!1 PRIce $12,99 
:~O'~, ()F~' t:P.H 
c: ::.'t~., 052t413~;81,)GJl 

Sr,.!l~~, L'I'Hl~~ C(l~> 10.38 
? 2:n 64.:~H E,55'7 :J~~ 6lC'j G 
DP..IG 3~. UO /'POtiJ.l.Y· tj !:"HfCE .:~Q. 00 
NE~v.t PRrc~~ $12.99 
20~. Ol!T GPN 
8m .• ()52U 'j,}!3HO()'O"J 

~1ML t:l'~x CDS U). 39 
723-'1 fi.it38~403 3is5/04 a 
OR-Ie .30 • QQ !Ton;.w 1 .S FRICr., JO.OO 
NE.~\! P.1CCb n2.,9Sl 
zn~i OfT CPN 
cr,L G .32'J. '133Ei fl 00 'J'j 

,~,M[' Ll'Hfl. (~DS ll) . 3~ 
n:n6<1,3$ 5.3 0<1 326/Q:HI 
orut;: ~c ,·OQ/rCfDAY J!5: ?'C(I(;E; ~O. JC 
~;E;~~' r'?GGK ~;12. 91 
2.e~ (:rt-' CHI 
Cttl. O'5.2H 'B~:l}();)li;;; 

S>IL L 'Jfll~ GP;;: 10.39 
n;'Q6q3fl?:397 J:2;'i!:)l...iJ 
(lR:'.G :~(). !.l:! !':.'OCil Y t;3 PRIC:~: .'3:) , (: () 

hltps:/fmacysth/Ml'(cy,),·rI··r!eKpo(t.j:~p'i'C)pt:,"'upC\i\lk&dspope":' DCR&.r~x<;;1=N&r;59777 10(18/2013 



·2013-10-21 11:13 Macy's Alder~'JOod 370 

TI:1H1!{(lCt}OT'I' History: Export to Printer 

l:{)':;"/i' PH:o.::e $'::'2.99 
zo~ OPF CPN 
CRL 0521433580029 

tWJt VtHP, t.::;r.J::~ 

1237643aS391 326/018 
mu r: :W. O() IrooA.Y':O; P[ .. lC~; 
NlSN P'lU<~~ $11., 99 
;W~ 01::'1: CPN 
CRL 0521433580026 

:;;HL r:r fm GD~~ 

723761385110 32~!O{B 
(}f{lG :30,(.)I)I'l'OClt\'~(~3 PH 1('1': 

NI!\il :?Rl(;.£i; .;..l.~, 9~ 

2(J~, (WI:' CPt! 
CRL C521433SBOOOO 

5 O:TI;;MI:; ~~UB'.l'O'I'AL 

~, oan'~ Ir.J 'rl'lX 
PUHGHASS Ti)T1U. 

T071:1\I:" 

Hil,eY'S GTE'or CAito " ____ .$ 

30.00 

..30.00 

U19.,. S.l 
79.Hi 

(Hm. f;'-] 

958.(jj 

BOO.OO 

W-s-CY '::; CHARGE: 58.1)'1 
00 IJ GOO :xx;{x..XXXj{XJ·~XXKXXXXX __ 1'\. 

8JUH li-;KCnl~NGr~ C/'l.RD Oi;(!:G) 100,00 
A'U'l'U 0. S 
**~~~~~*~~~*.~*~~**.~****~~~*+ ••• *ww**.~ 
1,OYnT;rY NI:v.M?J::R 
.*~~.~~~~k •• ~~~~a~* •• * •• k~* •• A~~.~ ••••• ~ 

425-712-6007 » P 13/28 

. ~ 

10/1812013 



2013-10-21 11:13 Macy's Alderwood 370 

Macyfs UPC1Week 

Search Criteria: 

VPC~ tlOJ8866639,'H.l 
Starting' week~ 0'1/11/2013 
Week andif1g~ 01ln12013 

Transaction History: 

fransaction Detaft (OCR)! 

