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A. SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

Matthew Schley needs chemical dependency treafment to
remain crime-free. However, his drug offender sentencing alternative
(DOSA) sentence was revoked in error because the Department of
Corrections (DOC) hearing officer relied on a lower standard of proof
than constitutionally required, he was not afforded his due process right
to counsel, the revocation exceeded the hearing officer’s authority to
impose a single sanction for a single incident, even if that incident
constitutes multiple violations, and DOC is not authorized to revoke a
DOSA based on conduct unrelated to chemical dependency. Each of
these errors requires reversal of the DOSA revocation.

B. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR

1. The hearing officer erred in revoking Mr. Schley’s DOSA
because it applied the wrong evidentiary standard.

2. Mr. Schley was denied due process when the hearing officer
based his DOSA revocation on an infraction and administrative
termination proved only by “some evidence.”

3. The Department of Corrections (DOC) violated Mr. Schley’s

due process rights when it failed to inform him that he had a right to



request counsel and failed to make a case-by-case determination as to
whether he was entitled to appointed counsel.

4. DOC exceeded its authority when it imposed multiple
punishments for a single incident: 15 days segregation plus loss of 15
days good conduct time, termination from chemical dependency
treatment, and revocation of a DOSA sentence.

5. DOC does not have authority to revoke a DOSA sentence for
conduct unrelated to chemical dependency.

C. ISSUES PERTAINING TO ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR

1. Due process requires application of the preponderance of the
evidence standard during DOSA revocation hearings. Did the hearing
officer violate Mr. Schley’s constitutional due process rights when it
found the preponderance of the evidence standard satisfied by events
proved to only the some evidence standard?

2. Due process requires DOC to inform those subject to DOSA
revocation proceedings that they have a right to request counsel, and
then, to determine on a case-specific basis whether counsel must be
appointed. Were Mr. Schley’s due process rights violated when he was

not informed he had a right to request counsel and DOC failed to



consider the specifics of his case in determining whether he was
entitled to appointed counsel?

3. Where one incident leads to multiple violations, WAC 137-
28-350 authorizes DOC to impose only a single sanction. Did DOC
exceed its authority by imposing three distinct punishments for Mr.
Schley’s alleged fighting?

4. The Legislature has granted DOC limited authority to revoke
a court-imposed DOSA sentence. This authority does not extend to
conduct unrelated to chemical treatment and dependency. Did DOC
exceed its authority by revoking Mr. Schley’s DOSA based on alleged
fighting that was unrelated to chemical dependency?

D. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Having pled guilty, Matthew Schley is serving concurrent
DOSA sentences agreed to by the State and entered by the Superior
Court. App. 1-22 (judgments).! Under these sentences, he was to
spend 29.75 months undergoing chemical dependency treatment while

incarcerated. Id. He then would serve out the remainder of his

! An appendix attached to this brief compiles documents
attached to Mr. Schley’s PRP and DOC’s response. Citations are to
page numbers affixed to the appendix. A table of contents is provided
at the end of this brief. This brief also cites to the single-volume report
of proceedings that transcribes the DOC revocation hearing at issue
here.



sentence, an additional 29.75 months, in the community on community
custody with conditions to encourage his chemical dependency
recovery. Id.

Once he was incarcerated, DOC informed Mr. Schley that he
would be terminated from the program if he acted violently. App. 23-
26..

Less than a week later, he was charged with fighting, a serious
infraction, enumerated 505. App. 27. Mr. Schley contended there had
been no fight, but that he had received the scratch to his lower back in
his sleep. Id.; accord RP 15-17 (Schley told psychiatrist about injury
that derived from exiting bunk during sleep). At a DOC disciplinary
hearing, evidence was presented. App. 27; see RP 6-7. He was found
guilty under the “some evidence” standard. RP 27-28; App. 27. The
finding was upheld on appeal. App. 61 (disciplinary hearing appeal
decision); RP 29-30. |

Mr. Schley was terminated from the chemical dependency
treatment program due to this serious infraction. App. 28; see RP 22-
23.

A hearing officer then revoked Mr. Schley’s DOSA because he

had been terminated from the chemical dependency treatment program.



RP 33-35; see App. 29-41. At the revocation hearing, Mr. Schley again
argued no fight occurred. RP 15-19. The hearing officer refused to
reevaluate the evidence underlying the termination. RP 6-7, 19-21;
App. 36. Mr. Schley was ordered to serve the remainder of his
sentence, both 29.75-month halves in DOC custody.

An appeals panel affirmed the revocation, emphasizing it lacked
jurisdiction to review the 505 infraction or its evidentiary
underpinnings. App. 42-54. A risk management director affirmed the
appeals panel and hearing officer’s decisions. App. 55-60.

Mr. Schley filed a personal restraint petition requesting
reinstatement of his DOSA sentence, and this Court appointed counsel
to submit additional briefing.

E. ARGUMENT
1. DOC applied a lower standard than the
constitutionally-required preponderance of the

evidence when it revoked Mr. Schley’s DOSA

sentence.

a. The findings revoking a DOSA must be supported by a
preponderance of the evidence to pass constitutional muster.

Under his DOSA sentence, Mr. Schley was confined to prison
for half his sentence and released to community custody to serve the

other half. App. at 4, 15 (judgments); RCW 9.94A.662(1). The DOSA



sentence was “created to encourage offenders to participate in drug
treatment while incarcerated” and to resolve underlying addiction-
based roots of crime. In re Pers. Restraint of McKay, 127 Wn. App.
165, 168, 110P.3d 856 (2005). DOC has authority to revoke the
sentence, which results in Mr. Schley remaining confined, rather than
released to community custody, for both halves of his sentence. RCW
9.94A.662(3). In light of these grave consequences, Mr. Schley has “a
significant liberty interest in the expectation of community custody as
opposed to incarceration, including the ability to be with family and
friends, be employed or attend school, and to live a relatively normal
life.” McKay, 127 Wn. App. at 170; accord Morrissey v. Brewer, 408
U.S. 471, 481, 92 S. Ct. 2593, 33 L. Ed. 2d 484 (1972) (due process
protections required where grievous loss is at stake); Wolff v.
MecDonnell, 418 U.S. 539, 556-61, 94 S. Ct. 2963, 41 L. Ed. 2d 935
(1974) (discussing due process protections).

Society at large likewise “has a stake in whatever may be the
chance of restoring [Mr. Schley] to normal and useful life within the
law.” Id. (quoting Morrissey, 408 U.S. at 484). In short, both Mr.
Schley and the State have “an interest in ensuring that DOSA

revocations are founded upon verified facts and accurate knowledge.”



Id.; ¢f. RP 24-25 (Schiey tells hearing officer of shared interest in
continuance of DOSA sentence and treatment).

In light of these interests, due process dictates the “proper
standard of proof at DOSA revocations is a preponderance of the
evidence.” McKay, 127 Wn. App. at 170; see Const. art. I, § 3; U.S.
Const. amend. XIV.

b. Relying on facts demonstrated by merely some evidence
does not satisfy the preponderance of the evidence standard.

The preponderance of the evidence standard is rigorous. It
requires a showing that is more probable than not. Kennedy v.
Southern California Edison Co., 268 F.3d 763, 770 (9th Cir. 2001). A
preponderance finding must be supported by “verified facts . . . and
accurate knowledge.” Morrissey, 408 U.S. at 484. To revoke a DOSA,
due process requires more than just any evidence in the record, it
requires that the evidence makes the underlying events more likely than
not to actually exist. See RP 7 (hearing officer indicates DOC’s
“evidence will need to meet the standard of 51 percent more evidence
than not”).

On the other hand, the “some evidence” standard is minimal.
The “some evidence” standard permits findings as long as they are

supported by “any evidence in the record.” McKay, 127 Wn. App. at



169 (emphasis in original). Ifthere is any scintilla of evidence to
support it, a finding may be made. DOC uses this minimal, some
evidence standard to decide infractions.

Findings supported by some evidence, however, do not satisfy
the more rigorous preponderance of the evidence standard.

c. The hearing officer’s decision was based on findings

supported by some evidence, not a preponderance of the
evidence.

The hearing officer relied on findings supported only by some
evidence in revoking Mr. Schley’s DOSA. Because this constitutes
findings supported by less than a preponderance of the evidence, the
decision does not comport with due process.

Using the some evidence standard, a hearing officer found Mr.
Schley guilty of fighting, a 505 infraction. App. 27; see App. 36
(noting some evidence standard was applied at infraction hearing). The
existence of this infraction alone caused Mr. Schley to be terminated
from his in-prison chemical dependency treatment program. App. 29;
RP 10-13. In turn, his DOSA sentence was revoked because he had
been administratively terminated from treatment. App. 30-41; RP 22-
23, 33-35. After the some evidence-based finding of the 505 infraction,

that evidence was never reevaluated or held to the higher



preponderance of the evidence standard. RP 6-7, 19-21. In fact, the
revocation hearing officer “asked Mr. Schley if he understood that the
major infraction #5035 was not the matter at hand for this current
[DOSA revocation] hearing process and that the evidence presented
during the major infraction hearing concerning the #505 could not be in
essence re-heard today.” App. 36; accord RP 6-7, 19-21 (stating in
part, “I can do absolutely nothing about the mere fact that you were
found guilty by another hearing officer and your appeal was upheld. . . .
I can’t do anything with that.”). The hearing officer’s decision credits
the fact of the 505 infraction as the “most significant witness testimony
and evidence presented at the hearing”:'

The most significant witness testimony and evidence

presented at the hearing came from CDPM Zander who

testified why a #762 major infraction was considered the

appropriate means of addressing the actions of Mr.

Schley. CDPM Zander testified that based on the

physical violence Mr. Schley was found guilty of [under

the some evidence standard], this action is what put him

in direct violation of the treatment program’s cardinal

rule: “no tolerance for violence.”
App. 37.

She also found that the infraction “met the expectations of

DOC’s policies for addressing infractions.” Id. That is, it was proved

to the minimal level: a scintilla of evidence supported it. RP 28



(testimony at hearing by CUS Lawson, “I absolutely believe that there
was some evidence there that he participated in a fight.”), 33. The
hearing officer essentially turned away while Mr. Schley argued the
preponderance of the evidence standard must be applied to the bases for
terminating a DOSA under McKay, 127 Wn. App. 165. RP 23
(expressing regret that she forgot her coffee to drink while Schley
related his arguments); see also RP 32 (hearing officer acknowledged
DOC has only presented some evidence of infraction but stated she is
“the preponderance person”).

The hearing officer found Mr. Schiey guilty of a 762
administrative termination through faulty logic. She apparently thought
she was applying the preponderance standard. RP 35. But what she
found was that the some evidence was éatisﬁed for the 505 infraction,
that was affirmed on appeal (by a panelist reviewing application of the
some evidence standard), it led to automatic termination from chemical
dependency treatment, and “there’s where they have met the
preponderance standard.” RP 33-35. The hearing officer found that the
more you look at the some evidence standard, the more it becomes a

preponderance. This is plainly false.

10



The Appeals Panel decision makes the bootstrapping even more
apparent. The panel explained,

The Hearing Officer also explained to you that the
evidence you were presenting at this hearing was already
addressed [under the some evidence standard] at your
505 infraction hearing. The Hearing Officer has no
jurisdiction regarding the evidence presented at the 505
hearing.

On 01/26/15 you were found guilty at a Disciplinary
Hearing for a 505 infraction for fighting. On 02/17/15,
the findings were affirmed upon your appeal for this
infraction. The Appeals Panel wants to let you know the
Hearing Officer and this Appeals Panel does not have
any jurisdiction regarding the 505 infraction hearing or
the appeal finding that was made on 02/17/15. The
Hearing Officer did inform you several times that the
only violation that was being addressed at this hearing
was the violation for failure to complete or being
administratively terminated from your DOSA substance
abuse treatment program on 02/10/15.

App. 53.

As the Appeals Panel summarized, “because [some evidence
showed Mr. Schley] violated a mandatory treatment program
requirement and [he was] terminated from [his] chemical dependency
treatment program, the Hearing Officer had no other option but to
revoke your DOSA sentence.” App. 54; see App. 60 (decision of Risk

Management Director affirming Hearing Officer and Appeals Panel

11



decisions); ¢f. RP 11-13 (DOC argues for revocation based on fighting
infraction that caused termination from treatment).

It is plain no reviewer ever determined that it was more probable
than not that Mr. Schley engaged in fighting. It was only shown that
some evidence showed he engaged in fighting. Due process requires
more protection before 29.75 months could be added to Mr. Schley’s
incarceration.

DOC’s response to Mr. Schley’s petition argues that the
revocation satisfied due process because it was based on a finding tﬁat
Mr. Schley was terminated from treatment, not that he received a 505
infraction based on some evidence. Attenuation does not cause the
some evidence standard to morph into the required preponderance of
the evidence standard. The termination from treatment was based on
the 505 infraction and that termination was the support for Mr. Schley’s
revocation. Allowing a revocation hearing officer to treat the some
evidence finding as a preponderance of the evidence would render due
process protections meaningless. See RP 37-38 (Schley discusses
propensity for inmates to make false claims against each other that

result in DOSA revocations).

12



Applying DOC’s theory to criminal prosecutions makes the
absurdity plain. Crimes must be proved in court beyond a reasonable
doubt. DOC’s theory would allow the State to prove the elements
underlying the crime by probable cause to a magistrate, hearing officer,
or any other venue then bring those findings into superior court and
assert that those findings support a conclusion beyond a reasonable
doubt that the defendant committed the crime, and that the superior
court cannot reevaluate the probable cause findings. The some
evidence finding does not become a preponderance of the evidence
because it was upheld on appeal and formed the basis of termination
from treatment.

RCW 9.94A.662(3) cannot be read otherwise. A statute cannot
override constitutionally-required protections. To read RCW
9.94A.662(3) in harmony with due process, the statute must be read to
require the bases underlying the administrative termination from
treatment be supported by a preponderance of the evidence. In other
words, the Hearing Officer was constitutionally required to re-evaluate
the fighting infraction to ensure it was more probable than not that Mr.

Schley engaged in fighting.

13



d. Applying the correct burden of proof has practical effects
here.

Application of the more rigorous preponderance of the evidence
standard is critical here. Mr. Schley contested the charge that he
engaged in fighting. He was unrepresented at the 505 infraction
hearing. Yet the finding relies on confidential sources to which Mr.
Schley had no access. It is likely that there is a scintilla, any or some,
evidence that Mr. Schley engaged in fighting, but not evidence that it is
more probable than not that he did so. Due process requires Mr. Schley
only be terminated from his DOSA sentence, adding over two years in
incarceration, if a preponderance of the evidence shows he violated the
conditions.

That burden was not satisfied here because the hearing officer
did not review the evidence that Mr. Schley engaged in fighting. The
officer merely took the some evidence finding, and its attendant
consequences, as true.

The order revoking Mr. Schley’s DOSA sentence should be
reversed because the hearing officer applied a lower standard than the

constitutionally-required preponderance of the evidence standard.
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2. The DOSA revocation must be reversed on the

additional basis that Mr. Schley was not informed of

his right to a case-by-case determination of whether

he was entitled to counsel.

Mr. Schley’s due process rights were violated on the
independent basis that DOC failed to inform him of his right to
counsel. DOC has a clear duty to consider whether a particular
offender is entitled to counsel in a DOSA revocation hearing. Grisby v.
Herzog, 190 Wn. App. 786, 796-‘97, 805-06, 362 P.3d 763 (2015).

