
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
FOR DIVISION TWO 

MICHAEL LOUIS RH~M, ) NO. 35195-1 
) 

Petitioner, ) PERSONAL RESTRAINT PETITION 
) 

vs. ) 
) 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) 
) 

Respondent. ) 
) 

I. STATUS OF PETITIONER ~ 
;;.;;M~I..;::;C.::.:H.::.:A:=E:=L~L..;::;O..:::U-=I.:::S~R~H.:::E~M"--__ , pe tit i one r, i s ~bw ~_ 

in custody at the Washington State penitentiary\ --

serving a sentence imposed under Pierce County 

Superior Court Cause Number 99-1-04722-4. 

By a third amended information, Petitioner 

was charged with two counts of assault in the 

first degree, and two counts of unlawful possession 

of a firearm in the first degree. The assaults 

stemmed from an alleged shooting involving Michael 

',) 

-() 

a 
'.0 

Rollins and Kimberly Matthews. After pleading not 

guilty at a second trial (with a third set of charges), 

Petitioner proceeded to trial on the first degree 

assault charges, and the unlawful possession of a 

firearm charges, containing weapon enhancements. 
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PETITIONER MAY FilE THE 
PETITION WITHOUT PAYMENT OF 

" 

, 
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II. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

Procedural Background 

This is the third time this case has been before 

this Court. In the first appeal which was consolidated 

with another defendant, this Court reversed Petitioners 

convictions for two counts of assault in the first 

degree, and unlawful possession of a firearm, due 

to instructional error and introduction of improper 

habit evidence. (SEE Clerk~s Papers page 18-42, 

C.O.A. #29958-5-II/Consolidated). 

Upon remand to the trial court, the state 

filed a third amended information to eliminate all 

counts that resulted in acquittal in the first trial, 

leaving the Petitioner with two counts of first degree 

assault, with firearm enhancements, 'and two counts 

of unlawful possession of a firearm. (SEE Report 

of Proceedings [RP] for 1/10/03 at page 55~ C.O.A. 

#29958-5-11, hereafter). 

The jury found the petitioner guilty of first 

degree assault and returned verdicts that the 

petitioner was armed with a firearm. (1/30/03-RP 1684-86). 

Petitioner received an SRA sentence of 561 months 

confinement (2/7/03-RP 12), and that decision was 

affirmed by unpublished opinion. (C.0.A.#29959-5-II). 
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Substantive Facts. 

Petitioner was originally charged in Pierce 

County for three counts of first degree assault 

with firearm enhancements and a drive-by shooting. (CP 1-7). 

The jury found the Petitioner "not guilty" of these 

charges. He was however found guilty of two counts 

of assault in the first degree, and one count of 

unlawful possession of a firearm first degree. He 

appealed and this court reversed and remanded for 

a new trial. (SEE Unpublished Opinion, 7/22/02, Div.II, 

C.O.A. #26220-7-II). 

On remand, Petitioner and his co-defendant both 

moved to sever the trials, and although the trial 

court considered the previous history of the case, 

it denied severance. (1/9/03-RP 36~37), 

In pre-trial hearings, the State informed the 

court that the parties had agreed to the motions and 

orders from the previous trial, with a few exceptions. 

(1/9/03-RP 40-42). The State moved and was allowed 

to introduce gang evidence, and that the incidents 

leading up to the shots fired were gang motivated, 

and began on July 21, 1999. (1/15/03-RP 224). The 

Petitioner objected because there was no evidence 

that he was a gang member, and that the evidence 
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show that the incidents that occurred were not at 

all gang related. (1/15/03-RP 225-28). The trial 

court, however, allowed the gang related evidence 

to come into the trial. (1/15/03-RP 229-33). 

The trial court ordered during pre-trial motions 

that the State could not discuss Petitioner's 

possession of a .10mm weapon in front of the jury. 

(1/10/03-RP at 40~ The court also ordered that the 

parties could not mention that there was another 

trial, or talk about there being a first trial. 

(1/10/03-RP 46). The trial court further restricted 

the number of people present, and during voir dire, 

the trial court put several df Petitioner's family 

members out of the courtroom. (1/13/03-RP 75), This 

mistreatment of family members continued throughout 

the trial. (1/16/03~RP 391). 

The trial court ruled that there would be no 

"speaking objections" at trial, and it would be 

counsel's responsibility to make the record at the 

appropriate time. (1/15/03-RP 240). 

Upon conclusion of the State's case the jury 

found the Petitioner guilty of all charges. (1/29/03-

RP 1684-85). The trial court sentenced the Petitioner 

to the same amount of time as in the previously 

remanded trial. (2/7/03-RP 4-12). 
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III. GROUNDS FOR RELIEF AND ARGUMENT 

(a) Petitioner claims several reasOns for this 

court to grant him relief fDom the conviction and his 

sentence described in Part I. 

(1) Petitioner's Right To A Fair Trial Was 
Violated By The Violations Of The Court 
Order Excluding Evidence On The Motions 
In Limine By Petitioner 

During the Petitioner's trial, the trial court's 

pre-trial orders were violated several times, which 

denied the Petitioner a fundamentally fair trial. 