J?I)!v.:::n.\!,8f? OH-O()lo-!nH 
n.4J9092 12n 7 ~N Ol/l1/D 

8rtRGODg~ H;~Ol.lr)l~()070SH4;J 71 U3 
•• *k •• I~*.*.~~ •• ~*~.a~~.t~~~ •• 

'rR/pRO ~Iv-nu,y' .$. ~)I.' 
885043612557 280/043 
QRIC; ;?2, 50 !TODAY (G P.HlC€ !~, 62 
CRt. C52l665J~!62a2 

'I~R./PRO ,lti;'H.L y £j • 50 
BG31.HJ{i.36·a9~·S :2HS/025 
orUG 2:6rC)Ojrl:'OD,~,yli.1 Pfno:. 6.~)() 

CR~ 05226fi5326283 

't't~/p.m) JWRl;r. (), 5~ 
B03B8S66B99~ 288/025 
ORT.:G :2. 6 _ no / J.'()DA.y' • S ?R I eli.:. 6. !j G 
eEL ()~n6fi~nrj2i.H. 

3 r~n:l{S SUEl'1~!);I'A.~, J <3, 6..2 
(t, M()\t HD TAX. 1.1.1' 

1.9.7A. 

vnm 
).;115'16 ~12.1t; IIJGQ(HI~' ......... S 

425-712-6007 » P 14/28 

' -

10.118/2013 



'2013-10-21 11:14 Macy's Alden~ood 370 

TnlrtSftC1iOl:'l I:-lhHuf·'Y: E1<port to Printer 

Ma.cy's UPC/Week 
Search Criteria: 

UPC! gS504%7'41(l.6 
Star.tfng W'i!~1k~ Oi lfOlZ013 
Wt]r;:k endtng: 0111112013 

Transaction History: 

PtW.CJU~~E: (jl112n:~n3 GO~t ~.O <1f;14 

R.r:rul~l'{ (}3127J2{n3 f'.)l() 50 (j'J'9H' 

Transaction DetaH (DCR): 

(-'UHCHI\.SIl; 6Q9-(1 CH n -4{~H 
?16'54770 Hl~H A{"J ()1/1U13 

Y'rE/:tNFt..;:,t· .11'11. 
694130J24930 286/0BO 
cm.w 12. oo/rc<nln I 8 prnce 
CRr.. 052J.6.5352'H.t~)S 

::'~Ti.\Trm J1plLi(Y tl ~j . 0,) 
(l({tjiH.:Hj74 :'86 ZI14/0l0 
()15tlr.; 4 S. OO/l'OQ/.\Y' S 1?1UC~', 4.·5 .1Jl~ 
GRr, (,)52J.5/H"~l3()52. 

2 1 TE:"'~;:; SlJl:no'l'f.\.t. 
1'3.6 'j WI, 1<'::. " li ~{ 

f'CmCHASF. TO'1'At 

'mrr r-IL 

~:2, 99 
4.53 

57.~j:r . 

425-712-6007 » P 15/28 

./ 

toll Sl2013 



'2013-10-21 11 :14 Macy's Alderwood 370 
TJ:'ttn.sal~tion HisttJI-Y: Export to Ptiltk~l" 

M.acyts UPC/Week 
Search crtterJa: 

UPC: tH8767{lQ0600 
StaftfniI w.eek: 01 /10120B 
WI'ac'l1k ~rtding:: 0111212:013 

Transaction History: 

Pi;.lHCHl\.m~ (lUl1J:?OU n H ~;<?'·(H 

H.i?tl'ur~N '1l/1.81Z0Ll rn:H £05 

Transaction Detall (DCR): 

PU!'!CHASE (I,:)-'-001 rl-6·;204 
n0.n'Tt~7 08:05 F/{J) Ol!H.lU 

8ARG(}!Je; InOll0~nl1U:L'16204-J 1 06 
~ •• ~*.*~~~6~ ••••• ~~ •• ~~~.~ ••• ~ 

:N;,:: .n::WEi.I<:e' 
84B167008510 297/C15 

!J~1~. OfT 
CRL 052250192J~lC 

T'i':C .:Jf'.O;-f,tLf.Ci 
_~. B4(i16 "I QtJc·{iOO 7..9 '7/'020 

f)fUG :34 • !j(1pWnA'('~; Pi;UGIi: 
l;jC~: on' 
CRl lS2269'~09626 

cc CP,:~Ht-:[F.;H5: 

76636C432G21 093/020 
ORrG :,19.0{J/':?OD)\\':';:; PRTCF: 
CRL ;)f30162·l~~Q0.544 

:1 J:'Jg~·m SlIBT()1'J\L 
5.000i VA TAX 

P'UftCHM;~ 'l'O':.'ll,f., 

'l'O'.:.'/\L 

17. 2~.i 

7i) ., 1~) 

:}.S;;J 

74 , C-::. 