DOC apparently never determined whether Mr. Schley was
entitled to counsel. See generally RP 2-39. In addition, Mr. Schley
was never told he may have the right to counsel. See generally id.
DOC violated its constitutionally-mandated duties. Gagnon v.
Scarpelli, 411 U.S. 778, 790, 93 S. Ct. 1756, 36 L. Ed. 2d 656 (1973)
(individual must be informed of his right to request counsel, triggering
agency’s case-by-case determination); Grisby, 190 Wn. App. at 805-06
(DOC must determine right to counsel on a case-by-case basis).

It seems likely that if DOC had informed Mr. Schley and
engaged in this inquiry—its “clear duty”—it would have found Mr.
Schley entitled to counsel. Mr. Schley contested the allegation that he

engaged in fighting. Scarpelli, 411 U.S. at 790 (noting a colorable

claim that the alleged violation had not been committed as a basis for

15



providing counsel). The fighting allegation relied upon evidence from
confidential sources, to whom Mr. Schley was denied access that his
attorney could have gained. Appointed counsel also would have been
more skilled in presenting disputed facts, proposing questions for
examining witnesses, and assembling or refuting documentary
evidence. Scarpelli, 411 U.S. at 786-87. Moreover, with regard to the
DOSA revocation in particular, counsel could have helped Mr. Schley
present information mitigating the need for revocation. Id. at 790
(counsel should be provided if “there are substantial reasons which
justified or mitigated the violation and make revocation inappropriate,
and that the reasons are complex or otherwise difficult to develop or
present”).

The Court should hold that, on remand, DOC must first consider
whether Mr. Schley is entitled to counsel before it holds a new hearing
under the proper preponderance of the evidence standard.

3. The DOSA revocation exceeds DOC’s authority

because it is one of three sanctions imposed for a

single incident, in violation of WAC 137-28-350.

The DOSA revocation must be reversed on the additional

ground that it exceeds DOC’s authority to impose a single sanction for

a single incident. WAC 137-28-350 provides that “If the hearing

16



officer determines that more than one violation occurred as a result of
the same incident, he/she shall not impose sanctions for the separate
violations, but shall consider them together and impose penalties based
on the most serious violation in the group.” Based on a single incident
of alleged fighting, three discrete sanctions were imposed against Mr.
Schley. First, he was found guilty of fighting, a 505 serious infraction,
and subjected to 15 days segregation and loss of 15 days good conduct
time. Second, DOC terminated Mr. Schley from his in-custody
chemical dependency treatment program. Finally, Mr. Schley’s DOSA
sentence was revoked, causing him to be incarcerated for an additional
29.75 months that he should be entitled to spend in the community.

Imposing three sanctions for a single act of fighting violates
WAC 137-28-350. The hearing officer accordingly exceeded her
authority when she revoked Mr. Schley’s DOSA; he had already been
sanctioned twice. On this additional basis, the DOSA revocation
should be reversed.

4, DOC lacks authority to revoke a DOSA sentence for
conduct unrelated to chemical dependency, such as
fighting.

The revocation of Mr. Schley’s DOSA sentence should be

reversed on the final, independent basis that DOC’s authorization to

17



administratively terminate DOSA participants cannot extend to non-
chemically related violations.

The Legislature has provided that “[a]n offender . . . who is
administratively terminated from the [drug offender sentencing
alternative] program shall be reclassified to serve the unexpired term of
his or her sentence as ordered by the sentencing court.” RCW
9.94A.662(3); McKay, 127 Wn. App. at 168 (citing former version of
statute). The provision demonstrates the Legislature contemplated
administrative termination from the program. Id. Chapter 9.94A RCW
does not delineate bases for administrative termination from the
program. However, the Legislature has granted DOC authority “to
make its own rules for the proper execution of its powers.” RCW
72.01.090.

With regard to prison disciplinary procedures, the Legislature
has authorized DOC to adopt a system that links an inmate’s behavior
and participation in work and education with the receipt or denial of
earned early release days and other privileges. RCW 72.09.130(1);
State v. Simmons, 152 Wn. 2d 450, 455, 98 P.3d 789 (2004); State v.
Brown, 142 Wn.2d 57, 60, 11 P.3d 818 (2000). This provision “deals

only with maintaining internal prison discipline by creating a system of

18



incentives for conforming behavior and disincentives for
nonconforming behavior.” Brown, 142 Wn.2d at 62. DOC’s infraction
policy, under which Mr. Schley was sanctioned with 15 days
segregation plus loss of 15 days good conduct time, fulfills this
delegation of authority. The Legislature, however, has not authorized
DOC to revoke a DOSA sentence based on non-program related
activity.

The Legislature cannot be deemed to have authorized DOC,
baséd on unrelated conduct, to override the sentencing court’s
determination that the offender and society will be best served by the
offender completing appropriate substance abuse treatment. See
McKay, 127 Wn. App. at 169-70 (discussing joint interest in successful
DOSA sentences). This is not to say that DOC cannot implement
policies and rules to regulate the assaultive conduct of inmates. DOC
has implemented a series of policies and rules, such as the 505
infraction and attendant sanctions imposed on Mr. Schley. Chapter
137-28 WAC. An infraction is the appropriate way to deal with the
general conduct of prisoners. DOC “must still exercise delegated
authority under the restraints of the statutes delegating the authority.”

Brown, 142 Wn.2d at 62. The ultimate penalty of revoking an

19



offender’s DOSA—a penalty which harms not only the offender, but

our society at large—must be limited to grievous circumstances related

to chemical dependency.

- F. CONCLUSION

The revocation of Mr. Schley’s DOSA must be reversed
because (1) the hearing officer relied on the some evidence standard,
rather than the stricter preponderance of the evidence standard, to find
sufficient basis for revocation, (2) Mr. Schley was denied his right to
counsel, (3) the revocation is a multitudinous sanction in violation of
WAC 137-28-350, and (4) it exceeds DOC’s authority by being
premised on conduct unrelated to chemical dependency.

DATED this 5th day of May, 2016.

Marla L. Zink — WSBA 39042
Washington Appellate Project
Attorney for Petitioner/Appellant
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Serious Infraction Report
(DOC Exhibit 8)

Chemical Dependency Clinical Staffing
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® 1 Vehicolar homicide by DU with prior conviction(s) for offense(s) defined in RCW 46 61 .5 055,
RCW994AS33(7). . - —
{® LN on-parental kidnapping or uniawftﬂ dmprisonment with a minor wcﬁm RCW 9A.44.128, .130,
.(®) [JDomestic violence as defined in RCW 10.99. 020 was pled and proved for count(s)
@ [ Cureent aﬁ‘enses encompassing the same eriminal conduet in this cause are cOani(s),
RCW 9.94A.589(1)(z).
® {] Aggravsfmg circumstances as to count(s}

$

22 OTHER CURRENT CO\IVICI‘IGN(S} Other current canvmzlons hsteé un.der dxﬁ‘arent cause mzmbars as&d
in c&icu}atmg the offender score are (list offense and cause number):. '

23 CRM!NAL HIS’I‘ORY Prior convictions constifuting mmai history for purposes of calcuiatmg the
vifénder score are (RCW 9. 94A., 525)

[X] Crirainal history is attached in Appendix B,

[] One point azided for offense(s) commmzd whﬂe nder commnnity placeme:zt for munt(s)

}
24 SENTENCWG DATAS ' o : . . N . S
{ Sentencing { Offender | Seriousness Stahda_rd P . Tota! Standard Maximum

Data . -] Seore Level  : |Rarge- Enhancement |Rapge .. . | Term
Comntl 14, oo o 51tc 68 months | 10 yrs. and/or
i ) - $20,000

Additmnal currsat aﬁ'anse semencmg data' is attached in Appendxx C.
235 EXCEI’T!ONAL SENTENCE '
["] Findings of Eact and Conchusions of Law. asto sentence above the standard range:
Mﬁi@i The j Jury foand or the defendaat stipulated to aggravating carcumstances as to Couni(s}

Conclus:m of Law: Thcss aggravating ¢ clmumstances constifite subsiantml and cumpeiimg reasons fhat
justify a scotence above the standard rangs for Count(s) . ] The conrt would i impasa the same
sentence on the basis of any one of thé aggravating c:rmmsmnoes :
ﬁ An exceptional sentence sbove the standard TAngd is mxpesex} plrsuant 10 RCW 9, 94&535(2) (mcludmg ﬁse
crimes or the st:guiatmﬁ of the dsfendant) Fmdmgs of Fact and Conclusions of Law are attached n Appendxx D.

O Ax exceptmaal sentence below-the standsrd range i3 imposed, Findings of Pact and Ccmciusmns of an are
attached in Appe.nchx D, :

The State [3 dzd E] did not recommend a s;xmiar seatence (RCW 9.94A. 480(4}}

| L mmemm R : !‘f‘
1T IS ADJUDGED that defendant s gmlty ofﬂze cumam oﬁ‘ensw set forth in Sectxtm 2 1 above and Appemixx A,
1 ’Ihe Court D}SI\HSSES Count(s) ‘ Lo

+

| %

Rev?fZSfiSi _ _
. t
i
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IV. ORPER

L

it IS ORDBRED that ﬁze defendmi serve thc detcrmmatc scntenas and abide by the other terms sef forth below.

[ 3 This offense is a felony firearm eﬂ’cnsa (defined in RCW 9.41:010), I—Iavmg considered relevant factors, :
mcludmg crnmnai history, propensity for violence endaagermg persons, &nd any prior NGI findings, the Court
requires that the deferidant register as 2 fitearm offender; in compliance with 2013 Laws, Chapter 183,

_section 4. ’Iha details of the registration reqmrements are Included in the attached Appendix L,
4.1 RESTITBTION, VICTIM ASSESSMENT; AND DNA FEE: '
" [} Defendast shall pay restitution tothe Clerk of this Court as set forth in attached Appendix E. -
M Defendant shall not pay restitution bedause the Court finds that exizacrdmary cxrcumstances exzst, and the
court; pm‘suaat to RCW9.54A. 753(5? seis forth those circumstances in attached Append;x E
E Restztu’uan to be determined at futurerasﬁhmon hearmg on (Date) - om,
- B Date fo be set. A T i T
\ -E‘Defendant waives nght 1o be present at ﬁxture restitution hearing(s).
E} Restxtutaoa is not ordsred, - . . _ o

Defendant shaﬁ pay Vietim Pevalty Assessment in the amount of $500 RCW 7. 68, 035 manciatcxy)
Defendant sEhan pay DNA coiiectian fea in the amount of $100 (RC‘&V 43.43.7541 - mandatory}

42 O'I‘HER FJ;N'ANCIAL OBIJGA‘I’IONS Having aonsxdared the defendant’s preswzt aad likely future
financial resources, the Court concludes that the defendant has the present or. likely future ability to.pay the
* financial obligations imposed. The Court waives' ‘financial obligation(s) that are checked below because fhe -
defendant Jacks the present and futurs ability to pay them: Defenéant shall pay the following to the Clerk of this

Court: :
@ O s 1 Court costs (RCW 9,944,036, RCW 10.01.160% [ Court costemre waiveds <~
i )
o O 3» , Recoupmam for attomey s fees to ng County Pubhc Defense Programs
' (RCW 9.94A.030); E’Rsc(mpmem is waived; o g
ORN $ 3 -, Fne; [1$1,000 F;ne for VUCSA. [1$2,000, Bine for subseqsent YUCSA . )
(RCW 69.50. 430),2'VUCSA fine wawed, v ' .
@ O%_ King, County Interlocal Dmg Fund (RCW 9.94A., eso), '
[ADrug Fund payment is waivéd; -
OREES L $180 State Crime Labaratory Fee (RCW 43.43, 690),ﬁLaboramW fes v,awed
o Os i Incarosration coss RCW-9.944.760(2)% [ Incarceraton éosts valved; '

g L1§ E . s Other costs for: -
; c T
43 PAYMENT SCHEDULE: The TOTAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATION set i this order is § MID
Restitution;may be added in the fulure; The'payments shall be made to the King County Superior mert Glsrk
according o the rales of the Clerk and'this following terms: [ Not Jess than § per month; .
~ﬁ-On 8 schadule established by the defendant’s Community, Corrections Officer or Depmtment of Jud}cm!
Administration {DJA) Collections Officér. Financial obligations shall bear fnterest purbuant to RCW 10,82,050.
The Defendant shall remaip-under the Court's jurisdiction to assure payment of financial obligations:
for cnmes -committed before 7/1{290{}, for up to ten years from the date of sentence or release from total
confinement, whichever is later; for crimes commiitedl on or after 7/1/2000, until the obligation is,
completely satisfied: Pursuant to RCW 9.94A.7602, if the defendant is more than 30 days past due in
payments, b notice of payroll deduction may be'issued without further notice to the offender. Puesuant to RCW
0,044 760(?){!3), the defendant shall report as diracted by PJA and provxc’ie financial information as requested,
Ccuri Gfeﬁc’s trust fees are walved. © . Inferest is waived sxcept with respect {o restitation,

%_ A,

Rev. 7/25/13 | S 3 L
¥ i . . s '; . . . o _
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. 440 PRISON-BASED SPECIAL DRUG OFFENDER SENTENCING ALTERNATIVE
(DOSA)for senfences imposed after 10-1-05) 1 The Couwt finds the defendant eligible pumuant toRCW
9,94A.660 und, havmg reviewed an examination report and concluded that a DOSA sentence Is appropriate, ‘waives
. imposition of sentence within the standard range and: sentences the defendant as follows: :

The defends%nt is sentenced to the foﬂowmg term(s) of conﬁnemant it the czzs:ady of the Degt, of Comct:cns
(DOC) to commence Eimmediately;. oy N gt . 8 m.fp.m

71'3'9 months (1f erime after 6/6/06, 12 month mmmum} on Count No.- 2 :

Al

! months (1f crime aﬁer 6/6/06, 12 month mmmmm) on Count No ;.
months (if crime after 6!6/06 12 monih mm:mnm) on Ceunt Ne 3 ’

_—

; 7
" The above term{s} of zoni"mement represents one-half'of the midpoint of the standard range or,i{the |
crime occnrred after 6-6-06, twelve months if that is greater than onefhalf of the midpoizt,

The terms mpcsad herein shall bc served concurren
" The tenn(s); imaposed herein shall mz [ CgNSE VE {CONCURRENT to cause Nos)
' vg } =
~ The tem{s) imposed hersin shall ron[ ] CONSECU’I‘IVB 1 CONCURREN T ta any previously myoseé
commrtmem not referred to in this Juégment

-

Credit is gwen for time ssrvsd in King Cmm:y Jail or EHD-solely for conﬁiiemant under this causs number
pursuant tolROW 9.94A.505(6); [1__» __ day(s). orﬁdays determined. by the King County Jail,  ~

[ 1 Crediti is given for days determined by th by the King Coutity Jail to have been served in the King sznty
Supervised Commumiy Option (Enhancéd CCAP) solely under this cause number.

[ The court 2authorizes earned early release credit copsistent with the local correctional fac;hty stanﬂmis for
days spent fn the King Ccﬁnty Supervzscd Community Option (Enhanced CCAP). ! '

[ Jeil ternd is sansﬁed defendant shall be reléased undar this caxse.

Whild mcarcemteé n ihe Departinent of Correctmns the defendant shall underzo 3 comprehenswe substance ghuse.
- assessment:and receive, within available  Tesources, appropriate treafment services, ,
COMMUNIFY CUSTODY: The ceurt further imposes 2! IS months, ane-half of the m:dpomt of
© the smndard rangé, as a lerm of aonxnumty custody during which time the defendant shall compiy with the
* instructions, rules and regulations promulgated by the Department for conduet of the defendant during
community custody shall perform affirmative acts necéssary to monitor comphance, shall obey aii tavs and
somply thh the following m gm andatory statutory rcqmwmants .