There were several instances of mentioning that the 

Petitioner possessed a .10mm firearm. (SEE 1/15/03-

RP at 199-200). 

The State's Prosecutor even in closing arguments 

boldly violated the trial court's order by stating 

that "Mr. Rhem has a .10mm handgun." (1/29/03-RP 1524). 

"A party who loses a motion in limine has a 

standing objection that preserves the issue for appeal." 

State v. Sullivan, 69 Wn.App. 167, 171, 847 P.2d 953 

(1993). But in the absence of any unusual circumstance 

that makes it impossible to avoid the prejudicial 

impact of inadmissible evidence, the complaining 

party still must object to preserve the issue for 

appeal. State v. Sullivan, 69 Wn.App. at 173. 
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In SULLIVAN, the defendant successfully moved 

in limine to exclude testimony that would place the 

defendant in a high risk group of sexual offenders. 

The defendant did not object to the testimony at 

issue, but he argued on appeal that one of the State's 

witnesses violated the in limine order. Because he 

did not object at trial and did not raise the issue 

in his post-trial motions, this Court held that the 

defendant had waived appellate review. State v. Sullivan, 

69 Wn.App. at 169-73. 

Although Petitioner Rhem did not object at the 

time of trial when the evidence came in, he did move 

shortly afterwards for a mistrial. The Courts concern 

in SULLIVAN was that a party who wins in a motion in 

limine but does not object to a violation at trial 

"could simply lie back, not allowing the trial court 

to avoid the potential prejudice, gamble on the verdict, 

and then seek a new trial on appeal." State v. Sullivan, 

69 Wn.App. at 172. Petitioner Rhem does not run afoul 

of this concern. He raised the issue in time for the 

trial court to take corrective action, even though 

he did not ask for a limiting instruction. Therefore, 

he did not waive the issue. 
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In Fenimore v. Donald M. Drake Constr. Co., 87 

Wn.2d 85, 92, 549 P.2d 483 (1976), the Washington 

Supreme Court stated that where the trial court grants 

the appellant's motion to exclude evidence no objection 

is necessary to preserve the right to claim error if 

the evidence was nevertheless admitted, citing State 

v. Smith, 189 Wash. 422, 65 P.2d 1075 (1937). 

In SMITH, the defendant, a former deserter of 

the United States Marine Corps, was charged with two 

counts of assault that allegedly occurred while he 

was privately employed. There the trial court, in 

response to the defendant's pre~trial motion to 

exclude any reference to the desertion, ordered 

that if the State intended to inject on cross the 

manner in which the defendant was separated from the 

Marine Corps, it first obtain a court ruling on the 

propriety of such evidence. Ignoring the court ruling, 

the State, without objection by the defense, inquired 

of the manner in which the defendant was separated 

from the Marine Corps. the trial court denied the 

defendant's motion for a new trial. The trial court 

was reversed, the Supreme Court ruling that the 

absence of an objection was not controlling because 
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an objection, even if sustained, was likely more 

damaging than almost any answer. In view of the 

State's deliberate disregard of the court's ruling, 

the Supreme Court ruled that the prejudice must be 

presumed and a new trial should have been given. 

Herein, the the State and the counsel for the 

Petitioner at trial argued ad nauseum concerning the 

fact that there was not proper foundation to allow 

the .10mm evidence to be introduced as being tied 

to Petitioner. Its limited evidentiary value was 

for the ballistic commentary. (SEE 1/10/03-RP 40-46). 

Error is also attributed to the violation of 

the trial court's order on the Petitioners motion 

in limine concerning the mentioning of the first 

trial. At the January 10, 2003 pre-trial hearing 

the trial court cautioned the parties that there 

would be no mentioning the first trial. (1/10/03-RP 46). 

On more than one occasion either defense counsel 

or one of the State's witnesses mentioned the fact 

that there was another trial. (SEE 1/16/03-RP 500; 

1/21/03-RP 519; 1/21/03-RP 586-90, 600; 1/21/03-RP 

609, 618, 620, 633-37). 
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Because the trial court's instructions on the 

order on the motion in limine were not followed, the 

Petitioners right to a fundamentally .t;a,-t.:r: trial was denied. 

Therefore, this court should remand for further 

proceedings. 

(2) Petitioner's Right To Confrontation 
Under The Sixth Amendment To The United 
States Constitution Was Violated Due To 
Admission Of His Codefendant's Statement 

During trial citing Bruton v. United States, 391 

U.S. 123, 88 S.Ct. 1620, 20 L.Ed.2d 476 (1968), the 

Petitioner argued that his Sixth Amendment Right to 

confront the witness against him was violated by the 

introduction of Wynn's statement to the detectives. 

(1/23/03-RP at 1124-56). The trial court overruled 

the objection.(RP at 1131). Detective Davidson did 

not record the statement given to him by co-defendant 

Kimothy Wynn, but rather used his redacted notes to 

tie Petitioner to 99% of the State's alleged acts. 