74,01 

1,'1, .!) 1 

lEa It s 

425-712-6007 » 

IlU:ps.:iirnH.CY'llhirAncysTHit'x.pOI1.jSp'?()pt""u.pcwk&dspopt::;:[)·CR&excl::::N&i-·::S0249 

P 16/28 
Page 1 of l 

\ 0/18/20 I:} 



2013-10-21 11:15 Macy's Alderwood 370 

Trrm£mc1.i.Ofl nigtor),: F.~'{p(fft 1.0 PI~intc]' 

Macyls UPC/Week 
Search Crtterta; 

UPC~ 98686403895 
Starting week: 01/'11 I2.G13 
Wl;~k enrlina: 01111 120.'13 

Tn:H1sactiun History: 

FLnlCHASE Ql/u·n013 '75 % ;;S:2,~6 

n:F::n.l!U~1 01112/2Q13 'i':'} 'j{f 2557 

Transaction Detail (OCR): 

PUHCHASE 1J15·-CiO~fi-2;?'21i 
1(JIJ 90f;·9:~ f.r}~ Orjm~ 01/11 /13 

Bll.llC008: H':W: 1(17 SfIt)%222u·1l02 
~.~.~ ••• ~* •• ~.~ •• *.k.* •••• ~~ •• 

Sl·A:~;;$ ';Wh:r'{ IJi! ,00 
9G 5f-?f.}'l 03139.:'> }.9'1/~l UtI 
0l'U G 41.. , (1I)/TOlilW ' Gl?[l;JCE 42 , (] 0 
CRt O~;~.233U1G802 

::ll:i;"TT.!S ;p;.n.EY 29. CO 
9B68638~66fi 294/COB 
(Ja..!.G:?~L OO/'l'ODA.Z' SP.iUCL:: 2l3. f}t) 

C~L 032233112a803 

S':'ATOS ,1lVrJR'f 251< 00 
9l}Ga637~H)71 2<J4!mH 
ORIG2';:I,nc)l;rOf)AY)~} PRICF: 29.{)1) 
CRL O!$-22.331. n')M)t. 

3 J:'l'?::l~JS SUB'J:tI't.~.JJ 10\) • on 
1. OOtHI i~M r,~~.x '1 ,0;) 

~URCHi\;3E 1~0':'l\1,l O"l , 00 

l.YYU\L, L 07 • (J C 

1 . i'.lt 
H)e. m~ 

425-712-6007 » 

Iltips:/Jmncysthlivhli:ysTHtexportjsp'?opf=upcwk&d!)pc>pl"'DCR&cx(~1:=N&t=794 73 

P 17/28 

Page 1 of l 

10/1 S!20l} 



2013-10-2111:15 Macy's Alderwood 370 

Tnmsact{on.l-li.l,tory: Export to Printer 

Macy's UPC/Week 
Search Criteria: 

upe.; 9-a6:1.t60~)6350 
St.~rtin;;; WGQk: OUH /2013 
Wel;Jk -ending: O'/Ii 1120n 

Transaction History: 

Transaction Oet<1'tt (DCR): 

PUi\:CH.l\.,sE Hi9'Y D(;:3n~083.1 

11g72B70 02:06 PM 01/11/13 

t31~RCODe:; R:30 1.1 1 59tH.l:J(1f.lfJ .)371 D4 
~.~ .. *.~~ .. 4*~.~~~**.*~6~~~.~~ 
H1.1.,'Y'US LVNl.~Y ,}GII 

,~~ !1g6~!tiD _5fd·5() 294/11nG 
(HUG 3.:\.i)~J/TODJ!I'{'~:; PRICr:: 
CR~ 0522553795596 

fi . OOO?. FA 'l'r~x 

p·crtCllliSll; TO'1':\[, 

'1'0'1'1\[, 

3S.DU 

:1.. 10 
37·,11) 

Tl.lil 

r~~.c'l • S j\l'<lEX :3 ';-' 1(} 

o (l9l<t 1:0000013. £ .1 s 
•••• ~ •••••• ~*** •••• *~.~~~6~.~~ ••• ~A •• ~ •• 

LOY/U,Tl: NtjMJiKR 
.~ •••• ~~~ •• 2~ •• ~«.W ••• *~ •••••• *~.~ ... ~~~ 

425-712-6007 » P 18/28 

P~lg~ 10f1 

10/18/20 U 



2013-10-21 11 :16 Macy's Alden-wod 370 

frmlsuctioll Hhtnry: fiKPOl't to Pl"iotCf 

Macy's UPC/Week 
Search Criteri a; 