4} The giefenda.nt ghali undergo and successfauy complei’c a sn‘bstanoe abyse program approved by fhe

—Pivision-of-Alcohol-and-Substance-Abusé-ef-the-Dept-af-Bocial-and-Health-Services;—
(2) The defendant shall not use i}}egal controlled substances and shall submit o unnaiyszs ar other testing to
momtor compHance. K o,

NON-COMPLZANCE. RCW 9. 94A.660(>) I the defendant fails to complete the Daparh:aenk”s spscmi dmug
offender sentencing aliernative prograth or is aézmmsnraiwely terminated from the program, he/she shall be
rcclassxﬁed by the Depariment to serve the, halance of the unexpired-term of sentence. If the defendantfails to
comply Wzth the conditlons of supervision as defined by the Departiment, hie/she shall be sanctioned, Sanctions
mey | mciude reclassification’ by the Department to serve the baiance of xhe uriexpived term of ssntance.

The court further imposes an addﬁzena} term of Commzmzty Custody of 12 monihs upon falure t(s complete or
administrative fermination from DOSA program if any of these offensés is & crime against a penson F®cw
9,94A411 I) or & felony violation of RGW 69.50/52. The defendantiin this event shall compiy with tba
, condition of Cummmuty Custody set forth in section 4,7 herein

3 . v
! : . . : i

R&v.ji&&ﬁi? T o o 4
b |
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" mandated by ROW 5.4, 665(2){8)

the EXAMA’I‘IO"I REPORT ATTAC XD AS APPENDIX L

A treatment termination hearmg is set in th}.s court th
austsdy ierm, for ,

Before the > progress hearmg dnd the treatment te:mmatzon b
submit wntten reports to the court and parties regarding the de
momtormg requirements, mc}udmg recomandatmns i'sgaxdmg tedhygination from txeatment. :

i

hON-vCOMI’!.JANCE RCW 4. 94A 665(4) At the progress hearm o
sonrt may - modify the conditions of comumty custody, suthorize termina

idhptial chemzcal dépendency treatrent, the defendant is srdered to attend a
w all apphcable rules The dafendant shall repoit o DOC to begin the

_(dste).

(50

B¢  months before the expiration of the commumty

ing, the treaiment provxder and the:DOC shall
dant's compliance with treatment azzd

expxratton of the commumity-custody feym, or imposs a term of total confinement equal to ana»half the
midpoint ¢ cf the standard range, a}cng thh a term of commumty custody. .

|

4.5 ,ADDITI@NAL COMEVKUNITY CUS‘!YODY CO\E})ITIONS OF DOSA SENTENCE The court fm‘ther
imposes ﬁze, foﬁowmg non-niandatory ccndmnns of Cummumiy Custody {if cheaked}

B4 The défendant shall nat use illegal aontxoliad substances and shall snbmt 10 unnalysis or othcr testing o

momtor comph ance,

BdThe defendanwhallvnet -3e- anya!e.aheI—er-centmlieé-substameswnhoucpmcnptmn an&sha}i underm
testing tomonitor compliance. .
] Devote time to a specific smployment or trammg 7 ‘
(] Remain within prescnbed geographical boundaries and notify the court or the commum’c} correctxons
officer ofiany change in the offender’ s,addrsss or ernpioyment.
X Report as directed fo & community corrections officer.

* [ Pay all court ordered legal financial obligations,

[ Perfoim

[] Stay qut of designated areas as foIchS

» community restitution hoursona schedu]e set by DOC

‘A
P

3 Oﬁxer conditions as sot forth in APPENDIX F,

45 ABDITIONAL CONFH\‘EMENT' The court may order the defendant to serve # term of total sonfifement”
Within the standard rangs at any time during the period of community custody if the defendant violates the

conditions of sentence or if the defendant is failing to make satisfactory progréss in treatment.

{
Rev. zz;zm!o
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-

47 CONDITIDNS oF COMB‘R}NITY CUSTDDY IMPOSED AFTER TERMINATiON OF DOSA:

4.8

4.9

50

Date: 910 °

D The &efen&ant shall not use jllegal controlled substances and shall submit to urmalysxs or other testmg t0
monitor conpliance, ;

X The.defendant shall notuse any- aicohol or coptrolled substances without prcsmpt;on and shall undergo -
testing to momter compliance.

] Remai within presoribedgeégraphacal bcuﬁdarws and notify the sourt or the commumty coxrechons
officer of any change in the offender’s address or employment..

3] Report 25 directed to 2 community corrections officer.,

. J Pay a1 court ordered legal financial- bbligations.

] Stay out of designated areas as follows:

. [ Other ccnﬁxlions: ;

¢4

k]

Al

1‘ g -
DNA TESTING. 'I‘ha defeadant shall have.a bmzogxcal sample collected far purposes of DNA identification
analysis and the defendant shall fully edopersate in the festing, &s ordered in APPENDIX G,
[ 1 HIV TESTING: For sox offense, prostitution offense, drug offense associated with.the use of -
hypodermic needles, the defendant shall submit to HIV testing as ordared in APPENDIX G,

. OF_f‘-LiMI’I’S ORDER: The defesidant, having been found to be 2 knovm drtig trafficker, shall neither
enter.nor xemain in the protected against dmg kaﬁckmg area(s) as desoribed in APPENDIX I during theterm -
of community supcmsmn. APPENDIX I | is aztashed and mcorporatﬁé by reference into ﬁm Jadgment and
Sentence. .o .

@ﬂo CONTACT: For the maximum ferm of i@ years, defendant shall have no contact with

i PuBlie_ STEME figo] R SiTeel” 56, m;?-w/\}

. 3‘&—} , ..‘ I ‘ /L’—"——’ '

JUDGB

Print Name!

i
¥
A
{
5
!
}
i
]

Deputy Prosemmng Attomey, _WSBA#

Print Name;__{

Rev, 12f201
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_ FINGER PRINTS

P T (. e VT WU

i -
: .
¢ .
i
i )
1
£
i
i N
!
é b
§
o
.
- § .
| : .
RIGHT HAND‘ ' DEFENDANT’S SIGNATURE: o 5%
FINGERPRINTS OF¢ "DEFENDANT'SADDRESS: . .4 N\ YT .+ - |
MATTHEW RAYDOUGLAS R e LN T )
SCHLEY : { . - ; .
Dated: /0//0 // (/ ATTESTED BY: BARBARA MINER, =~
: : ‘ SUPERIOR COURT CLERK _
FUDGE ; © DEPUTY CLERK N
1, H e i
CERTIFICATE — ' ~OFFENDEK IDENTIFICATION T
. * ;. 1 f . . ’ s - B
I, ; | . ‘
CLERK OF Tms "COURT, CERITIFY THAT ma SID.NO. WA15150497 ’
ABOVE IS A TRUE COPY OF THE JUDGMENT AND . . . .
* SENTENCE IN, THIS ACTION ON ms.com:)mw ) C
OFFICE, | . Dos: E—_— a
DATED; . |
- SEX: Male
i RACE: White/Caucasian
! Ll ) »
i et g
! CLERK .
By: i
DEPUTY ?LERK
!

Page 7 |
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. STATE OF WASHINGTON,
’ N \j

-

'Y&, |

MA’ITHEW RAYDOUGLAS SCHLEY,

i
I

Plaintiff,

_: Defendant,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

)

No. 13-1-15302-1 KNT .

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE,
(FELONY) - APPENDIX B,
CRIMINAL HISTORY

S’{JPBRIQR COURT OF WASHFNGTON F(}R KIN G COIINTY

2.2 ’i‘he defezxdant has the foliewlng cr unmai instory nseﬁ in calcniatmg the offender score {RCW

9,944,528y

.w e

) Crimse 3

Pelon In Possedsion of Fxrsalm And ,

Ammumhon -
g »

_ Cont Subst"\fmi‘;- Seotion (A)

cont subst viol ~section (d)
; N %
. el a
explosive Yic required
e, 'g ( {

_cont subst viol - section (d)

cont subst vio a. mip/delve/p

burglary 2nd dégrse
Co

’ burg2

12:30-1999

+ Bentencing
H 33816,: '
. 12:17-2002 .

02:20-3002

.['

" 06-28-1999

. 08-01-1997

£2-05-1996

00221993

. n,
burg2
cont su’ast vwl

burg2 |

e o e MUDL Py ant et g 4o
.

o

burg 2

Prevpp

burg 2 !
;
Appendix -Bw%;ev.‘ 09/02
N
{
i

) 08.30-1590

" 12-30-1999 .

*

- 09221989,

09-22-1989

00:22-1989

-Adult or

E
2

Cause,

Juy, Crime Number

AP

AF

AF

AR

iF, .

11’

R

JF

JF

, 01-cr-02093

o 01-1-001484

99-1-00899-0,

© 99:1-00899-0
09.1-00396-3

97-1-04072-4
05-1-00779-8

$3-8-02375-0

90~s-éox 15-:

189-3-00106-9
89-8-00106-9..

. 80-8-00106-9

4

Location
U.S. District
Cotirt
Spokane WA

" Kittitas

Suf:erjoz
Court WA
Lewis
Superior
Court WA
Lewis
Superior
Court WA
Lewis
Superior
Court WA
King Superior
Court WA
King Superior

Lourt WA

King Snpenor
Court WA

= 9"1993“*’”’?.?‘””"‘“’“9@-8‘06162’3‘“’”——‘2%a5uu ‘

Superior”
Court WA
Mason

. Superior

Court WA
Mason
Supeiior
Court WA
Mason,
Supenor
Court WA,

Mason

Supérior
'Cmu’t WA

Pége 8
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SUFPERIOR: CO’URT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

C
_

3
f

’ Def:ezidant. )

STATE OF WASHE\IGTOI\, y -
o , ). ¢ :
: Plaintiff, - ). No.13-1-15302-1 KNT
! : y - ‘ :
Fva. )* APPENDIXG -
; i o )  ORDER FOR BIOLOGICAL TESTING
MATTHEW RAYDOUGLAS SCHLEY, ) ANDCOUNSELING- -
B A . ) . ) .
)
J

(1) DNA IDENIIFICATIDN {RCW 43.43.754);

The-Cobrt orders the defendant to cooperate with the King County Depamnsnt of Aduit
Detenhon, King County-Sheriff's ©ffice, and/or the State Department of Corrections in
providing a biological sample forDNA identification analysis, The defendant if out of

T

custody, shall promptly call the ng County Teil at 206-1226 betwaen 8:00 a.m. and1:00

pa, to make arrangements for the test to be ocnducted WIthm 15 days.

(2) [:i IIIV TESTING AND CO’UNSELZ{NG RCW 70, 24,348)

‘ (Raé;uzre& for defendant oenv;ctad of sexual oﬂ*ense, drug offense associated with the ;

use of hypodemnc aeedles, of ,prcs’amﬂon reiato:i offense.)
’I‘he Courﬁ orders the defendant contact the Sea!ﬂe—ng County Health Departmant

* and! participate in human muncdeﬁcxency virns (HIV) testing and counseling in -+ -
acchrdance with Chapter 70,24 RCW. The defendant, if out of custody, shall promptly
calliSeatsle-King County Health Department at 205-7837 to make’ arrangsments for the

testito be oonducted within 30 days,
P :
If (2) is chec;%cé, two independmt hioio’gfcaf samples shall be tiken.

-

! . ' - .. .
. . T i K3 ¥
.

/L_,-—-/

k]

Iﬁa‘;e:\g "9“

o

1

AP?ENI}E{ Rev, 09/02 7

e ) [row—, 3 .
. ? s . 5 bt it e o astis’ s S PN b

" . JUDGE, King County Supenor Court
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SUPERIOR GOURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY .

kS

State of Washington, _ 43 No." 13-1-15302-1 KNT
B B Plaintif, '
vs. : § | 3
: .
o ‘ - o : o (X) ‘DEPARTMENT OF CORRECT!ONS
. Defendant.

- THE STATE OF WASH%NGTCN TOTHE DERECT‘OR OF ADULT DETENTION OF KING COUNTY

WHEREAS, Judgmerzi has been pronounced agamsi %he defendant in the Superior Couit of the State of
Washington for the County of King,.that the defendant be punished as specified in the Judgment and
Sentence, a full tme and correct copy of which is aﬁached hereto,

X 1.Y0U, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to take and deliver the defendant to the proper
officers Qf the Department cf Corrections; and .

YCLU THE PROPER OFF!CERS OF THE SEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS ARE’
COMMANDED to receive the defendant for classification, confinement and placement as
.ordered in the Judgment anci Sentence. (Sentence of corfinement in Department of
Correctzons custody)

*TYOU THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED fo iake and delrver the defendant fo the
. proper officers of the State pending dehvery fo the proper officers of ihe De;sartment of
Socza? and Heaifh Sewlces .

3

s YOU THE PROPER OFFICERS OF THE SECRE‘TARY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
SOC%AL AND HEALTH SERVICES, ARE COMMANDED to rece ve the defendarsi for
evaluation as ordered | in thelJudgmeni and Sentence, ’

4
:

‘ E s By dzrectzon of the Honorabie
Dated: QOctober 13, 2014 ‘ ‘
Bili A, Bowman

i
poc 14 bﬁel(i" Judge

samvocanionia/= 288k Uiy
K E

 BARBARA MINER, Clork R

pay _ZAYo0 60 2% AN By: .
comp JeLLpd” T S 0. ;\@
sipalvd Uif0¥¢87 - ¢ Depuly Clek

poB — e
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o4
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STATE OF WASI-DNG"{ON
Plaintify, No, 14-C-01874-2 KNT

FUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
FELONY (JS)

Vs,

g

3
MATTHEW RAYDOUGLAS SCHLEY,
Defendant.

Y

il Mot Nt S e A P Sl Svas? vt

i

i

( *

EE S

P S L HEARING

H

L1 The'defendant, the defendant's lawyer, Teri R. Kerp; %deyg p%%%w erb

KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON |

SUPERIOR COURT GLERK

BY Karia Gabrielson
&Pm '

‘SUPERIOR COUR'I‘ OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY]

[V, K SO

sentencmg heanng conducted today Others: presunt were!

1
|
i oo
There bemg noireason why judgmént should not be pmnouncad, the court finds; .
2.1 CURRENT OFFENSE(S) The defendant wis fownd gilty on 09/ i6f2014 . .
by Plea of - ' o

. mmc.s

Count No H Crm Theft i The F:rst Depres.
. ROW: 9A156.030(1)(6) and DA.56.020(1)a) Crime Code: 02518

Date of Ciime: 03/03/2014 through 037042014
!

i} Ad'dgﬁoﬁfai current offenzes are atfached in Appendix A

¢ . '
i
|
g
‘§
|
4

Rm?fzs&ms?m Ty

H
o
!
i

e e st

EXHIBIT_2
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i
SPECIAL VE:gi)xCT or FINDING(S} - |
(a) [J While armed with 2 firearm in couni(s) RCW 9. 94A 533(3). ST P o
() ] While afmed with deadly weapon other than a firearm in count(s) RCW 9.94A:53.3(4~}.‘
. (¢) ] With 3 sexnal motivation in comnt(g)_ _ RCW 9.94A.835,

| o
@ OA VUCSA offenge commitied in & protected zone in count(s) " RCW 69.50:435. '

() [ Vehicular homicide [] Violent traffic offense [ JDUI [ ] Reckless .[] Disregard, ] !