"In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall 

enjoy the right ... to be confronted with the witnesses 

against him." U.S. Const. amend.VI. The confrontation 

clause prohibits admission of testimonial statements 

made out of court by a witness who is unavailable 
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for trial unless there has been a prior opportunity 

for cross-examination. Crawford v. Washington, 541 

u.s. 36, 68, 124 S.Ct. 1354, 158 L.Ed.2d 177 (2004). 

L In CRAWFORD ,the defendant was on trial for 

stabbing a man who allegedly tried to rape the 

defendant's wife. The wife, a:~itness to the stabbing, 

was unavailable at trial due to the marital privilege. 

The trial court allowed the State to play for the 

jury a tape recording of the wife's statement to 

the police describing the stabbing. Her statement 

arguably contradicted the evidence that the stabbing 

occurred in self defense. Th~ Court held that the 

State's use of the wife's out of court testimonial 

statement vi011lted the confrontation clause because 

the defendant had no opportunity to test it by cross

examination. 

Herein, it is undisputed that co-defendant Wynn 

was unavailable because he chose his right not to 

testify at trial. 

In BRUTON, the defendant was involved in a joint 

trial in which the confession of one defendant 

incriminated both. Bruton, 391 U.S. at 124. The 

defendant who made the statement did not testify. 
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The trial court admitted the statement without 

redaction and instructed the jury to consider the 

stateme t only against the defendant who made it. 

The Uni~ed States Supreme Court held that, despite 
i 

the lim~iing instruction, introduction of such evidence 

at a jo"nt trial violates the nonconfessing defendant's 

endment right to cross-examination: 

"[ ]here are some contexts in which the 
k that the jury will riot, or cannot, 
low instruc·tions is. so great, and the 

co sequences of failure so vital to the 
de endant, that the practical and human 
liitations of the jury system cannot be 

ored. Such a context is presented 
e, where the powerfully incriminating 

ex rajudicial statements of a codefendant, 
are deliberately spread before the jury 
in a joint trial." 

Bruton, 391 u.s. at 135-36. 

Since BRUTON, the United States Supreme Court 

has twice addressed the admission of such statements 

where an attempt has been made to redact the statement 

to eliminate reference to the other defendant. In 

Richardson v. Marsh, 481 U.S. 200, 107 S.Ct. 1702, 

95 L.Ed.2d 176 (1987), the confession of the 

nontestifying codefendant was redacted to omit all 

indication that the defendant was present during an 

incriminating conversation between two people in 

a car. The defendant then testified she had been 
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in the car at the time. The Supreme Court held that 

admission of one defendant's confession redacted to 

omit all reference to another defendant, does not, 

on its face, violate the other defendant's Sixth 

Amendment confrontation rights, even where the 

statement later becomes linked with other evidence. 

The Court left. for another day the admissibility of 

a confession where the second defendant's name is 

replaced by a pronoun. Richardson, 481 u.S. at 211, 

n. 5. 

Washington cases have also addressed this issue. 

In State v. Vannoy, 25 Wn.App. 464, 610 P.2d 380 (1980), 

the codefendants' statements described the participants 

driving around in a car after the crime. The statements 

were redacted so that names were replaced by "we~" 

Police had observed all the defendants in the car, 

however, and the court held the Redaction violated 

BRUTON, because the jury "could readily conclude 

that defendant Vannoy was included in the 'we's' of 

th~ codefendants' statements." State v. Vannoy, 25 

Wn.App. at.474. (In similar circumstances, the Supreme 

Court of Arkansas concluded that admission of a non

testifying codefendant's statement violated BRUTON 
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even though the statement was redacted to use 

"him" and "he." State v. Jefferson, _ S.W.3d 

2004 WL 2609803, 2004 Ark. LEXIS 726 (Ark. 2004).) 

Herein, the redaction does not protect the 

Peti tioner s.ufficiently from the prejudice of a 

statement that he cannot cross-examine. The statement 

made by codefendant Wynn was so prejudicial, that 

there was no way to prevent the jury from concluding 

the redacted reference is obviously to the codefendant, 

making it impossible for the jury not to convict Rhem. 

Here, there were only two participants on trial 

for the alleged crimes, and only two defendants 

present. On direct examination, Detective Davidson's 

testimony about the "statement" that Wynn "saw," or 

"was with," !another guy" or "someone," before during 

or after the incidents he was being questioned about. 

The redaction thus failed in its purpose, because the 

only reasonable inference to be drawn was that the 

other guy, or someone, that was mentioned in the 

statement was Petitioner Rhem. Thus, the redaction 

and admission of Wynn's testimony in the joint trial 

violated BRUTON and CRAWFORD. 
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(3) Petitioner's Ri ht To A Fair Public 
Trial Un er Art. I, 10 Was Violated 
When The Trial Court Closed The Court 
To His Family Members During Voir Dire 
Jury Selection, And Pre-Trial' 

The Washington Constitution clearly establishes 

a right of access to court proceedings. It states 

in part as follows: "Justice in all cases shall be 

administered openly ... " Const. art.l, § 10. This 

"separate, clear and specific provision entitles 

the ~ublic, [Rhe~'sfamily is part of that public] 

to openly administered justice." See Cohen v. E~erett 

City Counsel, 85 Wn.2d 385, 388, 535 P.2d 801 (1975). 