UPG: 9a686403895 
Startfng wElel<: 01111 nOl1 
Week ~ndfng: 01 t 1111.0'13 

Tr'tlfi5action HIstory: 

I!UHCHA8E: O:./lil2(H::J '/'-" 9(1 2;t26 

G'g'], U:'~J;,I [) ).J 1 j',: 12 0 13 '1 5 ~H 2 !l',n 

TransactlonOetaH (O,eR): 

l:;;UHCHM.l1:: crtS-OiJ9fi-::t2'i:6 
lOD90G~3 03;00 PM Ql/11/1~ 

nAHCODt:: rDfJ~lUn,(H)96n.?(ill0?, 
~~ •• * ••• *.~.~* •• A.~~.~~.~.~ ... 

SWt'.n:;~~ ,JWLH Y 
9'rr(;;H6.40.:H.l~~1 Z9:t. !(:oe 
(}lU.l~ 4.2, OO!Tc)D1'tY' SPInel!: !l2,()Q 

CRL C52233112BB02 

STh'f')JS JHLlty 
98666364668 294/008 
(JR:Ci :2 <:-'- OO/'I.·OOJ.'I''l' s PFtTC:I!: 
~RL 052233:728803 

~1T.Ji,rl'O:3 .Fln,J-Y 2~L (Ie 
:iH@61'r~h}71 2941tHJ8 
orne; .29.t'!QI'l'OC1tY'S j~~UC8 29.GO 
eRr. ~)!) 1. 2.131,-12 ih'H} 11 

3 l'l'EKS sr)3TOl'Al, lOt)" 00 
'T (OOl.)~ l:I.J Tf,X 7> CO 

~'URCE1\,s8 To-au, 1. ni . CO 

'I'C'f.'AJ'. 107. OQ 

Ct~1~.fl. ""I • no 
W~Cy 'S ((1FT ~:l\R1) 1 oCr , (H) 

," , ~l 

425-712-6007 » P 19/28 

Page 1 of 1 

Hi/! 8.1201 } 



2013-10-21 11:16 Macy's Alderwood 370 
Tt'(ms~teht)n 11is~ory; ExpoJ't to Plillter 

--

Search Criteria: 

UPC~ 1199,66123117 
5ttu"d"ilWeal{: 0'1 f 1 i 1201 j 
W8'Qk ~lldlnR! 0'( 11 H20'1] 

Transaction History: 

Transaction Detail (DCR)! 

[;(IJ{C~ IP.~~;,F: "1 OH '"f.)O;~ L- J ;j,4;;: 
10389004 G&;54 rM 01/11/13 

W\[l;Cc.:.\l)l!~ ~ t7,.::!t)l1408Q 0;2 :;:D4 27l. ()() 
,.*~ ••••• w •• **.w.+.6~~ ••• ~.*.* 

HRND N~O • .,JLRY. 
11 51 'J fi-Q: 2 {HJ.'l ::? tH~ 101 ':i 

18.:n 

mUG 24., Sl)/'T'CDAY r 51 PIUCl!; 1\3,,:n 
CRL CS2242JI0167~ 

7.5GO';; Cl\ '':.ft:.t. 1. :,H~ 
PURCHP,,'JIi', 'l'O~'i\L 19. ~i 5 

~l'O'n\J, 19. '1 ~i 

425-712-6007 » P 20/28 
Pi:lgc 1 of I. 

lOil8f20U 



2013-10-21 11:17 Macy's ALderwood 370 

TransHctio11: H il'ltOl:y: Export to PrinttJ' 

Macyfs UPC/Week 
Search Criteria~ 

UPC~ 1 '.996608.545 
Starttns week: 1),t 111 11013 
WE,.li:k Goding: '0'1/1112013 

Transaction History: 

Email Hhttory: 

Transaction DetaH (OCR): 

PURCJ{ASe: ,131-nG7 5-2711 0 
t{(> 101.\ 22'833 1.2! 15 P!-1 01/ i l/:n 
t'~GH (t, : 1. Q 'i ;1?'{J; :n 