® [1 Vebicnlar homieide by DUI with prmr conviotion(s) for offensa{s) defmed in RCW 46.61 5055 -

RCW 9, S4AS33(Ty. . -
(8) [ Non-parental kidnapping or uniawﬁﬁ nnpnsnnment with & minor victim, RCW 94.44. 128 }30
@ O I)omwtie violenge as defided in RCW 10.99.020 was pled and proved for count(s) .|,
@) [ Cutrent bffenses encampassing the same cﬁmznal condnet in this cause are count(s)_ . ]
" T RCW 994A.589(1)(a). .
() [ Aggravating mrcumstancm 25 to count(s) _

4

in calcufatmg the offender score are (iist oﬁense and cause number):

23 CRIMINAL B}S’I‘ORY Pncr conv;ctzons constimtmg cnmmeﬁ hxstary for pm'poses of calcuiflmng the
offender score are (RCW 9,944, 525 " .

X Criminal history is attached in Appendix B, - 1
] Ope point added for offense(s) committed whzie vader commumty p}acemem for coum(s) R

24 SENTENCZNG DATA:

22 OTHER CURRBN’I‘ CONVIC‘I‘I ON{S) ther currens, convictions listed nnder észerent cause nambe:rs used ‘

Sentencing | Offender | Seriousness ' ‘~Sta§xﬂ:ird’ T Total Standard Maxim:um

Data Seore * Level - [‘Raupe | Enhancement | Range: Term .
Comnt} 11 - - ; . © 14310 5T months  {i10«rs. andfor
- ) ’ [$20,000

Additional o'furrcnt offense sentencix{g “dafh is attached ir_z Appendix C,

2.5 EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE © ' ° ' .
[[] Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Lavias fo sentence above the standard range! _
Finding of Fact: Ti;e jury fcund or the éefendant stipulated to aggmvaung circumstancss as fo Count(s}

@pi_hsmigw These aggravating ciroumstances constitute substantial and compeiimg feasons that
> justifyla sentence above the standard range: for Comnt(s) . ] The court wou}d‘zmpose the same
scntence on the basis of any one of the aggravating crrcwnstances '

[TAn exccptmnaJ sentence above the smndard range is imposed pursnant to RéW 9.94A., 535(2} (i zs!udmg ﬁ‘ee
crimes or the smpuiamm of the éefexxdant) Fmdmgs of Fact and Conclusions of Law are attachod in Abpendix D,

[Jan exceptional sentence below the standard rauge is zmposed. Fmdmgs of Fact and Conciusaons of Law are
attached in Appendiz D, . i

The State N dui L__} ¢id not recommend a smular sentencs (RCW 9.94A.480(4)).

! . . : c .

i . TL JUDGMRENT ' o

ITIS ADIUDGBD that defendantis gmity of the current oﬁ‘ens% set forth in Sectlon 21 above and Appendb: A

[ The Court DISMISSES Count(s) . o o o fo
. g . . ‘. N

I ' - c .

g T e e mm s
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v, ORDER ‘ . ’ ) ':

& ' . N

zr 18 ORDERED that the defendmat serve the determinate sentence and abide by the othar terms set‘fcrth beig:w

[ 3 This cffense isa felony ﬁrmrm affense {dcﬁned in RCW. 9.41 830) Having cans:dered relevax}ﬁ factoxs,
mciudmg ciiminal history, propensity for violence endangering persons, and any prior NGI ﬁndmgs, the Court |
requires that the defendant register as a firearm-offender, In compliance with 2013 Laws, Chapter 183
section 4, 'liae details of the regxsnaﬁon,reqummts are inciuded in the attached: Appendnx L

4.1 RESTITU'}IGN, VICTIM ASSESSMEI\ET, AND DNA FEE: , ‘ .
[[] Defendant shall pay restitution o' the Clerk of fhis Court as st forthy in attached Appendzx E o
| Defandmn shall not pay restitution because the Court, finds that ext:aordmary circumstances exist, and the -
court, pursuaat 0 RCW S, 94&753(5), sets forth those circumstances in attached Appeaén B ¢ L
Q—Restztutlon to be determined at, ftrture restitufion hearing orl (Date) _. at _m
E Date to be set. N
-Refendant walves right tobe present at fisture regtitation hearing{s)
] R;:sutunon 15 not ot dered. :

De!‘endant shali pay Victim Penalty Assasmeat in the amount ef 8500 @CW '7 68 835 ma'ndatory}
‘ Defendant shali pav })\IA collection fee in the amount ef $100 (RCW 43.43.7541 - mandntory)

4.2 OTHER Fﬂ\}ﬁiEIAL OBLIGATIONS Having considered the defend}mt’s present and likely fumre
ﬁaancial resources, the Const concly des that the defendant has the present or likely. future abﬂz}y 10 pay the
financial obligations imposed; The Cam’f waives financial obligation(s) that are checked below, because the .
defendant iac}cs the prasez:t and future szhty to pay them. Defendant shall pay the fcliowmg t[j) the Clerk ofthis
Court: . ’

® Ci$

) B $ ; Recoup ent for aﬁamey s fees £ King Courxty Public Defense Prograzas
(RCW 9. 94A03 o; ecoupment is wa;wed, v

, Court costs RCW 9. 94A 030 RCW 10.01, iée), Y- Courl cosis are waived;

{c) [} $! JFine; [181, 006 Finafor V{JCSA 82, 909 Fme. for subsequent YUCSA A'"
(RCW 69.50 439),%%{:5;; five watved; - , , L

@ O3 , King County Tnterloval Drug Fund (ROW'9. 94A.030); " T
: @mg Fund payment is waived; : )

szoo State Crime Labotatory Fee (RCW 43, 43.690); PRHEaboratory fa? wmved,

& O $
® O $ S Incmemmon cosis (RCW 9. 94A 760(2)},E-Inoarcerahon costs wmveé,
i
&) B-Sg ‘ Otharcosmfor’ — " K N

i ! : .
4.3 IPAYN{ENT SCBEDULE: The TOTAL FEN.AN ClAL OBLIGATI(}N set in ﬁns order is $i{;
Restitution may be added in the fiture! The payments shall be made to the ng County Supérioy Cour: Clerk
according to the rules of the'Clerk andsthe following tetms: [ ] Not lessthan'$ . per month;.
n & schedule established by the defendant’s Community Corrections Officer or Department of Judicial
Administration (DJA) Collections Officer, Financial obligations shall bear interest pursuant tlo RCW 10.82.090.
The Defendant shall remain under fhe Court’s furisdiction to assure payment of financial sbhgznans.
for crimes committed before 7/1/2000, for up to tén,years from the date of sentence or release from total
confinenient, whichever is later; for crimes committed on or after 7/1/2000, until the abiiagatmn is
completely safisfled, Pursuant to RCW 9.94A, 7602, 1f the defendant is more than 30 days past dug i
payments a notiee of payrsli deduamn may be wsued w;thout further notice to the offeénder, fPursuant 10 RCW
4A,760(7)(b), the defendant shall report a8 dzract&d ‘o_\%?m and provxde financial informatior as requested.

mxt Clerk's trust fses are waived. nterest is waived except with respsct to rastxwtaoa
“i
L . \ '
Rev, 772513 : 3
v 13 ' ) N . . -
i : .
i
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4.4(), PRISON—BASED SPECIAL mws OFFENDER SENTENCING ALTERNATIVE
(DOSA)(for seritences imposed after 10-1-08) : Tl Court finds the defendant cligible pursuant to; RCW

9, 94&660 and, havmg reviewed an examinatior report and concluded that 8 DOSA sentence Is appropriate, waives

imposition of sentence within the staxzdard mnge and'sehtences the dafsndant as follows:

" The defendant is sentenced {o the following term(s) of canﬁnement in the custody of the Depf. of Corrﬁcﬁa;zs‘ :
at.

o0 commence E—xmmedxate}y, Civy

25

fE P

H

a.m/pan.:
] months (if crime afer 6/6/06, 12 month ininimum) on Count No. |+ ©
3 months (if crime aﬁer 6/6/06, 12 month mmzmam} on Count No.__. |3
% " months (if erime after 6!6/’06 12 month zmmmam} on Count No. i

The abaveiterm{s) of confinement rcpresents one~halt‘ of the midpoint of the standard range or, if the

-crime occurred after 6-6—96, twe!vE mﬂnﬂxs ¥ that is greater thap one-haif of the mxdpoim

The terms I.mposed hesein shall be served concurrenﬂy

The term(s} :mposed berein shall ran [} CONS%C(?VE ﬁWNCMNT 10 cause i\‘io(s.) .

ik 2- |

The tem(sy imposed herein shall run [ ] CONSECUTIVE [] CONCURRENT to auy previoy s}yfizﬁp’ésed

,commstment not rzfea-;eé to uz this Jndgmsnt.
;

Credit iz gwsn for time served in King County Jaﬂ'or solely for confinement under this wuse number

arit t0 RCW 9.94A.505(6): [] _.___- day(s) or $| iays determined by the King Couniy Jedl.

TSU
: E] Credit is given fordays detemnned by the King Coupty Jail o have been served in the King County

' Supervised Community Option (Exhanced CCAP) solely under this cduse number,

"] 'The cotirt authorizes earned early release oredit consjstent with the local correctional facility sfandﬁrds for ' ..

_days spentim the King County Supervised Community Option (Enhanced CCAP).
) }axi terin is sausﬁazl defendant shall be released under this cause,

i

'

EE

. k]
Whﬂe incarcerated in the Dapartm ent af Cor.ract;ons tﬁe defencimzt shall undergo a comp@enswe suizstmce gbuse

assessment aad receive, within avaﬁabia resourcss, appropriate reatment scmces

COMMUNITY CUSTODY: The court forfher § :mposm S months, ane-ha}f eff;he midpoint of
the standard fange, as a term of commimity custody dyring which time the defendant'shali compiy with the*
instructions, rules and regulations promuigated by the Department for conduct of the defendant during
comunity eustody; shall perform afﬁnnanva a¢ts necessary fo monifor compimce, shait obey all Iaws and

. comply ¥ with the following man datogz statutory requirements: l

{13 T,hé defendant shajl undsrgo and succcssfuﬂy cemplete 8 substxnos abuse program apptoved by the

Bivision-of Alcohol-ahd-Substance-Abuse- -of the-Dept-of-Social-and-Hoalth-Services; !

3 ‘I‘he defendant shall n6t use ﬁlegal controlled substances ‘and shall submit to m‘:nalys:s ?r ofher testing to

monztor cemphanma ' f

. f

'ON»COMPLIANCE RCW S, 94A 660(5) Ifthe defendant fails to campictc fhe Depattiient’s special drug
offender sentencing alternative program Or is.administratively terminated from the program,ihefshe shall be
reciassxﬁcé by the Deparfaent to serve the balance of the unexpired term of sentence, If thedefendant fails to
cormply ! ‘with the conditions of supemsmn es defined by the Department, he/she shall be sanctioned, Sanctions
may ;zxclude reclagsification by the Depamnent {o serve the haisnce of the unexpired term o sentenca

1

m cogrt farther imposes an additional term of Cominunity Custsdy of 12 months upun failure to complete or
administrative termination from DOSA program if any of these offenses is a crime against 8 person (RCW
9. 94:&41 1) or a felony violetlon of RCW 69.50/52. The defendant in this event shall comp}y with the .

cendmons af Commwzxiy Cusfody set forth in section 4.7 hersin,

g ‘
4
B ( o N f .
REV» 12/29:10 . : 3 T 4'
P * R N .t

!
:
]
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+4( RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT-BASED SpECIAL DRUG OFFENDER
G ALTERNATIVE {DOSA)(icr sentences imposed after 10-1-05) (availabld if the .
the standard range is24 mcnths or icss) ‘The Court finds the defendant ehgsble pursaant to,

_as follows:

The ciefeaaant shall Sxrve 24 months in- commmniy custody under the supcrvzsmn of the BOCI o tha .
cendition that the defeddant enters and remains in residential chemical dependency treatment oemﬁed under
RCW Ch. 70.96 for - (between 3:and 6) months, The DOC shall make chemicsl depent.;lency assessment

and treaiment services av {able during the te:m of commupity custody, within available Tesolrces.

Pending D,OC placement in wgidenitial ¢ chemlcal dependency treatment, the defendant is ordered fo attend a
DOC day reportmg center and ¥ follow aB applicable rules. The defendant shall repoxt to DOC fo Begin ﬁ:e
DOC day {eport;ng program m; 24 hours of reiease )

The defendant shall. comp}y with the ; eatment and other conditions proposed in the e.xannnam on repcrt, a -
mandated by RCW 9.94A.665(2)(s). ¥ xequency and length of treatment- and monitoring plan are speczﬁsd i
the EXAMINATiON REPORT A’I‘TA GHED AS AX’?ENDIX | ~

§ e 3

A progress hearing is set in this court, & he resxdenmal h-eaﬁnent for : R &
days ﬁ'omlscntcncmg date). Additional progrel hearings may be set. :

A treatmeht termination heanng is set i thls courhd

se months before the exp;lratmn of the mmz';a;i:iity
cnstody tcrm, for ’

(date).

'Beforc ﬁae progress hcamg ané the &eanncnt terrnmau B hearmg, the treatmm prowéer and* the DOC shai%
submit wmtcn reports to the courf and parties regarding the defendant’s compliance with imahnent and
mon:toréng reqmremems, mc}udmg reconnnendafxons reg ANling 1emnnaizcn from freatment, | N
NON~COMI’L}ZANCE. RCW 5. 94A1655(4) Atthe pregrass hearing or treatmant termination hearmg, the
court may modify the conditions of i commumty custody, eiithorizg termination of copgmyaity Ecmsmc%y status on
exp:rauox; of the community custody term, or impose a term of totd confinement equal to oae—hzﬁf the
,m;dpamt gef the standard range, along with a térm of commumty cusTHg y : .

Lo L
4.5 ADDI’I‘IONAL COMMUNITY CUSTGDY CDNDITIONS OF DOSA SENTENC‘E The co‘urt ﬁxrther
. Tuposes zhe following noa-man&atery condlzwns ef Commnmty Custody (if checked) s

4 The d?fcndam sha.li not use iliegal controlied substances and shaﬂ submzz to urmalysxs or ut.‘aer testmg to
momtor compliance. |

B&-The- defendant shall-not- use any*alcoholﬂorcent}'elicdwsubstanccs—wxmeut prcserxplzon -and'shall- l.mdei'gu
testing to,monitor compliance, - I -
i:IDevote time to a specific employment or training.” to

[”] Remain within prescribed geographical boundaries and notify the court o the commumty corrections
officer of any change in the offender’s addres§ or employment, | . ’
@ Report s directed to & community co:rectzons officer.

s Pay all court ordered legal financial obligations.

D Perform community restitution hours on 2 scheduie set by DOC.
] stay out of designated areas as follows:

f_—? Oﬂm conditions &5 5ot fcrth in AP}.’DI\BIX F

~.