Our State Supreme Court has developed a strict, 

well-defined standard for closing a hearing in 

opposition to the public's right to open proceedings 

under Article I, § 10 of the Washington Constitution. 

This procedure is what is referred to as the ISHIKAWA 

method in criminal proceedings and is set forth 

succinctly in the court's subsequent opinion in 

State v. Bone-Club, 128 Wn.2d 254, 906 P.2d 325 (1995). 

"1. The proponent of closure or sealing 
must make some showing [of a compelling 
interest], and where that need is based 
on a right other than an accused's right 
to a fair trial, the proponent must show 
a 'serious and imminent threat' to that 
right. ' 
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2. Anyone present when the closure motion 
is made must be given an opportunity to 
object to the closure. 

3. The proposed method fo~ curtailing 
open access must be the least restrictive 
means available for protecting the threatened 
interests. 

4. The court must weigh the competing 
interests of the proponent of closure and 
the public. 

5. The order must be no broader in its 
application or duration than necessary 
to serve its purpose." 

State v. Bone Club, 128 Wn.2d at 258-59. 

Here, the trial court did not consider any of 

the rights of the Petitioner or his fa~ily when it 

decided that there was not enough room in the court, 

and closed the courtroom. The trial court did not 

make any prerequisite findings before considering 

its actions. SEE 1/13/03-RP at 75, 391. 

Because the trial court did not follow the 

Supreme Court's ISHIKAWA METHOD before ordering the 

courtroom to be closed, Petitioner was denied a 

fair open trial to the public. 

For the foregoing reasons, and the authorities 

cited, this court should grant. the pe ti tion. 
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(4) If This Court Finds that Petitiorier's 
Defense Counsel At. Trlal·Failed To· 
Pro ose Proer Instructions To Exclude 
Evi ence Concerning T e. mm Or 
Petft!on~r's C?nfrontation.Righ~Si Or 
Pet1t1oner's R1ght To A Fa1r Tr1a : 
Before The Public, Then Petitioner 
Was Denied Effective As~istance Of 
Counsel Under The Sixth Amendment 

The Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution 

provides that, "[i]n all criminal prosecutions, the 

accused shall enjoy the right ... to have the assistance 

of counsel for his defense." u.S. Const. amend. VI. 

When such a true adversarial proceedings has been 

conducted, even if defense counsel is eourtappointed, 

"the essence of an ineffective-assistance claim is 

that counsel's unprofessional errors so upset the 

adversarial balance between defense and prosecution 

that the trial was rendered unfair and the verdict 

rendered suspect." Iimmelman v. Morrison, 477 U.s. 

365, 374, 91 L.Ed.2d 305, 106 S.Ct. 2574, 2582 (1986). 

The two prong test outlined in Strickland v. 

Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 687, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 80 

L.Ed.2d 674; and State v. Thomas, 109 Wn.2d 222, 743 

P.2d 816 (1987) is clearly met herein. 

Defense counsel is presumed to be competent 

during trial when representing their clients. SEE 

State v. Piche, 71 Wn.2d 583, 590-91, 430 P.2d 522 (1967). 
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That presumption will not be found to be ineffective 

assistance of counsel, if the actions are found to 

go to the theory of the case or trial tactics. See 

State v. Garrett~ 124 Wn.2d 504, 520, 881 P.2d 185 (1994). 

Petitioner herein received ineffective counsel 

by his defense attorney during trial not requesting 

or proposing proper limiting instructions, or making 

proper objections, or violating orders he requested 

for his client in motions in limine during pretrial. 

Mr. Stewart requested that the Court order that 

no reference be made to his client's use of a .10mm 

weapon during the trial. Yet, during the trial, he 

made no objection when the prosecution clearly stated 

that "Mr. Rhem has a .10mm handgun." 1/29/03-RP at 1524. 

Counsel also requested in pre-trial that no 

one mention that there was a previous trial, which 

the court granted as well. Yet, Counselor the State 

mentioned the first trial several times during 

its questioning of witnesses. 1/16/03-RP at 500; 

1/21/03-RP at 519, 586-90, 609, 618, 620, 633-37. 

None of these instances were objected to by counsel. 

Second, it is clearly shown that these errors 

violated Petitioners right to a fair trial with prejudice. 
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Prejudice exists if "there is a reasonable probability 

that, except for counsel's unprofessional errors, 

the result of the proceeding would have been different. 

State v. McFarl~nd, 127 Wn.2d 322, 335, 899 P.2d 1251 

(1995); Strickland, 466 u.S. at 695. 

Because defense counsel requested the instructions 

in pretrial, it is a reasonable probability that there 

was a great chance for prejudice to Petitioner. Yet, 

the defense counsel did not object, and violated the 

requested order himself during the trial. There is 

a great probability that had these errors not occurred 

that the outcome of the trial would have been different. 

For the foregoing reasons, this petition should 

be granted. 

(b) Other Remedies Inadequate. 

There are no other adequate remedies available 

to Mr. Rhem. His right to challenge his convictions 

on direct appeal expired in Jariua~y 2006. 

(c) Unlawful Restraint. 