HA~,(:n[m: rnOl14 :n()07~~27 4 071 06 
.~.~*.*.~ .. ~* . *~~*.x~. ~ *6=.~.~ 

!'"{ '.ll A.'i' ~.fg f.~:·{,~l Lf..<' :( 
98504&640408 294/037 

17..00 

DlltG 48"OD/TODAY'S l?urCE; 
,C1U, 0522N'2~6n54~ 

eRND Met) ,),LRY 
-- 11 9 % GtH1S",f., 1HOfOHi 

ORIC; J'~ . {)O/'IX1Dl~Y 1 S PRICE: 
7.5% on" 
CRr. O~22042()f.il~ ,~,'.j: 

'l'3.!PHO .JI1fl:!..Y 
18860~3Ge51' 280/062 
O~IG 2f~. Ol)PtOCJ\'{'!:; ?RICf{. 
~;~:J t'\~t~:?Ot1:~O;:'~?'5f;, ~~ 

~~Et/-::tl\?l,S J:m~ 
148B331~196f 286/ 820 
~}RrG 25. GO!r.roC[I\Y'~;; ?;uc:': 
CR~ 0527042069550 

12.00 

7.12 

7. !Hl 

'X R/ Ft,Q ,J~IH. ": 3 , ::n 
7aBG~21:eBa~ loe/C62 

425-712-6007 » 

h ltps://macysth/Mm::ysl·H!cxport.j~p ?Gpt""'lI pl:.:wk&dspo pi''''''OCR&cxc /.=,"1'\ &t'::'~ t 5698 

P 21/28 
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2013-10-21 11:17 Macy's ALderwood 370 , 
TnHl3acti-<.)o Hi3[:t}ry: K'<.porl to Printer 

ORfG IB.OQ/~ODAY'5 PR[C~ 

·f51.~ OF!!:' 
CRT. (l522fi{2:JG8~)!\B 

INC IJ811r:;1,:~'( 

630126411950 291!OlC 
OHIG :V).',H;.j'WDAY'S I?Rr.::::!:', 
7!:1-~ Of!? 
CRL 115220.!llNiBfJ-t7 

l~li'tCY r G 
l) t) ()' (J() {J 

£; tJBTOTt\[J 
a _ 500s; C!\ 'l').\~:. 

PURCrm:;;r;:; TOT/H., 

'1H .J<J. 
4.n 

n.t1.,~ 

425-712-6007 » 

https:/iH\ac.ymh/MHc;·-t\TH/ex.pOftjsp?()pt"'upl2wk8~dspOPI=:t)CR&exrl"=N&I'~~ r 569~ 

P 22128 
PHg<t 2 of2 

IOl18120l3 



2013-10-2111:18 Macy's Alderwood 370 

'l."I:allSt\c:tion Histerry: Ex:pol't to Prh.'it';:'f 

-

Ma'cy!s UPC/Week' 
Search Criterta~ 

upc: 664293123350 
St.arting w-eek: Oil if n0'l3 
W~iil;kencHrrB~ 0'111112013 

Transacti.on History: 

Tran~action Detail (OCR): 

1?~1RCHr~~,~~ 141l-fE] H4-11!'i 9 
l0312~06 12:01 PM 01/11/13 

I?ARCOl)T::: iBO 11.7 4 11.00841159'1 102 
.*.~~t.'~ ••• k+**.6**.~ •• ~~.* .. 
OC:JGNR .)"i"i'LRY 
664'29:~lL:;:;350 291/Q5ii 

,-, 

lSI.).OtJ 

OF{r~> L"~O. eO/1.'()'QA,,{' S N~.rCf. ISO. O() 
CRL 052270l!47791 

Ofi:SGNR ~rWLRY 
91754395735 291/026 
O~~.G 

C~L CS22103197796 

2 : 11"CNS .r:;.OB'I'OTAL 
f. , 00 e ~~ GA 'l'i\X. 

;;:'Unc.HM;' ~~: 'J,'()'l''':'.J 

TOl'i\,1. 