4,6 AD})I’I‘IQNAL CONFINEMENT: The court may: order the dcfcndant 10 serve a term of fotal conﬁnement
within the standard range at apy thne durmg the period of community custedy ifthe defendant violates ihe
concixtlons of sent encé or xf the defendant is failing to meke saasfactozy progress in troatment,

[ . S -

. . 2 ' . ) . . ; ‘. i
Rev, 12/2010 oo 5 L

! . ’ . ‘
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4.7 GON})ITIO}ES OF COMMUNTI‘Y CUS’I‘ODY IMPOSED AFTER TERMINATION OFDOSA:

438

49

X The defenéant shall not use illegal eontrclied substances and’ shai} submitto nrmalysxs or other testing to
‘momtor oomphmce

Xl The defendant shall not usé any alcahol or con’tmﬂsé substances without prescnphon and shail tindergo
testing to rmonitor compliance, . . -

1 Remain within preseribed. geographmai bouadanes and notxfy the court or the cemmmnty coxrectlons
officer of gny change in the offender’s address or employment.

X Repomas directed to 8 community corrections offiger. L : :
BX] Pay alt\court ordered legel financial! obhgatlons e Co T Y
[ stay cut of desxgnated areas as foHows — .

E} Osixer cencht:ons -

%

: - y
DNA TESTING, The defendant shall have B bloiegmai sample conected for purposes of DNA 1giantxﬁca3:on
analysis and the defendant shall fully cooperate in the.testing, as ordéred in APPENDIX G, ~ .
iy TESTING For sex offense, i}rcst:tutlon offense, diug offense associated with the use of
kypedenmc needles, the dcfendam shall submlt to HIV testing 85 ordered in APPENDIX G. |

E:} OFF-?;M’I‘S ORDER Ths defandant, havmg been faund 1o be g knowp drug trafficker, sha]} nexthe:r
enter nor Femain in the protected against drug trafficking area(s) as deséribed in APPENDIX I diring the termi
of cgmmumty supervision, APPENDIX I 1 Is attached and mmrporatad by reference into this Judgment and
Sentence‘ i '

50 gNO CON’I‘ACT For fhe maxnnam ierm of z years, defendant shall have no contact wﬁh -

/}ND Mt ple v sy 'pmxizc m:&f:f |

Qate:.‘l 5\&! o /V'

i
i
5
&
; ] JUDGE
. i - Print Name:__~
i T T 1,
i
1
i »
|
Prﬁsvntcd by g Approved as 10 ;
/\/\_,—- 221y
Deputy Prosecuting Attomey, WSBA#
Print Name:__J,
. .
i
i )
i
o
i
i R :
i
: 3
- { .
Rev. 12/2010 ' s
o ; * P ‘ -
‘\ . N
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RIGHT KAND - DEFENBANT’S SIGNATURE:
FINGERPRINTS OF: . " DEFENDANT’S ADDRESS:

MATTHEW RAYDOUGLAS
SCHLEY - §

Dated: /, 63/}’ 4 //»"/ o ATTESTED BY; EARBARA MINER,
SUPERIOR COURT CLERK. |

. : a : o I :
M . By fzﬁ,&ﬁ nll&zsggém"'

JUDGE - - 1 _ o 'bEPUTYCLERK., (.
! . .

*

CERTIFICATE) ; . UFFENDERTDEN’I‘IFICAUUN y :

.3
> b4 . N M
I 8 - . . B T u 'y
» - * >
M >

CLERX OF. THIS COURT CERITIFY THAT THE 8.I.D. NO, WA1515_0497
ABOVEZSATRUECGPYOFT}EJUDGMENTAND L Loty -
SENTENCE IN THIS ACT] EON ON RECORD IN MY : o
SENTEN *CTION ONRECORE oo I .
DATED:

T SEX: Male o .

] . u

RACE: White/Caucasian - ,

CLERK

07 S S PR R

:

s R L T e
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. aSUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

A;)pendax B—Rﬁv 991’(}2

P A o e

4 Count WA

STA’I’E DF WASHINGTON )
! Plaintiff, - g No. 14-C-0184-2 KNT
¢ ; . .
vs, ‘ : > JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE,
' , : o ' .} (FELONY)- APPENDIX B,
MATTHEW RAYDOUGLAS SCHLEY, ) CRIMINAL HISTORY
4 )
i Defendént." ) L
1 ' )
- e , \
2.2 The defenﬁant has the faliowmg criminai hisiery useﬂ in calcuiatmg ﬁ:e offender seore (RCW
9,94A.525); o
) : ‘ Sentencing . Adult“or‘ Caise -
Crime ‘ Date - Juv, CriméNumber - Location
Felonin Possession Of Firearm And 12-17-2002 AR 01-¢r-02093 0.8, District |
-Ammunition . - Court’ '
v ) o : ‘Spokane WA
Cont Subst Vigl - Section (A) - " 02-20-2002 AF 01-1-00148-4 Kittitas"
. ' - Superior
- L ) . Court WA
cont subst violl - section (d) 12-30-1999 AF 99-1:00899-0 . Lewis
S e ’ . Superior
o C o Court WA
explosive K¢ required 12-30-1999  AF -99.1-00899-0 Lewis
S : L ) - +Superior
; .- ) : . < :Court WA
cont subst vio] - section (d) 06-28-1999 AF 99-1-00396-3 ‘Lewis
i - ’ © . .+ Superier
i o , P * Court WA
cont subst viojs: mfg/delvi/p 08-01-1997 . AF §7-1-040724 ' King Superior
i . o * Cotrt WA
burglary 2nd degree 02-09-1996. '~ AF 95-1-00779-8 King Superior
. i - o T o T , Court WA
burg2 j 09;: -1993 . © JIF " 93. &023754: :  King Superior
) ‘ . ; Court WA
butg-2 1 13-0 -199e~—3«1_—99 8—09152-&--»—-————)/}3911
N Supenor
| . : ' . . « Court WA
cont subst vigl 03-3&1990‘ . F 50-8-00115-1 * Mason
; ' : Superior
H ‘ ) . Tooeon - Cotrt WA
burg 2 | -0922-1989  TF 89-8-00106-9 ' Mason
"1 . B ' Superior .
¢ © . Court WA -
burg2 0922.1989 . JR ° 89-8-00106-9 - " Mason
; - . " Superior
: o : . . - Court WA .
burg 2 X ) 09-22-1989 IF 89-8-00106-9 Mason
- : ’ i . Supetior .
]

“Page 19.



S S

20r60 ‘f\g}I“‘L‘E{ XIPW‘{‘*V

. . I

o
W om e w e e o e
PN

~

-

s b g zue wa e e v e

R e R R I At L EA

g-

+

.
e ane e v

-

v

S VU N

5

4
-
-

B

H
¢

' HOAN : S T
/___,_,w . ' T\i":\‘¥"ﬁ§ wjeg
T g " . * s . 1 . * ) H .

‘

. ((s)szswms MOW
a.xo::s Japuage gy Smmmza;ap q asaa;;a a0 58 ;munoa CECTT suommnm sopd Bups&ono; oy, [ ]

« g .

~
i T e
hY

it Yoo i gt o

-



H

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY:

STATEOF WASHINGTON, -~ . - © )
’ Pluintiff, .y Wo. I4-C~0}874-2KNT '
1' )
V8. ‘ ) APPENDIX G

_ . ‘ } ' ORDER FOR BIOLOGICAL mSTING
"MATTHEW RAYDOUGLAS SCHLEY, ~~ ') ANDCOUNSELING ' - - .

: _ : )

Defendant, )

: )

)

{1} I)NA H)ENIIFICATION (RC‘W 43.43. 754)

The Court orders the deféndant to' cooperate with the ng County Depar%m ent of A&tﬂt
Detention, King County Sheriff's Office, and/or.the State Department of Corrections ip
- providing & biologiéal sample for DNA identification analysis, The defendaat, ifoutof |
custody, shall promptly call the King Ceunty Jail at 296-1226 between 8:00 a.m. and [ 00
_pa,to make mangemanis for the test o be condacted wﬁ}nn }5 éays =

(2) ] HIV TESTING ANB COUNSEIJNG {RCW ’?0.24.349}

(Reqmred for defendant conv:cted of sexual offanss, drug offense assos;ated wzth the
-use of hypedem} ic naedies, or prostitution related oﬂ'ense ) :

The Court orders the defendant contact the Saatt}a-ng C‘ounty Heaith Baparhncnt
and participate in human mmunodeﬁcxsncy virus (HIV) testing and counseling in .
accordance with Chapter 70 24 RCW. The defendant, if out of custody, shall promptly

_ call Seattle-King County Hcalth Department at 205-7837 to maice arrangemsnts for the :
test to be conductcd mﬂnn 30 days .

¥ (2)is checked, two ii}dspeqdent'biolégiéai s'an_lpies-shali betaken. T

T

IUDGB ng County Supenor Court

Date:_1€ +{o- 1Y

APPENDIX G—-Rev. 89/02 g
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SL}PERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY o

State of Washington, : 43 j’ No 14—&818?4—‘2 KNT
S Plainfiff, | . .
V8, - . SRR R .
MATTHEW ;;A@QUGLAS SCHLEY FELONY WARRANT OF COMMITMENT
S |5 (X) DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
i Defendani FI

THE STATE OF VifASHiNGTON TOTHE DiRECTOR OF ADULT DETENT! ON OF KING' COUNTY

WHEREAS, Judgfent hias been pronounced against the defendant in the Supenor Court of the State of
Washmgton for the County of King, that the defendant be punished as specif'ed in the Judgment and
Sentence, a full true and oorrect copy of which is attached hereto, ] !

‘ X 1.YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE CGMMANDED to. take and deliver the: defendant fo fhe proper ‘
officers r.zf the Department of Carrecilons' _and ;
YGL} THE PROPER OFFECERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECT! ONS 'ARE
C@MMANDED to receive the defendant for classification, confinement and p]goement as
ordered in the Judgment and Sentence. (Sentence of ccnﬁnemeni in Department of .
C?rrecifons custody.) - L ; L
Y@l} THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to take and deliver the defendant o the
‘proper officers of the State;pendmg delivery to the proper officers of the Department of
Soczal and Health Servzces _ 5

. 'Ymu THE PROPER OFFICERS OF THE SECRETARY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
. S@CiAL AND HEALTH SERVICES, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant for
"evaluation as ordered in the Judgment and Sentence, -

1
¥

) ? . e By dlreci;on of the Honorable co r .
Dated: Octobe!i’i.?, 2014 '
Bilt A, Bowman "

poC 7«4&963?2. - Judge,

JAILLOCATION .- D24 4%, Ao

BAs 24 O0EITS BARBARA MINER, Clerk

conn JESLIBE ,ag"A 2 3
SID# Lt LI/SOYT T E

Deputy "Deputy Clerk .
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Department of S CHEMICAL DEPENDENCY
U Y -~ 3 i b s £ 5 4 i Sttt s+ 05 omeee . JOSA AGREEMENT-—
Egi:rgeg?g?zsi (PRISON, RESIDENTIAL, AND COMMUNITY)

The 1968 Legislature passed a Special Drug Offender Sentencing Alternative —~ SHB 1006, This legislation was effective
on July 25, 1999, and applies to al] offenders who committed their crime on or after that date. '

1. Your Judgment and Sentence {J&S) indicateé that the sentencing judge has granted you a Drug Offender Sentencing
Alternative (DOSA). :

2, ADOSA sentence requires that you participate in treatment offered by the Department of Corrections or a contracted
community residential program. You will undergo a comprehensive substance abuse assessment and will receive
treatment services based on custody level, capacity, length of total confinement, and treatment needs.

3.. You will be required to maintain your current DOSA eligibility status as stated in DOC 670.655 Special Drug Offender
Sentencing Alternative,

4. I you have 2 mental impairment that would prevent your participation and/or completion in anj} Chemical Dependency

treatment modality, you will be referred to a community based treatment provider in order to ensure that the conditions
of your DOSA sentence are met, ~ ‘

- 5. You will-be on supervision in the community after release from Prison or residential treatment. ering this time, you’
will be required to continue in substance abuse treatment on an outpatient basis. The length of your outpatient
treatment will be determined by your treatment needs and the treatment provider but not less than six (6) months.

6. If you are approved to seek treatment resources outside of the Department and at your own expense, failure to pay
for these services may constitute a violation of your supervision. - .

7. ¥ you fail to successfully complete the reguirements set forth in the J&S andfor conditions imposéd by the
Department, you will be subject to administrative sanctions by the Department, which may include the revocation of

your DOSA sentence, The Depariment may reclassify you and impose the unexpired term of the original sentence,
as imposed by the court. < .o

8. As part of your DOSA sentence, the transferring facility will develop an appropriats transition pléh‘ The plan may
Include transfer to a designated Work Release designed to accommodate your individual trea,tmént needs.

If you refuse to abide by the terms and conditions imposed by the treatment program, which inciudes the use of any
alcohol andlor drugs, you may be referred to the Department's Hearings Unit or the court for possible revocation of

your DOSA sentencs, which can result in reclassification to serve the remaining original balance of your sentence as ‘
imposed by the sentencing court, : :

_10. For Prison DOSASs:

~ Aftér alternatives to retain you in the program have been addressed and it has been concluded that terrhination Is
appropriate, you may be “administratively” terminated from the DOSA chemical -dependency treatment program as
determined and documented by the primary CD professional and based on: . '

a) A pattern of behavioral issues that have been continual and responses to interventions have been
unsuccessfyl, . : .

b) Alack of progressibn towards the goals of a treatment plan as determined by the primary CDP and staffed
with hisfher supervisor, . :

¢} Any major infraction that causes a change In custody level or the violation of condition(é) outEinéd inthe CD
= Treatment Participation Requirements DOC 14-039 or the DOSA Agreement DOC 14-042,
d) Anoffender's continual behavior that causes placerent In an Intensive Management Unit for a length of time

whereby s/he is unavailable to participate in CD treatment based on the offender’s ERD and the triage for
admission to CD services.

| EXHiBIT_4
Ristibution: ORIGINAL Flle COPY-Offender

DOG 14-042 (Rev. 07/14/14) DOC 670,855
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H ha\gd or have had read to me the terms and conditions of this agreement, and:

w oy Lo e e v e et

aér;e that | WEIE. fu l'!S}aﬁariit;Spét; ‘i,t:e‘aii_ required substance‘ égﬁse treatment progra'ﬁ;; N

s enr e e s——— oy S 4

®

[ 1 am refusing participation in the DOSA treatment orogram. | understand that a Department
administrative hearing will be held and [ may be reclassified and serve the unexpired term of my )
original sentence or | may be referred back to the sentencing court for reconsideration of my sentence, -

(RATTRew Scinley a2

Name {print) ) AT
Y RY VTS

aff Witness{pring) ‘

%JM £ 1/ C’a&?)a
Signa[ﬁreﬂ )

Date

sl 21 20/

The records contained herein are protected by the Federal Confidentiality Reguiations 42 CFR Part 2. The Federal rules prohibis further
gisclosure of this information te parties outsida of the Department of Corrections Unless such disclosure is expressly permitted by the
written consent of the person towhon 1t pertains or as otherwise permitied by 42 CRF Part 2,

Distibution: ORIGINAL File COPY-Offender

DOC 14-042 (Rev. 07114714} DOC 670,655

Page 24
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__ CHEMICAL DEPENDENCY

Department of

~fH Corrections * TREATMENT PARTICIPATION REQUIREMENTS
Program Branch Site: 0 e
Treatment Modality! L TR / 70 ¢

Start Date, Days/Times:

1. Remain free of alcohol and other drug use -1 will provide documentation per DOC 420.380 Drug/Alcohol Testing for any prescribed
medication. - . . ,

2, Parlicipate in UA and other drug festing per DOC 420.380 Drug/Alcohol Testing.

3. Refrain from any other criminal activity - { wi‘iE report any subsequent-arrests or legal proceedings while | am én treatment.