Mr. Rhem's restraint is unlawful under RAP 16.4(c) 

because the conviction was obtained or the sentence 

or other order was entered in a criminal proceeding 

... instituted by the state or local government was 

imposed or entered in violation of the Constitution 

of the United States, or the Constitution or laws 
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of the State of Washington. SEE Rules of Appellate 

Procedure. RAP 16.4(c)(2). 

IV. STATEMENT OF FINANCES 

A court declared Mr. Rhem, petitioner herein, 

indigent fo~ purposes of his 2000 and 2003 appeals, 

and his 2005 petition for review. His position has 

not changed since that time due to his incarceration 

since 1999. 

Petitioner Rhem has no assets, and is not currently 

working within the prison system. He is not earning 

no wage or gratuity, and has $21.33 in his inmate 

account. Therefore, under RAP 16.15(h), Mr. Rhem 

respectfully requests that this court waive his filing 

fee and other costs necessary for consideration of his 

personal restraint petition. (SEE Account Statement attached). 

V. REQUESTED RELIEF 

Petitioner, Mr. Rhem, respectfully requests that 

his convictions herein be vacated and the charges 

dismissed, as they were obtained in violation of 

laws of the United States Constitution, or the laws 

and Constitution of the State of Washington. 
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In the alternative, Petitioner Rhem requests 

that this court remand him to the trial court for 

further proceedings or a new trial, consistent with 

the laws of the United States Constitution, and/or 

the laws of the State of Washington. 

VI. DECLARATION 

I, MICHAEL RHEM, declare that I have read the 

foregoing petition and have knowledge of the facts 

contained herein. 

I declare, under penalty of perjury, under the 

laws of the State of.Washington, that the foregOing 

is true and correct, to the best of my knowledge. 

Da ted this ~ day of JUk\4 ' 2006. 

NOTARY OR WITNESS 

~723868 
Washington State Penitentiary 
1313 North 13th Avenue, 6-D-10 
Walla Walla, Washington 99362 

Subscribe~ and Sworn to before me, 
this J Ii ~ day of dt;}., ( ,2006. 

I 

;Notary Public, in anf~ f Washington 
residing atl311 to V' /3- l-t.}· W A. My 
Commission expires: 1.2 -o~r;d9 . 
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9-1-04722-4 18383315 NOTE 02-03-03 

FEB 032003 
4 

5 

6 

7 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHING 
8 

JAN 3 0 2003 
9 IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PIERCE 

10 
'STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

11 

12 
vs. 

13 

14 
MICHAEL LOUIS RHEM, 

15 

16 DOB: 09/13/1975 
17 SS#: 548-15-2915 

Plaintiff, 

Defendant. 

SEX: MALE 
SID#: WA14981478 

18 CO-DEF: KlMOTHY MAURICE WYNN 

CAUSE NO. 99-1-04722-4 

THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION 

RACE: BLACK 
DOL#: UNKNOWN 

99-1-04723-2 

19 I, GERALD A HORNE, Prosecuting Attorney for Pierce County, in the name and by the authority 

20 of the State of Washington, do accuse KIMOTHY MAURICE WYNN and MICHAEL LOUIS RHEM of the 

21 crime of ASSAULT IN THE FIRST DEGREE-FIREARM ENHANCEMENT, committed as follows: 

22 That KIMOTHY MAURICE WYNN and MICHAEL LOUIS RHEM, acting as accomplices, in the 

23 State of Washington, on or about the 21st day of August, 1999, did unlawfully and feloniously, with intent to 

24 inflict great bodily harm, intentionally assault Michael Rollins with a firearm or deadly weapon or by any 

force or means likely to produce great bodily harm or death, contrary to RCW 9A36.011(1)(a) and 
25 9A08.020, and in the commission thereof the defendant was armed with a firearm, to-wit: semi-automatic 

26 pistols, those being firearms as defined in RCW 9.41.010, and invoking the provisions ofRCW 

27 9.94A.310(9.94A.51O, and adding additional time to the presumptive sentence as provided in RCW 

28 9.94A.370/9.94A.530, and against the peace and dignity of the State of Washington. 

THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION - 1 " I 
; .'~, 

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
930 Tacoma Avenue South. Room 946 
Tacoma. Washington 98402-2171 
Main Office: (253) 798-7400 



2 

3 

4 

5 
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99-1-04722-4 

COUNT II 

And I, GERALD A. HORNE, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid, do accuse KIMOTHY 

MAURICE WYNN and MICHAEL LOUIS RHEM of the crime of ASSAULT IN THE FIRST 

DEGREE-FIREARM ENHANCEMENT, a crime of the same or similar character, and/or a crime 

6 based on the same conduct or on a series of acts connected together or constituting parts of a single 
, 

7 scheme or plan, and/or so closely connected in respect to time, place and occasion that it would be 

8 difficult to separate proof of one charge from proof of the others, committed as· follows: 

9 That KIMOTHY MAURICE WYNN and MICHAEL LOUIS RHEM, acting as accomplices, 

in the State of Washington, on or about the 21st day of August, 1999, did unlawfully and 
10 

.~ -.~- ,--
feloniously, with intent to inflict great bodily harm, intentionally assault Kimberly Matthews with a 

11 
firearm or deadly weapon or by any force or means likely to produce great bodily harm or death, 

12 contrary to RCW 9A.36.011(1)(a) and 9A,08.020, and in the commission thereof the defendant was 

13 armed with a firearm, to-wit: semi-automatic pistols, those being fireamlS as defined in B.CYl 

14 9.41.010, and invoking the provisions ofRGW 9.94A.310/9 i94A.510; and adding additional time to 

15 the presumptive sentence as provided in RCW 9.94A.370/9.94A.530, and against the peace and 

16 dignity ofthe State of Washington. 