J.i~~.(JO 

lO. '32 
192 . ~);i 

192.92, 

5glCl~ 1015 roocoac ~ ---~ - ~ .. ~--. -

425-712-6007 » 

htlps:llmncysth!tvlacysTH/exporLjsp?Qpr=upc'.vk&dspoj)t=DCR&cxcl='~N&,r~:~6174 

P 23/28 
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2013-10-21 11:18 Macy's ALden-lOod 370 

TrmB.actioIl History:. Export [0 Printer 

Macy"sUPC/Week 
Search Criteria: 

upe, B4376700U600 
Startltli1 w·(.;t·ek: 01 11'111013 
W~ekend'in~; O'I/f'fI2C}13 

Transaction History: 

Transaction Detail (OCR): 

PORCW\St: T76~{)O~2 .. 1092 
'n5764.02 Oe~.s9 [lt4 IJl/ll/U 

nARCODt~; RJO 11 7 'HiiHi Sli' l(l 92? 1 0 (i 
•• *~.a* •• ~* ••• ~~~~*.~~~.~~.* .. 

l;<.iC .1EHEUW 3L 05 
- 84876703Q500 291/020 

ORIG 34, SO/TOt)f.',Y' g PIU{;li":, ]AL ~'iO 
Hl'ii OFT CPN 
CRL D~22J40011923 

"' _ a(~O';i, P'L 'lAX 2. :U 
PUHCfU\.S!': 'n:nAr, 33.22 

CJ'.5H l{)(I.O(i 
CS.ANGE ti6, ';' t~ 

425-712-6007 » 

Ill! ps://nmcy s (hlM rlcy;.;TH/c xpon,j sp ?CJpt=ll p(:wk&d~popt=DC R&e;.:c l~~ "K&r=44 707 

P 24/28 
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.. 
2013-10-21 11:19 Macy's Alderwood 370 

T'l1l.tlS<:tctJon Hisco.ry: Export to Prfnkr 

Macy's UP·C/Week 
Search Crib'}ria: 

UP'C~ 761fi70571"163 
St~rtf f\g w~Elk: 01/1 1 11013 
Wef~k ondlng: 0111 i I1Q·13 

Transactio"!'l History: 

i?OW'::!I.,!\i;t!: IjllJ. 'J/20"lJ 6(H3 ~~'.:\o ~i!.l 

RETURN 02/13(2013 fi~O e90 3291 

Transactlon Detail (DCR)! 

PIJr((~HI-I.';lE fl()iJ-04S0-119,] 1 
11640596 06:47 PM 01/11/13 

j;'~';HN 'tRNJ) m~; to}}, GO 
?62673046893 31Z/010 
CHUG l.IjH,OU!t·OOAY'S £:RIC£ 10$,00 
~R~ 0522828655334 

;,~'rR .I[·Jl~LS HHf,:; 
-- 162~1aS71463 338/001 

dinG 90, flQ j'rO£,)AY' oS I?IUCE. 
CRL 0522531426993 

:2 UfJ'13 f3UBT()TAL 
U • 600'';, NO 'l'AX 

j;:OHCHAm~ 'hi'I'AL 

W)'I'I\[, 

90.0n 

198. (.\~) 
1·' < OJ 

21 '5.0:3 

215.0] 

('1/C 215 .. 0:1 
G<l5rj5Z 1215 roO()O~~.iIS •••• IIi.iI&t s 

425-712-6007 » 

htrrl\t,:/hnncysth/lV[{lcylrE-liexpon,jsp?optC=UPI:,vk.&:ds.popt""r)CR&0x.cl"Z~&r"'"'13953 

P 25/28 
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.. 
2013-10-21 11:19 Macy's Alderwood 370 

TnmsHctinn HiBtOL'Y: Export 10 Pl'lnte!' 

Macy's UPC/Week 
Search Criteria: 

lIPC; 6446265301119 
Starting. week; 01 /11/2013 
W~ek ending~ tH 111J2Qf30 

Transaction History; 

!?DH;CIW,S::' 01/:1.1/201.1 8 In 91.21 

!U;;'etIHN C:l./l:3/7.013 9 67 ':;!)90 

Transaction Detai I {DCR}: 

l.:'Ln"tGJ:I./l.Gl!:- ()O$ ~Ct~)~~{- 9l~J. 
7'1.12~}%5 01: 38 PH 01/1} 11) 

BA.3.!~)Dl~: H3tlllOOf,IQ093'H2l'lLOl.l 
~ ••• ~~W.*~ ••• ~** •• ~~*k~.~.' •• ~ 

'L'~ I PR::) ,Jwgr,'{ ;i G It 
64462G5!0741 288/020 
{)frfG U;. OO/TOJ)I-\':"!:I PIuer:: 
1 b ~, i}YE' eel\' 
elc l)52;!51J.70B.L6iJ 

'!R/ j;'RCl JHR1.l:' 
~ E'4d€.2(i5:1OB19 i!tHl/tJ2G 

orUG 35. OO/'f'OLlI\Y \ S Plucr!.~ 

15 'k oln~' CP.N 
Cf{L (l~i22"5'll.70t'! 16S 

lG.20 

2 ', .~ .' . 
..... .. I>,.~_. 