4. Refrain from any physical violence, threats or acts of physical vioiénce, abusive arguing, or inappropriate ién'guage,

5. Attend all regularly scheduled Individual and group sessions - | will arrive on time and remain until excused by my counsslor,

8. Actively partipipate in counseling sessioné, and in both planning and impieméntingvmy initial and continued care treatment plans,
7.

Respect and protect the privacy, rights, and QOnﬁdentiale of ather patient/offenders.

8. Askmy treatment counselor fo explain any program expectations, rights, or responsibifities that | do not fully understand, and
.- acknowledge any difficulty | may havé in reading, writing, or comprehending English .

9.  Sign and abide by DOC 14-042 Drug Offender Sentencing Alternative (DOSA) Agreement, if | received a DOSA sentence.

10.  Recognize that1 am receiving lreatment in"a correctional sefting. | understand that there may be situations in which, due to safety
and security, | may be viewed by individuals not engaged in chemical dependency treatment, | further understand that the
information discussed in my group and individual treatment sessions will be maintalned in the strictest confidentiality,

IREATMENT COMPLETION PROTOCOL: In order to successfully compleie treatment;

1. 1 will attend and participate in treatment as scheduled a;md recommended by my assessment and admission counselor(s),
2. iwill complete my individual treatment plan as agreed uéon with my treatment counselor, and '

3. 1will rernain in treatment for at least 3 mcmh‘s Inthe cdmmunily and untll | receive a successful completion certficate.

IREATMENT TERMINATION PROTOCOL: Chemical Dependency Professionals have the authority to request that | submit to drug

testing per DOC 420,380 Drug/Alcohol Testing, and to dismiss patient/offenders from class, groups, or the program for violation of
these rules or “just cause®;

¥
¥

‘ The following behaviors MAY result in fermination from the Department's CD treatment program:

1. Misconduct which does not riss to the level of threatening behavior, but is harmful or disruptive to the treatment environment,

2. Two treatment absences within the same modality.

- 3. Failure to abide by the expectations outfined above, including failure to pariicipate or make progress in ireatment as prescribed
and agreed upon ift my individualized treatment plan. B :

The foliowing behaviors WILL resuit in termination from the Depariment’s CD treatment program; -
1. Any threat or act of violence toward staff or another patient,
2. Possession of a weapon on or at the tréatm‘ent sita,

3, . Gang related activities or harassment of staff or another patient, : :

EXHIBIT 5

Distrbution: ORIGINAL- Fils COPY- Offander

BOC 14-038 (Rev. 08/03H 1) , - DOﬁﬁé{}é(@ ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ?ﬁ,ﬁSS



4. Sexual misconduct toward staff o \,)other patient, . ( )

reimernnan Be0 FRHUIE 0 @ppear.and submit.as directed fo.3.urine/drug. tests and/or receiving 3 posilive tests withm the same {reatment modaili}t—‘ R
| understand that “positive” includes insufficient samples, adulterants, and non-prescribed or unreported medication.

8. Three absences within the same treaiment modality. 1 understand that exceptions may be allowed in the event of a
legitimate, verifiable reason for an absence, such as injury, lliness, or incarceration.

7. Vioiating another patient's privacy and confidentiality treatment rights.

GRIEVANCE PROCEDURE: Should a patlentloffender consider him/herseif to have been treated unfairly, the DOC 550.100
Offender Grievance Program is available upon request.
! hereby agree to having read, or had read to me, ali the above terms and conditions, and agree fo abide by them.

L’ﬂ/) ﬂff)\m gﬁj;\ 0/4 | ' “.‘/“‘7/"/\'

Pate

Patient/Offe gnaib’ g

ﬂzs/" : /). 2/ 26/8

Date

The records contained herein are protecied by the Federa! Confidantiality Regulations 42 CFR Part 2. The Faderat rules prohibit further
disclosure of this Information to parties putside of the Department of Corrections unless such disclosurs is expressly pemaitted by the
written consent of the person to whom i periaing or as otherwiss permitted by 42 OFR Part 2.

Distribution: ORIGINAL- Flle COPY- Offender
DOG 14-039 {Rev. 08/03/11) DOC 670.500, DOC 670.655
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&ame:,SCHLfEYi Ma;thewR - ' . DOC#74698¢2 - . Date: 12612015

505 - FIGHTING S .
533~ ASSAULTIOFFENDER S - Time:-0900

+

Number of mle(s) viotated:

.

Place: meg Unlt

| Detalls in full: Atthe conciusion of an investigation, it wag determmed that on 1-26-15 at approx;mateiy 0900 hours during an assigned
Therapeutic Community Housing Unit Cleaning Day,- -Offiénder Schley , E #746992 got into 2 verbal argument with Offender Tang, E_

372861. Schiey starled the'verbal argument by cailing Tang Mr. DOSA and saying that Tang could't think for himself. WhenTang™ «

stated that he just wanted to get homs 1o his family, Offerider Schiey sald "fuck you". Tang then called'Schiey a littie bitch. Schiey then

swung on Tang and missed but then grabbed Tang's ‘throat and arm and they fell back on the bed. Tang then hit Schiey a couple of -

{imes and kicked him off the bed onio the fioor, Schiey had numerous marks on his body, cuts, scrapes, and red marks, that are .

, consistent with bel ng inafight. The body of this infracttojw isa summary of conf dermal information used as evidence to support this

infraction. .

Witnesses: . . o . '

iy

. LORI K. LAWSON ( . _LoriX fawson T, e
Reporting Employee {Print) ) : T e I Reporting Employee Signature

X -s,.f»u\-?z,m 45}. ,‘4,!
DURINGHERRINC IR i

;-vL

Was affendar informed of right to temainsient? @Yes []No Date of Hearing: 2/0/2015 -
PLEA; GUILTY : ’ -
NOT GUILTY 505, 633 . , .
. NO PLEA ‘ ~ . : ,
Dzd the offender make statement after being informed of his/er nghts? X Yes L1No - . Lo e T

if 50, what? My back injuries is from coming off of my burk: I'm never had an’argument with offender Tang. | dtdnt caii Trang “Mr.
‘DOSA". Trang never calied me a fittle bitch, Tang nevet punched me. J never swung at Trang. '

RIae
r"s-»‘.s 23 »‘?’5«%‘?

FiNDiNG GUILTY 50

NOT GUILTY 633 . ‘ L

* DISMISSED ' : o -
REDUCED- . ' e '

-

Facts and evidence found:First hand and secand hand w;tness mformahon vai;dates a verbal argument and physuca | aitercation
between this offender and Offender Tang. Physical evsdence mutual physical aitercation accurzed behween both oﬁenders
Sanction{s): 15 days segregation-applied

15 days loss of good conducttime applied (* -~ )

Reason for sanction(s): Credit for time served in Segregat;cn “First 505 - ) - g
. Recommenidations (Non Sanctzen) Refer to FRMT for‘suitabstnty rev;ewwrth FRMT. I EX_H%B;T 8
Brian McPherson ?g . . RSIYS
Hearing Officer (Print) Heanng Officer Sgnature R Daie

John Aldana : 3// &// e
Superzntendenﬂdestgnee {Prin) -Date 7

The sontents of this docament may be eligible fc»r public d:sclésure Scclai Secumy Numbers are considered confidential Informatian and”
will be redacted in the avent of such a request, This fqrm is governed by Exesutive Order 00-03, RCW 42, 56, and RGW 40, 14,

H

Distribution: ORIGINAI. - imaging Sysiemf(:enkat File ‘COPY -~ Offender, Board, Heating Officer . . . '
POC 20-051 (Rev, 09”6!13} E-Form ) i} - DOC 460,000
Scan{ode iF(}i Lt Lo ’ L. . . )
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Departmeni of

| ENDENCY
Corrections - CHEMICAL DEPENDENC

WASHINGIBN $TATE : CLINICAL S.TAFF{NG
[CJERD: 10.23.2015 (courtorderedy ~ [1ISRB  [X| Other DOSA -

P/O Name: _SCHLEY, Matthew DOCH: 746992

Level of care/ Phase: _111.3/ Discharge . Date: 02.10.2015

Drug of choice: _Methamphetamine Last use: 02.05.2014

Factiity: OCC Admitted: 01.22.2015

Purpose for Staffing: v

Infraction [ TX Plan Jcn info Sharing "] Phase Up
{Only Complete Dimensions With Clinical Concerns)

Dimension 1: Withdrawak:
1 0; Admit UA requested.

Dimension 2: Biomedical Complications:
0; no current problems identified. TB screen completed.

Dimension 3: Emotional/Behavioral Complications: .

2: P has dx in this dimension and receiving monitoring and rx. P has substance use-related anti-social behaviors, STG
suspected White SupremicistNationalist. P continued substance use against medical advice, and has family relationship

problems due to his sustance use, parental rights terminated in 2002, Significant Other Is currently: recelving tx for
substance abuse.

Dimension 4: Readiness for Change: ) :
3; P in Precontemplation stage of change, tx motivated by DOSA. PO received WACS05-Fighting during first week of X.

Dimension 5: Relapse Potential; .
3; P reports ability fo maintain.abstinence in controlled environment, 20x attempts to discontinue use, unsuccessful.

Dimension 6: Recovery Environment (For transfer to community):

3; P has poor job hx due to substance use, continues association w/ ant_i-éocial peers, significant family hx of substance
use, homeless, minimal family support from an Aunt.

Specific Question/Statement for Staff:
Notification of Removal/Discharge from LTR/TC due to non-chemically related rule violation.

Discharge on 02.10.2015, prépare TARGET Discharge, Chrono.

-, , ) N ]~ . 4 - ) '/ :
Action Plan: /M érnore /| A drncigolhalirs LA K a]?EL Son AT7AR/SZ(7
7 7T TR

L4

i

Treatment Plan Written Yes [} No Problem # _1,2 Dimension# 3

Staff Signature Date ) _Staff Signature Date

/)/diqu@;u 00 |2 1645 WM Z//o//g"

“\ v/ Lapp  |2.s05 W CRP 1/ o/\6

. oz - 5
(el 210 - 5 (/7?11'74, ( XA lopne— CUS 4///‘9//5/

h\ i
Yl e |l | b | 2lelss
=C A >fre]is | '

L/

DOG 14-143 (06/07/10) ‘ Egggg{g ?189



. Department o

Correction:

wasHinNGfON 5Ya

m‘m‘"h

e

A\ Ay

INITIAL SERIOUS INFRACTION REPORT

.

Date of Infraction QEender Name {Last, First) POC Number Housing Assignment

0219/15 SCHLEY, Matthew 746892 WCC-RC RS- 5Fi0U

Rute Violation #{s) i : ‘

762 § .

Time Oceurred ! Piace of Incident (Be Spedﬁc) ) Da&e Occurfed
12:00 pm ) @CC— Ozette Programm;ng Com;)lex 021015
Winess (1) = Dars O " Witness (3) Days OF
Witness (2) , ~ | oayson Winess (4) " Days,OF

State a congcise descnptzon of the details of the rule woiations covermg all elements and answermg the questions of When?
Where? Who? What? Why‘? and How? Destribe any lnjunes property damage, use of force, efc. Aitach al related reports.

On 02/10/15, the Mul tl-Disc1p§nnazy Team {MDT) made the decision to terminate Inmaté (/M) Schiey from hls mandatory DOSA
Substance Abuse Treatment program. /M Schiey violated conditions of the DOSA Agreement and DOC 670 855 Special Drug
Offender Sentencing A!{err}azwe, Page 8, VI-A.-1.-c. by i mcurrmg any major snfractior; that causes a change in custody jevel or
the violation of conditions ouflined in the CS Treatment Parbc;patzon Requerements {DOCH 4-039) or the DOSA agreemerxt
{DOC 14—042) Specifically, the Departmeént-has estabhshed a zero-folerance policy with regard to viclence wﬁhm its CD
programs, as refliected in the CD Treatment Pamctpatxon Requirements which state that 1hreats or violence toward staff ar
another pattent WILL resu%i in termmat;on from the Department*s cD tfeatment program. "

L L A . o 1

>

/M Schiey arrived at OCC pn 91/07/15 se?ving wo King County DOSA senter}ée?s,

On 0172115 {IM Schiey wals assessed ataill.3 Level of Care, and reviewed and sxgned the DOSA Agreement and CD
Treatment Requirements, agreezng to participate, on that date. He began programming in the OCC Therapauizc Communtiy
Long-Term Treatment Chem:cai Dependency Program on. 01/2215

L :‘ ’ : .
} ©On 01/27/15, M Schiey was p!aced in the OCC Secured Housmg Unit (SHU) On’ Admmistratave Segragatxon status pending
investigation of his mvo!vemeni ina fight with another:cffender, after both were found to have injuries cons:stent wsth
involvement in g physical altercatzan ihvestigatlon determmed that the incident occurred i in the llvmg unit onan ass]gned
i Therapeunc Community Housmg Unit Cleaning Day, after g verbal argument escalated when Schiey threw a punch which
3 mzssed and then grabbed the other offender by the th:oa’c and arm. The other offerider hit Sc:hiey twice in the face and then
kicked htm off the bed cnto the fioor. Bath were subsequently found guilty of vrolatmg WAC 505 (fighting), with sanctions
:nciudmg 15 days discspknary segregation. He was transferred to WCC—RC on 02/11/15. The disciplinary findings were affrmed
upon appeal, cn%% . )
On 02110/18, M Schiey was admmzstrai:veiy termmated from the OCC Therapeut[c Cammmity Cherilcal Dependency
Trealment Program, due to hss violation of mandatory Treatment Programming Requirements specifically violence agalnst
another commun ty member .o o i ‘ : LT '

v vt g o

CexsT 11

&

Distribution: ORIGINAL- Imaging System COPY~H93riﬁg Officst, Offénder, Board
DOC 17-075 (Rev. 08/16/12) . '
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1 " i

Atthe fime of his termmatlon. M Schiey had rade no prngress in treatment and remamed In ?hase One of the program after

1

only a few days enrciiment* inthe program.

‘ L . ' ’ i
1M Schiey is in violation :ofIWAC 762 (QOSA_ fallure) due to administrative termination from his DOSA Substancé Abuse
Treatment Program for the'above noted violation of the DOSA Agreement and mandatory CD Treatment Participation

- \i' N . * B B
Reguirements. o :

3 . - - L, . . -

; 3 - " n i T N " T

Reporting Staff Nams {Lasi First§ {Prnt Name} ) . - | shit B Days Off
Tipton, J. R. i e - = 1Days _ " | Sat-Sun
Evidence Taken ! .| Evidence Case Number | Evidence Lacker Number - T Photo Submitied
[dves R No ' : . . dyes ENo
Disposition Of Evidence {If Not Pidced In Locker) ' . Placed in: * - T S . .
: ! o Pre-Hearing Confinement OYes K No Date _____
! : Administrative Segregation T Yes No Date

Last, First " . . " DOCE
1 SRR . , [ staf | [ VolunteerVisitor/Other | [ foander ‘
st i R : i ’ L ~DoCH
2 o [ staff | [ Volunteer/Visitor/Othsr [:I Oﬁender
RELATED REPORTS ATTA}CH.ED X Supp emernta) ' [ Medical | f

‘ [ Staff Witness: Statements D Oihar {Spedify)

‘Reporting Staff Signature , . | pate’
a/m 7 : z?z/f"?/z,f‘

Infraction Review Officer ignawre ang Naée Date

e §

Yarull Cors, J—/f7/’°

The contents of this document may be e!igzble for public dasclosure Social Secunty !\iumhers are considered conﬂdenﬁai informatlon and

will be redacted-in tl}e event of siich a request, This form is governed by Executive Order 80-03, RCW 42.56, and RCW 40,14,

l
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Department of

(FORUSEIN PRESON AND WORK RELEASE)

L 4

) 'D,RUG OFFENDER SENl‘ENCiNG'ALTERNATlVE
' S NOTiCE OF ALLEGATION, HEARING,
Cortections - = . . . . " RIGHTS, AND WAVER

Offender Name . “TooCH ~ | Date Prasent Lonation

Schiey, Matthew _~ 746092 .- | o03pans | wee-Re — R5!5F‘l{}U
Typa of Hearing: DDSA REVOCAT%ON HEARlN |
D7e2

t

Revocation of your DOSA sernience is under corzsld’eréﬁér‘a for the following alleged violation(s);

Fallure fo complete or administrative termination from a~DOSA'szibstance abuse trealment program on or about: 0210715

H

You are hereby notifled thata Eepa;‘tmerzt of Correctfoas hearmg is scheduled for‘ ”

Hearing Data 1 Time . Mam. Location . Cause #

3’{‘!4? LY — ‘ D . ‘ 1181153021 - -
(L)‘ 13D ‘ p' (;JC[/‘ - 44-0-01574-2 »

during the hearing:

A. initial Serious infraction repert cztmg mfracﬁon #?62 dated 02/? 911 5 .
Warrant of Commitment(s) dated 10/13/14 . _ T

Judgment and Sentence(s) dated 10/10/14 " : ’

Faclllty Plan (2) dated 11/06/14, 01/08/15 .