COUNT III 
17 

And I, GERALD A. HORNE, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid, do accuse MICHAEL LOUIS 

18 RHEM of the crime of UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM IN THE FIRST DEGREE, a 

19 crime of the same or similar character, and/or a crime based on the same conduct or on a series of 

20 acts connected together or constituting parts of a single scheme or pian, and/or so closely connected 

21 in respect to time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one charge from 

22 proof of the others, committed as follows: 

That MICHAEL LOUIS RHEM, in the State of Washington, on or about the 21st day of 
23 

August, 1999, did unlawfully, feloniously, and knowingly own, have in his possession, or under his 

24 control a firearm, he having been previously convicted in the State of Washington or elsewhere of a 

25 serious offense, to wit: Burglary in the Second Degree, contrary to RGW 9.41.040(1)(a), and against 

26 the peace and dignity of the State of Washington. 

27 

28 
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2 

3 
COUNT IV 

4 
And I, GERALD A. HORNE, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid, do accuse KIMOTHY 

MAURICE WYNN of the crime of UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM IN THE FIRST 
5 

DEGREE, a crime of the same or similar character, and/or a crime based on the same conduct or on 

6 a series of acts connected together or constituting parts of a single scheme or plan, and/or so closely 
I 

7 connected in respect to time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one 

8 charge from proof of the others, committed as follows: 

9 
That KIMOTHY MAURICE WYNN, in the State of Washington, on or about on or about 

the 21st day of August, 1999, did unlawfully, feloniously, and knowingly own, have in his 
10 

p~ss;;sio~, or und~r his control a fir~am1, he ha~ing been previously convicted in the State of 
11 

Washington or elsewhere of a serious offense, to wit: Assault in the Second Degree, contrary to 

12 RCW 9.41.040(1)(a), and against the peace and dignity ofthe State of Washington. 

13 

14 DATED this 14th day of January, 2003. 

15 
TACOMA POLICE DEPT CASE 

16 WA02703 

17 
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THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION - 3 

GERALD A. HORNE 
Prosecuting Attorney in and for said County 
and State. 

By:,~£2 
GREGORY L. GREER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
WSB#: 22936 

Office of Pro~ecuting Attorney 
930 Tacoma Avenue South. Room 946 
Tacoma. Washington 98402-2171 
Main Office: (253) 798-7400 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. 99-1-04722-4 

VI. ..TUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (.13) 
Xl Prisal 

MICHAEL LOUIS RHEM [ ) Jail One Year oc Less 
Defmdant. [ 1 First-Time Offender 

[ ] SOSA 
SID: WA14981478 [ J DOSA 
DOB: 09/13JiS [ 1 Breaking The Cycle (ETC) 

Defendant. 

----.------------------------------~------------------------

I. HEARING 

1.1 A sentencing hearing was held 00 February 7,2003, and the defendant, the defendant's lawyer, Michael A 
Stewart. and the deputy prosecuting attc.:rney were present. 

II. FINDINC".rS 

There b~ing no reason why judgment Iiloold net be prooounced, the court FINDS: 

2.1 CURRENT OFFENSE(S): The defendant was f~md gllilty 00 01/30/2003 
by [ ] plea [ Xl jury-verdict. [] benm trial 0[: 

COUNT CRIME RGW DATE OF 
CRIME 

I ASSAtn.,T IN THE FIRST DEGREE 9A. 36. 011 (1)( a) 08121/99 
WIFASE 
CHARGE CODE: E23 

II ASSAULT IN THE FIF.ST DEGREE 9A.36,011(1)(a) ('J8/21199 
WIFASE 
CHARGE CODE: E23 

III UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A 9.41. O4O(l)(a) ('J8/21199 
FlREARM IN THEFlRST DEGREE 
CHARGE CODE: GGG66 

as frond guilty by a jury 

INCIDENTNO. 

99-233-1355 

99-233-1355 

99-233-1355 

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
---------------------------------~94~6;.;;;iC~ou~nty~-City Building 
JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
(Felooy) (512002) Page 1 of 9 Telephone: (253) 798-7400 
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[Xl A special verdict/finding foc use of firemn WtOtS returned 00 Couot$ I ood II. RCW 9.94A.602, .510. 
[ J CUlTent offenses enccmpassing the same criminal conduct and c.'ounting as one crime in determining 

the offender SC'..ct"e are (J.?CW 9. 94A.589); 

[ ] Other C1..IrTe'lt coovictiooslisted under different caUge numbers used in calculating the offroder score 
are (lht offense and cause number); 

22 CRIMINAL HISTORY (RCW 9.94A~~: 

1 
2 
3 
4 
:5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

1-. 