'rtvplm ~lWRr .. Y:. g, t2 
644626530840 2B8/820 
ORtG 3D, OOnODAY' S PRICE 2,2 , StJ 
15~, Off' C'PN 
CRL D522541108166 

J T.':[f:(l'IS nmrr<,Yj''!\'L 

(' • 00 c;" Nd TAX 
~/\mcr.:l\5E: '':-C.yt:l\L 

':'O'l'AL 

"1~CY'j GjiTf~R:1 
2:XC;U.\NGF. CARD (El'X:,} 

·s 

::'1. 63 
}.ti1 

55.~1 

425-712-6007 » 

hUp$;/iln>l.(,:ysth/MacY!:i'rH/cx.p\:lrt.j~lp?()pr::=:upcv.rk&dspopt::::DCR&exc! ... N&r=·55! 60 

P 26/28 
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• 2013-10-21 11:20 Macy's Alden·~ood 370 
I l' t" r."·' l" (t I} 't . fElt1.;Sac.~ lon r:itstQry: expor .0 .nner 

Macy1s UPC/Week 

UPC: 47852983JTl 
Startfn\1 w~t'k~ 01/'11121'11.3 
Week olldtng: Of 112120'1.} 

Transaction History: 

:Ij(1Rcm~tH!: (Jl112/Z0'D lEi 3;!: 81;!4!3 

RETt1H:-;! 01/14./2013 15 32 91.!j~> 

Transaction Detail (OCR): 

x:'tmClm3B G1.!HJl.n2 --8 ~hllJ 
71.13205S3 01. dJO tn'l 01/12/13 

47832983993 322/0:4 
orne <it ,.()ot1·ODr~y·S PRICE '9. ,n 
iWa 011' c':,(JN 
GEl. 'Ci~:;·2:2.B<1 J5fJ !;ill it:; 

1lGHTS _NI 28.20 
47852982863 322/01Q 
ORIG . r15. ~n)I'mUh~t' s Fl<,I<.~Z 31, 50 
:2 (}1& on;' C::lf~l 

CRt. (1~~2.?aiJ 3fjf.l5!i1.~:1 

'f.'IGH'I.'8 ItNlr· 
11 7B52n::r::.n2. 322/{}11 
orUG 3::1. l1D1'!'O.'.)i\ Y' S PRIGf; 
.;Hi% orr-' CPN 
CRL 0522843589'18 

Y::Gl:I.'l'S Ilt-l1~ 

41852983556 322/014 
orne 4·(J·, t}O/'l'(.IJ)J.\.Y' S PRi.TE: 
2.0~ 01:7 ~:~:'N 
GRL fiS22B4 '3::; (t!jij 15 

r~. ~ .. : T :-: 1': 

:~:;n:f-,(.eP4"!J 

t:;P.(:'t,o,f;{E ':'0'1'1,-;:. 

21,.28 

~2 .. II t~ 
1:$2: • <I (\ 

425-712-6007 » P 27/28 
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, 

• 

2013-10-21 11:20 Macy's Alderwood 370 
Trml!mction J-lhHory: ,E;-;port to 'Printer 

l:--iJ\C:i"S 
r:twn:JO 

,LO:::b .. L't':f N:;~13f.R 
~~ •• ~A~~~.~4~~~.~*~ •• P6.~~_*.4 •• ~~.~ ••• ~ 

' 425-712-6007 » P 28/28 
Page:2 of2 
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• • , 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
DIVISION ONE 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Respondent, 

v. 

KIMBERLY ANN BAILEY, 

Appellant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. 71530-5-1 

DECLARATION OF DOCUMENT FILING AND SERVICE 

I, MARIA ARRANZA RILEY, STATE THAT ON THE 29TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2014, 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: 

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

[Xl KIMBERLY ANN BAILEY 
8900 AURORA AVE N #132 
SEATTLE, WA 98103 

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

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

SIGNED IN SEATTLE, WASHINGTON THIS 29TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2014. 

X _________ ~~~_f~!~I\~.~f--------l . 

I 

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