Drug Offender Sentencing Alternative (DOSA) Agreement:dated 01/21/15

Substance Abuse Recovery Unit Compound Release of Info dated 01/21/15

Chemical Dependancy Dimensional Analysis Assessmam dated 11/04/14'3.3, updaled 021 ms

Chemical Dependency Assessment Simmary updated 0110215 ASAM 3 3, updated 02/11/15

CD Treatment Pari;clpatzch Requirements dated 01/21115+ . . , . b

Patlenit/Offender Contract for Change dated 01/21/15 S D

10. Treatment Plans (2) . ) -

11.  Community Rules: Cardinal, Majof, House * ,

12.  Cardinal Rule Violation dated'01/27/15  * = T b

13. . TC Awareness To/From log, TC Push-Up Written log, TC Push-Up Recelved iog ' )

14. Progress notes, significant everit noies chrcnologtcal order . ) .

45, . Infraction History ' o

16. Big Brother/Liltle Brother Orlentation Sheet 01/21/15 and Rcie Induction Sheet dated 01{21!15

17. . Signed staffing form from multid] isciplinary treatment team dated 02/10/15

18. Chemical Depeadency Discharge Summary daled 02/10/15 . -

ISR L ol o e

The Department of Corrections intends fo present the following documents / reports and / or nall tha followlng wltnesses

" You have been charged with the above alleged vlalatlon(s) of your Drug Offender Sentancmg Aiternatlve (DOSA)
Senlence You have the following rights:

4 To have an electronically recorded hearing ccnducted
“within & working days of service of this nofice,

, of Corrections intends fo presént during the hearing,
¢+ Toadmitiothe allegatzon Thls may imit the scope of the

¢ Tohave a neutral hearing officer conduct your hearing. . hearing.
' : BIT 12
N . Page 103
DOG 09-244 (Rev, N2/0513), ' . ' ‘ - . DOCE70.655

, . . . -DRUG OFFENDER SENTENGING ALTERNATIVE'
’ : NOTICE OF ALLEGA"ETONS, HEARING, RIGHTS, AND WANESR

v

Pa,ge

3

1

. . L. i« ')

B R - A [} v
4 Toreceive written nntlca of the altaged vsolatlon of your + To examine, no later than 24 hours before the hearing, ail \f .
DOSA sentence, - . supporting documentary evidence which the Department

]

¢

e b e e s Temsm e e wries i srm e 2nd 4 &



4 To be pressnt during the fact-finding and disposition -
phases of the hear} ng.

4 To prasent your case to the Hearmg Officer, iftherele a
" fanguage or commiinleation barrler, the Hearing Officer

will appoint & person qualified to interpret or otherwise
assist you, However, no other person may reprasent you
in presenting.your case. There Is no stafutory right io an
attormney or counsel and without prior writtén appmvai from,
the Hearings Program Administrator, no aﬁomey wll! :be
permitted to reprosént you,

# Te vonfront and cross-examine wEtnesses eppearing -and:
" teslifving at the hearing.

To present documentary evidence on your bahalf.

4+ To testify during the hearing or fo remaln sfient. Your
silence will not be held against you.

¢ To have wilnesses provids testimony on your behalf.;
sitherin person or in 2 witnessed efatemsnt / affidavit.
However, outside witnesses may be excluded due fo
institutional concems, The Hearing Officer may also
exclude persons from the hearng upon a finding of good
cause. in addliion, the Hearing Officer may excluds a
“ witness from testifying at a hearing or may require a ¢

& -

witness to testiy outside of your presenca:when thefa Is a "
substantial tikelihood that the witness will not berable.to

. Admission to Aﬁegatim ,

" give effective, truthful testimony in your presence during

the heafing. In either svent] you may stibiit a list of
questions to ask the witness(es). Testimony may be
limltad to evidence reiavant to ths Issues undsr
considaration.

To receive.a written Heanrsg and Declsion Summary
inchuding the evidence presented; a finding of gullty or not:
gullty; and the réasons fo suppord the findings of gullt; and
the sanction imposed, Immediately following the hearing

-or, Inths eventofa deferrsd ‘decislon, within 2 days

unless you walve this imeframe.
To request g copy.of the audio recording of the hearing.
Yo appeal a sanction to the Reglonal Appeals Panel, in

. writing, within 7 calendar days of your rsceipi of the

Hearing and Dacision Summary. You may asofilea
personal restraint petition to'appeal the Department's finat

_decision through the Court of Appeals. |,

If { waive my fightto be present at the haanng.

" understand that the Department of Corrections may

conduct the hearing In my absence and may impose

. sanctions that could Inciuda loss of my.itberty and / or

reclassification / revocation of my DOSA sen’(ence _
To waive any or ail of me above nghts

DOC REGIONAL AFFEALS PANEL -

1016 So. 28" Street 3 Floor
Tacoma, WA 88409 . , ‘ £

{
* »

. Thls s the same address used té requost 2
copy of the audio recording aswell,

| admit to the following allegation: 1
Offender Signature~ |, Date ‘ | Time
Witness Signature/Posltion Jpate . | Time |

. ; R
Walver of Hearing ‘
Offander Signature » Date - Time . L
Witness Signature/Position Date - C | Time

‘. .

in admzttmg the viclation{s) and wa%ving the hearing, | understand that the i)epariment of Corrections may still schedule
and conduct a hearing to accept my waiver, | fur:her understand that ilam faund gulity, fhe Depariment may respond by

imposing:
1. Aloss of eamned early release credits; and/ or
2. Recommending transfer to another’ fac§hiy, or

|

) . i

3. Reclassifying / revoking the senténce strudture in this case to reqwre that the re.maimng baiance of the angznal

sentence be sewed

I have read and undarstand the allegafion, the hea:mg notics, and my rights as deseribéd:

DOC 08-244 {Rev, 32!05/‘!3) :

N Page bR &]

o DAC 670.655
" DRUG OFFENDER SEN’TENC NG ALTERNATIVE

NGTiG& OF ALLEGATIONS, H&ARING RIGHTS; AND WAJVER
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Date -

7o —SC

Time

Witness igzﬁelpos tion

TY?ESTégCO ! 89«244
DATE

“Z .!E .' ,/" : = :;
\ 3,~ 30‘25, ?’B_S“m

‘the contents of this documeni may be sligibte for psbllc dlsciosure, Social Security Numbam are conslderad confidentlal infarmatien and
will be redacted in the event of such a request, This form IS governed by Exécutive Order 0003, RCW 42,58, and RCW 4014,

Distrbufion:  ORIGINAL - Hearing File COPY:Offender = - . S

Pags3of3

DOC 08-244 (Rév. D2/05/13) ' pOCe706ss
‘ . . DRUG OFFENDER SENTENGING ALTERNATIVE ;
NOTICE OF ALLEGATIONS, HEARING, RIGHTS, AND WAIVER .

Page 33



%% e e acrions  DOSA 762 INFRACTION HEARING REPORT

OFFENDERNAME: SCHLEY, Matthew DATE:  04/02/2015
CRIME:  Byrglary 2% Degree DOCNUMBER: 884527
Theft 1™ Degree
COUNTY OF

CONVICTION: King

CAUSE #: Cause#f
131153621 Burglary
2% Degree
141018742 Thef in
the 1" Degres

e e e e
A DOSA 762 Hearing was held on 04/02/2015, at the Washington Corrections Center (WCC),
regarding the following alleged infraction of the conditions of DOSA. for Mr. Mathew Schley.
The hearing was conducted by Hearing Officer Sheryl Jackson and parties present for the hearing
were: Class Counselor III (CCIII) Tipton; Community Correctional Officer (CCO) Laura Cole
and Mr. Schiey. Those who will by telephonically testifying are; Chemical Dependency Program

Manager (CDPM) Tamera Zander; Correctional Program Manager (CPM) Jason Bennett;
- Correctional Unit Supervisor (CUS) Lorie Lawson.

Upon convening the hearing, I determined that Mr. Schley had received proper service of the
Notice of Allegations, Hearing, Rights, and Waiver and was served notice on 03/30/2015.1
found that he had previously been provided with copies of all of the documentary evidence to be
used against him during the hearing. CCO Cole reported that at WCC there is a policy
prohibiting any offender from having access to any legal documentation within their specific
units. Offenders are served notification of discovery and given an opportunity to review
discovery at time of service. If additional time is needed, discovery documents are logged into
the Law Library for offenders to have access. CCO Cole testified that she served Mr. Schley and
gave him adequate time to review his discovery packet. At the time of the hearing I confirmed
with Mr, Schley if he felt he had sufficient time to review his discovery and if he in fact felt"
comfortable to proceed with his hearing as scheduled. Mr. Schley acknowledged he was ready to
proceed. : -

DOC 09-225CC (FP Rev, 04/05/04) OAA / POL DOC 670,500
DOC 460.130
OAA - COMMUNITY CUSTODY HEARING REPORT

EXHIBIT 13
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1 provided Mr. Schley with notice of the right to appeal, the address for filing the appeal and an
optional form to be used to file an appeal. Mr. Schley acknowledged that he understood his
hearing and appeal rights.

Preliminary Matters:
None reported.

The Department of Corrections alleged that the following infraction was committed:

1. 762 - Infraction -~ Failure to complete or administrative termination from a DOSA
substance abuse treatment program on or about 02/10/15.

The offender entered the following plea to each infraction:
1. Not Guilty

The hearing officer made the following findings as to each infraction:

1. Guilty

Evidence Relied Upon:

CCIII Tipton On 02/10/15, the Multi-Disciplinary Team (MDT) made the decision to terminate
Inmate (I/M) Schley from his mandatory DOSA Substance Abuse Treatment program. /M
Schley violated conditions of the DOSA Agreement and DOC 670.655 Special Drug Offender
Sentencing Alternative, Page 8, VI -A.-1. -c. by incurring any major infraction that causes a
change in custody level or the violation of conditions outlined in the CD Tteatment Participation
Requirements (DOC 14-039) or the DOSA agreement (DOC 14-042). Specifically, the
Department has established a zero-tolerance policy with regard to violence within its CD
programs, as reflected in the CD Treatment Participation Requirements, which state that threats
or violence toward staff or another patient WILL result in termination from the Department's CD
treatment program.

M Schley z’m'i\;ed at Olympic Correctional Center (OCC) on 01/07/15 serving two King County
DOSA sentences.

POC 09-229CC (FP Rev. 04/05/04) OAA /POL DOC 670.500
DOC 460,130
OAA - COMMUNITY CUSTODY HEARING REPORT -
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On 01/21/15 I/M Schley was assessed at a IIL.3 Level of Care, and reviewed and signed the
DOSA Agreement and CD Treatment Requirements, agreeing to participate, on that date. He
began programming in the OCC Therapeutic Community Long-Term Treatment Chemical
Dependency Program on 01/22/15.

On 01/27/15, /M Schley was placed in the OCC Secured Housing Unit (SHU) On
Administrative Segregation status, pending investigation of his involvement in a fight with
-another offender, after both were found to have injuries consistent with involvement in a
physical altercation, Investigation determined that the incident occurred in the living unit on an
assigned Therapeutic Community Housing Unit Cleaning Day, after a verbal argument escalated
when Schiey threw a punch which missed, and then grabbed the other offender by the throat and
arm. The other offender hit Schley twice in the face and then kicked him off the bed onto the
floor. Both were subsequently found guilty of violating WAC 505 (fighting), with sanctions
including 15 days disciplinary segregation. He was transferred to WCC-RC on 02/11/15. The
disciplinary findings were affirmed upon appeal, on 02/17/15.

On 02/10/15, /M Schley was administratively terminated from the OCC Therapeutic
Community Chemical Dependency Treatment Program, due to his violation of mandatory
Treatment Programming Requirements, specifically violence against another community
member. :

At the time of his termination, I/M Schley had made no progress in treatment, and remained in
Phase One of the program after only a few days enrollment in the program.

1/M Schiey is in violation of WAC 762 (DOSA failure) due to administrative termination from
his DOSA Substance Abuse Treatment Program for the above noted violation of the DOSA
Agreement and mandatory CD Treatment Participation Requirements.

Mr. Schley pled not guilty to the listed allegation. He reported that in fact there was no
altercation between himself and another offender. Mr. Schley indicated that any marks on his
physical body were from him having a nightmare and believes he injured himself in his sleep.
Mr. Schley believed that the specific inmates (Confidential Informants ~ CI) heard rumors about
an altercation and reported said information to staff. This is why Mr. Schley believes he received
the infraction.

At the time of the infraction Mr. Schley supplied 5 witness statements that stated they did not see
any altercation between Mr. Schley and another offender. Mr. Schiey felt that the Prison Hearing
Officer found him guilty solely on the word of the CI and photographs that were not consistent
with a fight but in fact are marks resulting from his sleep disorder.

DOC 09-228CC (FP Rev, 04/05/04) CAA / POL DOC 670,500
. DOC 460,130
OAA ~ COMMUNITY CUSTODY HEARING REPORT
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1 asked Mr. Schley if he understood that the major infraction #505 was not the matter at hand for
this current hearing process and that the evidence presented during the major infraction hearing
concerning the #5035 could not be in essence re-heard today. I also explained to Mr. Schiey that
what is being considered today was the totality of his behavior that lead the treatment program to
take action and began the termination process thus the #762 DOSA revocation hearing. Mr.
Schiey stated he understood but the #505 is what the Hearing Officer found him guiity of which
generated the treatment program to take action. Mr. Schley also believes the #505 major
infraction should not be the basis for a revocation because the standard of evidence was only
“some” .evidence. ’

Mr. Schley discussed case law believing that the infraction is not sufficient evidence to terminate
his DOSA sentence.

CUS Lawson testified that DOC’s prison standard of evidence is “some evidence” and the
information was reviewed by her however, she did not score the evidence. The specific
documents of the major infraction packet in which she did score, did meet the some evidence
standard as required. CUS Lawson denies receiving anything information from the Mental
Health counselor, per a statement made by Mr. Schley at the hearing. She testified that she
believed that the some evidence standard was met based on her training and professional

experience, and in essence Mr. Schley engaged in a fight as the major infraction information
indicated.