CRIME DATE OF SENTENCING DATE OF I A!Ll TYPE l 
SENTEl-lCE COURT CRIME ADULT OF 

(County & State} JUV CRIME 
THEFf2 12/17/90 PierceCoWA 10131190 JUV NV 
THEFT 2 11/15191 Pierce Ci) WA 1012191 JlN NV 
UPCS 411193 PierceCoWA 12111192 JUV NY 
TMVWOP 8/26193 PierceCoWA 812/93 JlN ~---
:?SPl 6128194 Pi('f"ceCoWA 611194 ADULT NV 
ATTELUDE 6128194 PierceCoWA 611/94 ADULT NY 
REND CRIM ASSIST 8/28196 PierceCoWA 8/28196 ADULT NV 
ASSAULT 2 7/14/00 PierceCoWA 7/23/99 ADULT V 
UNLAWFUL 5/10100 PierceCoWA 10120199 ADULT NV 
POSSESSION OF A 
F1REARM IN THE 
FIRST DEGREE , 

] The c~ut finds that the following prioc ca1Vidioos are ooe offense foc purposes of determining the 
offender SCCt"e (RCW 9.94A.S25): 

2.3 SENTENCING DATA: 

COUNT OFFENDER SERIOUSNESS STANDARD RANGE PLUS TOTAL STANDARD MAXIMUM 
NO. SCORli LEVEL €;lot intludin~ enhalcemmt$ ENHANCEMENTS RANGE TERM 

1j.1lclt.ldng .nhalI:em.~ 

I 9 XII 240-318MOS -.-~~MOS(F} 300 - 318.MOS ___ _I.JFE 
II 0 XII 93-123MOS "'60MOS(F) IS3-183MOS llFE r--

... JII 9 VII ~·116MOS .N/A -- 87·116 ¥OS ___ . 10YRS 

... (F) Fireann, CD) Other deadly weapoos, M VUCSA in a protected zooe, (VB) Veh. Hem, See RCW 46. 61. 520, 
(JP) Juvenile present. 

2.4 EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE. Substantial and ~cmpellingreasons exist. which justify an ex:ceptiooaJ 
aent.ence [ J abov e [ ] below the aandard range foc COWlt{S) . Findings of fad and coodusiolll; 
of law are attached in Appendix 2.4. The Prosecuting Attcmey [ ] did [ ) did not reccmmend a similar 
sentence. . 

2.5 ABILITY TO PAY LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS. The court: has coosidere:i the total amcunt 
owing. the defmdant's pallt, present and fiJh..ll'"e ability to pay legal finoocial ooligatioos. including the 
defendant'sfinancial resow'ces arId the likelihood that the defendant's &.atus will change. The coort finds 
that the defendant has the ability oc likely future ability to pay the legal financial obligatioos imposed 
herein. RCW 9. 94A. 753. 

[ J The following mracrdinary circumsl:ancl'.'S exist that make restitution inapprq:.riate (J.?CW 994A753): 

__________________________________ ~O~ffi;;;lc~e _of~Prosecuting Attorney 

946 County-City Building 
Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
Telephone: (253) 798-7400 

.rLlDGMENT AND SENTENCE OS) 
(Felooy) (5/2001.) Page 2 of 9 
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2.6 For violent offenses, most serioos offenses, oc anne.:! offenders t"e(:ornmended sentencing &greerrl~ltS or 
plea agreements are [ J attached. [ J as follows: Dispositioo w~ by jury trial, theref(.~·e, there are no plea 
8grE!Ements. S...\- c( -\-~ \' e c 0 v·_- l'- ~ v, ~ \,. C\ 'So Ci V\.A E ~ e V'\ -\- C" ,{" c e.. 

Q S ~ \rv,-~C se C~ 
m. JUDGMENT 

3.1 The defendant is GUILTY of th~ Counts and Charges listed in Pat'agraph 2.1. 

32 [ ] The ccw.nt. DIS:MISSES Count!! ___ [ 1 The defendant ill found NOT GUILTY ofCotmts 

IV. SENTENCE AND ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED: 

4.1 Defendant shall pay to the Clerk of this Court.: (piet:Ce C ounty Clerk. 930 Tacoma Ave#llO, Tacoma WA 98402) 

JA.')SCOQE 

JrrNIRJN $ Rel!titutioo to: --"-------

PCV 

Bl.·Q 

eRe 

PUB 

$ Re:titutioo to: 
(Name and Address--address may be withheld and provided coofidentially to Clerk's Office). 

$ ~oo.oo Victim asse89l'Tlent RCW7.68.03~ 

$ 10000 Biological Sample Fee ~~ 

:& //D. OJ Courtcosts,indudingRCW9.94A030.9.94AS05.1O.0U60.10.46.190 

Ct'jminal filing fee $ 110.00 FRC~ 

Witnet18 costs $ WFR. 