CPM Bennett testified that he réviewed Mr. Schley’s appeal information, the original infraction
packet, and a full copy of the CI information received. CPM Bennett feels confident that DOC’s
policies and procedures concerning the process was followed properly.

CDPM Zander testified that Mr. Schley had only been in the DOSA program for approximately
7 days however, the program has a no tolerance to violence in the program and Mr. Schley was
fully informed of this fact via several ways prior to his entering into the program but also
through the DOSA agreement he signed, Treatment participation requirements, and through the
Big Brother/Little Brother orientation form. Offenders are orientated a day prior to entering the
program. CDPM Zander also testified that some major program rule violations include: violence
and sexually acting out.” CDPM Zander quoted from the Big Brother/Little Brothers orientation
from. “I have been orientated to the rules, requirements and procedures of the TC program, any
questions I had were answered by my Big brother or an orientation member. I have been
Jinformed; any act or threat of violence places me in jeopardy of termination from treatment. I
have been instructed how to report threats/acts of violence and to avoid altercations.” Mr. Schley
initialed each item on said orientation form and signed the form 01/21/2015.

DOC 09-229CC (FP Rev. 04/05/04) CAA / POL ’ DOC 670.500

DOC 460.130
OAA - COMMUNITY CUSTODY HEARING REPORT
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. Disposition:

The disposition recommendation of the Classification Counselor:

CCIII Tipton recommended that Mr. Schley’s 5OSA sentence be revoked.
The disposition recommendation of the offender: |

Mr. Schley appeared frustrated but stated that he still does not believe his DOSA sentence should
be jeopardized based on an infraction where the standard was “some” evidence.

Hearing Officer Disposition, decision, and reasons:

I found Mr. Schley guilty of the 762 based on the preponderance evidence standard and the
testimony and evidence presented at the time of the hearing. CCHII Tipton provided sufficient
evidence for a guilty finding which included the testimony of the witnesses he included. CUS
Lawson reviewed the #505 infraction information and deemed to have met the expectations of
DOC’s policies for addressing infractions CPM Bennett reviewed the appeal Mr. Schley brought
forth which included all evidence presented to the prison hearing officer. CPM Bennett felt the
hearing officer made a sound decision and affirmed the guilty finding of the #505, Although the
#505 major infraction in and of itself was not reheard, I allowed the testimony of CUS Lawson
and CPM Bennet to testify based on their training and experience with prison based infractions. I
considered their testimony to be reliable and credible and expressed the DOC’s procedures were
properiy followed. Their testimony spoke to the process and procedure of how DOC conducts
prison based bearings. When Mr. Schley appealed the hearing officer’s decision is was aﬁirmed
through the appeal process.

The most significant witness testimony and evidence presented at the hearing came from CDPM
Zander who testified why a #762 major infraction was considered the appropriate means of
addressing the actions of Mr. Schley. CDPM Zander testified that based on the physical violence
Mr. Schley was found guilty of, this action is what put him in direct violation of the treatment
program’s cardinal rule: “no tolerance for violence.” This cardinal rule was presented to Mr.
Schiey prior to him entering the treatment program. .

I imposed the 762 infraction and, as a result, Mr. Schley’s DOSA sentence was revoked. An
official start time and remaining days will need to be determined by DOC records.

M. Schley was given a chance by the sentencing judge when he allowed Mr. Schley the
opportunity to complete a DOSA treatment program. This opportunity allowed him to avoid
approximately half his prison sentence in exchange for his agreement to comply and participate

4
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in chemical dependency treatment. This was clearly explained to Mr. Schley at sentencing and

again when he entered into the therapeutic chemical dependency program where he signed his
DOSA Agreement.

Mr. Schley entered the orientation phase of the program on 01/22/2015, and the altercation took
place on 01/27/2015 — not a long time within the program however, time enough to review the
expectations of the program and know that violence will not be tolerated. Mr. Schley was given
multiple opportunities realize the program had a no tolerance to violence and yet within 7 days of
the program he received a major infraction for fighting. Mr. Schley placed his DOSA sentence in
Jeopardy by his behaviors and unfortunately will not be allowed to participate in treatment per
his DOSA sentence. ‘

Given his reported risk factors, risk management identification classification, criminal record,

and disciplinary history, I believe this sanction holds Mr. Schley appropriately accountable under
the rules and expectations of his DOSA Sentence.

herpl, Slashione

Sheryl Jackson DATE
HEARING OFFICER SIGNATURE

CCO/TYPIST/ A hearing report triple extra copy
DATE

Distribution: ] Prosecutor - [ Offender 7] County Clerk
1 Central File [[] Field File [ Hearing File
7] Hearings Program Mansger :
"] Hearings Officer 2
] ESRB for CCM only
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Department of

Corrections

WASKINGTON ETATE

Release from DOC Custody/Confinement: [ Yes [ No (See Conﬁner;teni Order DOC 09-238)

HEARING AND DECISION SUMMARY REPORT

F

Offern rN @ (Lapt, First) ﬁ-ﬁ‘ }) ‘Dﬁif 09 ‘RLC H Date of Bith
R Tey,  Mstther Bl HYV

Cause Number(s) } l , 63 f, 9 ,

Offender Status [3 cci CCP ;ecy - [Ooow [OcPA fposa [CIwRr  {GFO08

1 Misdemeanor/Gross Misdemeanor .

Date of Hearing H /él / 5 Location of Hta"aﬁng . L\) &’ :
. CCO Name NG oy Waived Appearance  [_] Yes [ No

Other Participants ) - Competency Concem [1Yes »

’ Waived 24 Hour Notice Q‘Yes,RNo

interpreter/Staff Assistant

[ Yes BdNo

Jurisdiction Confirmed ,E‘ Yes [ ] No
Appsal Form Provided EY&S [INo

Preliminary Matters: ‘\J@{’]@ nymr?)@{\, j

PR a ! ! T “"‘E"i?iuome
.—-\v O L T ‘ T 3 ‘ 4 : K ' LN - Found )
DD FSlom 15 okl o NG GRSt

'ts b3 ) -
; r’i‘\"\,/\? g;“mm /

ch:élf“x:m /9. Q—//O /%’

- S A T 7
EVIDENGE RELIED UPON (LEST): ) : :

b s 5 -

IEPLAS 1 Notice of Allegation, Hearing, Rights and Waiver form [l Report of Alleged Viclations .
(] Conditions, Requirements, and Instructions form [ Chronological Reports [71 CCO Testimony
{77 Offender Testimony ] Negotiated Sanction [ Cther(listed below):
ExtiiT_14
Distdbution: Original — Hearing File,  Copy ~ OHender, Fleld File, Receiving/detaining Factity :

DO 08-233 (Rev. 02116114)
Scan Code HRCS

DOC 320,145, DOC 480,130, DOC 460.133
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-t
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/_ﬁ

**Qbey all Facliity Rules
**Failing to comply with CCO, CCS, and ﬁearlng Officer directives

**Report in Person to CCO Within one Business Day of Release

Ofender Name(Las?, First): (% ) o \// i | | - #% C?Q\
9/ /)5

Date

1 \5\(23@}(6@6\

Hearing Officer Name (Prnt)

Hearing Officer Signaty

k)

o

The contents of this documa be efigible for public disciosure. Social Security Numbers are considered confidential information and will
be radacted in the event of such a request. This form is governed by Executive Order 60-03, RCW 42,56, and RCW 40.14,
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Department of

CQ‘.'%’Q%*Q% APPEAL OF A DEPARTMENT VIOLATION FROCESS
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
P.0. BOX 41100 » Olympla, Washington 88504-4100

_ APPEALS PANEL DECISION
FROM: DOC Appeals Pansl

TO: Schiey, Matthew DOC #: 746902 Date: 04/14/18

On 04/02/15, you were either sanctioned to 1-3 days of confinement or a hearing was conducted for violations of your
conditions of supemston!custody

On 04/10/15, your appeal was recelved in which you raquasted @ review of a sanction or declsion of the Hearing Offcer You
specﬁwi!y appeaied:

A decision based on a procedural Issue .

A decision based on a jurisdictional lssue ) L
] A sanction Impossd that was not reasonably related to: -

» Your grime of convietion

» The violaiion you commitied

¢ Your risk of recffending

» The safely of the community

AND THEREFORE .

The decision is to:

X Affirm the process and decision.

[ Modify the sanction as statad below,

| Remand for a hearing, You will be notified of the hearing date.
O Reverse and vacate the process,

Commenis: This Appea&s Panel has reviewed all documents provided from the above hearing and have listenad to the audio
recording as well. In your appeal you state you were not allowed to-present your defense at your hearing. You also want the
evidence presentenced at your 508 Discip inary Hearing reviewed as you sfete a prspanderance of ev;dence standafd was not
met and, therafore, you want to have your DOSA reinstated.

The Appeal Panel did listen fo the audio recordzng of your hearing and determined you were glven several upportunftses fo
present your evidence at this hearing. The Hearing Officer also explained to you that the evidence you were presenting at this
hearing was already addressed at your 505 infraction hearing, The Heanng Officer has no jurisdiction regarding the evidence
presented af the 505 hearing.

On 01/26M15, you were found gullty at a Discipliinary Hearing for a 505 infraction for fighting, On 02/17/15, the findings were
affimed upon your appeal for this infraction. The Appeals Panel wants fo let you know the Hearing Cfficer and this Appeals
Panel doss not have any jurisdiction regarding the 505 infraction hearing or the appeal finding that was made on 0217/15, The
Hearing Officer did inform you several times that the only violation that was being addressed at this hearing was the violation for
faliure to complete or being administratively terminated from your DOSA substance abuse treatment program on 02/10/15.

On 02/10/15, you were terminated from your chemical dependency treatment program because you are in violation of the
mandatory freatment programing reguirements, which stated there will be no violence against another person. After reviewing
this avidence the Appeals Panel belleves a preponderance of evidence was met for this viplation,

exHiBir 17

POC 08235 {Rev, 10/01/13) : DOC 480,130, BOC 460,135
Suan Cods HR1 Scand Toss
Page 53
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In Conglusion, because you violated a mandatory treatment prog‘ram requirement and were terminatad from your chemical
dependency treatment program the Hearing Officer had no other option but fo revoke your DOSA sentence. The Panel denles
your appaal and affirms the process and declsion,

DOC Appeals Pane! Membar Date: 4-16-15"
DGC Appeals Panel Membsr Dater 4-15-15
BOG Appeals Panel Member Date: 41515

Distribution:  ORIGINAL - Hearlng File

DOC 06235 (Rev. 10/01/13)
Scan Code MR11 Scan & Toss

COPY - Offender, Central or Field Flle via 8CO, Hearing Officer, Hearia§ Supervisor, Work Release
Suparvisor, imaging System

DOE 460.130, DOC 480,138
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STATEOF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

Hearings Unit
P.0. Box 41103, Olympla, WA 98504-1103

May 185, 2015

Matthew Schley, DOC 746992
Coyote Ridge Corrections Center -
EB/EA371L

P.O. Box 769

Connell, WA 99326

Re: Second Level Appeal Decision'
Dear Mr, Sc?aley:

1 am in receipt of your request for a Second Level Appeal review. I have read your request and
reviewed your hearing paperwork as well as the audio for your heazmg conducted on April 2,
2015. :

I concur with the Hearing Officer’s dec1smn as well as the demsxon of the chmna! Appeals
Panel. Therefore, your request is demed and your sanction will remain.

Sincerely,

Kath Gas
Risk ent Director

ce; Offender File
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Department of

Corrections DISCIPLINARY HEARING APPEAL DECISION
To DOC # . Date
MATTHEW SCHLEY 746992 213115

From Superinteny fn
JASON BENNETT W

On 2/9/15, a Department Hearing was heid for the WAC violation(s) listed: _505 - FIGHTING

The Hearing Officer found you guilty of committing one or more viclations and imposed the following
sanction {s): _Segregation - 15 days, Loss of Good Conduct Time - 15 days

On 2/12/15, an appeal of this hearing was received from you in which you requested review of the Hearing Officer’s
decision andfor sanction.

You appealed:

B4 The finding(s) of guilt
X The sanction{s) imposed

In summary, your appeal states:

"Supplied 5 witness statements that in effect say that no fight happened.” "My back injuries were confirmed to be caused
by my sleeping disorder.”

in reviewing your appeal, | have made the following determination{s):

B The disciplinary hearing process was conducted in accordance with Due Process requirements and WAC 137-28.
At ieast 24 hours advance written notice was provided or you waived the 24 hour advance notice in writing/with witness.

You were provided an opportunity to call witnesses and present documentary evidence on your behalf. if witness{es) were denied,
the Hearing Officer provided you with written reason(s) for the denial.

B The finding was made hy an impartial {i.e., not viewed as biased or having witnessed the incident being heard) Hearing Officer.

X A written statement of the finding(s) and sanction{s) imposed was provided to you and includes the evidence relied upon and the
reason{s) for the decision.

X Sanction(s) are in accordance with DOC Presumptive Sanction Guidelines and WAC 137-28.

~tfeonfidential information was submitted, | have confirmed:

Tge Hearing Officer made an independent determination regarding reliability of the confidential source(s), credibility of the
ifformation, and safety concems that justify non-disclosure of the confidential source(s) of information.
The above information was documented on DOC 17-072 Confidential Information Review Checklist.

On behalf of the Superintendent, | have investigated your appeal and find that:

This incident and the subsequent hearings process and outcome has been reviewed. There is no addmonal information that
changes the finding,

X1 You were found guilty as explained above.
[T] There was insufficient evidence for a finding of guilt as explained below.
[T] A procedurat error occurred as explained below.

[ The sanction was appropriate, and you were provided with the Hearing Officer's written report.
] Other:

AND THEREFORE, the decision of the Hearing Officer is:

X Affirmed

"] Remanded for a new hearing. (You will be notified of the hearing date).
1 Reversed

[} Reduced

1 Modified as follows:

The contents of this document may be eligible for public disclosure. Social Security Numbers are considéred confidential information and
will be redacted in the event of such a request. This form is governed by Executive Order 00-03, RCW 42.56, and RCW 40.14.

Distribution; Original -Offender COPY-8uperintendent, imaging System/Central Fite, Hearing Officer
00C 08-197 (Rev, 09/16/13) P age g)? 460.000
Scan Code: Packet (1F01), Individual (HRO4) d
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

DIVISION ONE

IN RE THE PERSONAL RESTRAINT )
PETITION OF )
)

MATTHEW SCHLEY, ) NO. 73872-1-1
)
)
PETITIONER. )

DECLARATION OF DOCUMENT FILING AND SERVICE

I, MARIA ARRANZA RILEY, DECLARE THAT ON THE 5™ DAY OF MAY, 2016, I CAUSED

THE ORIGINAL BRIEF OF APPELLANT/PETITIONER 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] ALEX KOSTIN, AAG X)
[Alexk@atg.wa.gov] ()
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ()

PO Box 40116
OLYMPIA, WA 98504-0116

[X] MATTHEW SCHLEY (X)
746992 ()
COYOTE RIDGE CORRECTIONS CENTER ()
PO BOX 769

CONNELL, WA 99326-0769

U.S. MAIL
HAND DELIVERY

U.S. MAIL
HAND DELIVERY

SIGNED IN SEATTLE, WASHINGTON THIS 5™ DAY OF MAY, 2016.

. Va4

7/

Washington Appellate Project
701 Melbourne Tower

1511 Third Avenue

Seattle, Washington 98101
(206) 587-2711