Sheri ff IIEt"V i ce fees $ SFFJSFS/SFWIWRF 

Jury dtmsnd fee :$ JFR 

Otha' $ 

$ _____ Fees for court appointed Attcm~ RCW 9. 94A. 030 

$ Other costs roc : 
$ ziii:{}J TOTAL ------------- RCW 9. 94A 760 

] The above total does net include all restibJtioo or ether legal financial obligatioos, which may be set by 
later ocder of the court. An agreed restitutioo a'der may be entered RCW 9. 94A 753. A t,estituticci 
hearing: 

[ ] shall be set by the proSlOCutor. 

[ ) is OC'heduled for _____________ . _____________ _ 

[ ] RESTITt.mON. Order Attached 

[X] The Department of Ccrrl!d:.ioos (DOC) may irrnnediately issue a Nctice of Payroll Dt'dudioo. 

RCW 9.94A 200010. 

[Xl All paymmts shall bt' made in a ccordmce with the policies of the dt.rlt and 00 a schedule established 
by DOC, ccmmencing itrunediately, unless the court specifically seta fcrth the rate ha'e: Not less than 

$ permooth o:mmencing . RCW9.94A760. 

[ ] In additial to the ether costs imposed herein. the c:oort finds that the defendant has the means to pay fa' 
the colt of incarc<T8tioo md is ordt:'red to pay Iluch costs at the statutay rate. RCW 9.94A760. 

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
------------------------------------"'f9m46P!"iC~o~un~Iy-;City Building 
JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
(Felmy) (5/2002) Page 3 of 9 Telephone: (253) 798-7400 
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[ ] The defendant shall pay the costs of services to collect unpaid legal financial ooligations. RCW 
36.18.190. 

The financial obligatioos imposed in thi s judgment shalt bear interelt from the date of the judgm61t until payment in 
full, at the rate applicable to civil judgments. RCW 10.82. 090. An award of colts on appeal against. the defendant. 
maybe added to the total legal financial obligations. RCW 10.73. 

4,2 [ ] HIV TESTING. The Health Department or designee shalt test and camlilel the defendant fa" HIV as 
SOCCI as possible and the defendant shall fully cooperate in the t.e1ting. RCW 10.24.340. 

[X) DNA TESTING. The defendant mall have a bloodlbiological sample drawn for purposes of DNA 
identificatioo analysis and the defendant shall fully co~6"ate in the teEting. .The apprq>riate agenc.y, the 
crunty a" DOC. matI be respallJi.ble fa- ootaining the sample pria- to the defendant's release fran 
coofinement. RCW 43.43.1S4. 

4.3 The defendant shall not have contact with MICHAEL ROLUNS DOB:5/4178 and KIMBERLY 
MATTHEWS DOB: '2f7/80 inc;luding, but not limited to, personal, verbal, tekpha-lic, written (t" coolad 
through a third party fa- \ ~ \Cvc.;a (not to exceed the maximum statutory sentence). 

[ ] Domestic Violence Protectioo Order a- Antiharassment Order is filed with this.li.ldgment. and Sentence. 

4.4 OTHER; 

4.4(a) BOND IS HEREBY EXONERATED 

4.5 CON1i'INEMENT OVER ONE YEAR. The defendant is sentenced 8.£1 follCMrS: 

(a) CONFINEMENT. RCW 9.94A589. Defendant. is sentenced to the follCMring term oftctal 
. cCllfinement in the custody of the Department of Ccrrectioos (DOC): 

3/ g months 00 Count 

1/ (, mooths 00 Count 

I 

TIl 

/ 8 3_ mooths 00 Count. 

mooths 00 Count ----
malths 00 Count rnooths 00 Count 

II 

~--:-:-~ 

A special finding/verdict having been entered as indicated in Sed.ioo 2. 1 , the defendant is sentenced to the 
follCMrifl8 additional term of tctal coofmement in the rultody of the Department of Ca-rect.iOOl: 

(; U malths 00 Count No --'--- I .6u mooths al Count No 
--~-

--~-
mooths 00 Count No ____ mooths 00 Count No 

____ mooths 00 Count No ____ mooths 00 Count No 

Sentence enhancements in Counts _I and II mall run 

__________________________________ .-9~fIi~cr;e.lli0fUPro;»secuting Attorney 

946 County-City Building 
Tacoma, Washington 98402·2171 
Telephone: (253) 798·7400 
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(Felooy) (5/200l) Page 4 of 9 



1 

2 

In n n 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

IR n n 9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

fHflO 15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

Ift'l 21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

nnn 27 

28 

4,6 

99-1-04722-4 

[ ] C.OOCl.l!'1"ent [x] CC4'lsecut.ive to earn ~her 
Sentence 61hancemenls in Counts _I and II mall be S6"Ved 

[x) flat time [ J subject. to earned good time credit 

Actual number of mooths oftotal confinement crdered is: 5" G { ~ 
--------~~--------------------

(Add mandatcry firearm and deadly weapons enhancement time to ron consecutively to other Cel-lOtS, see 
Section 2.3, Sentencing Data, above). 

CONSECTITIVEICONCURRENT SENTENCES, RCW 9.94A 589. All counts tilall be served 
cooctIr'l'el1tly, except foc the pmioo of those counts focwhictl there is a special finding of a fire&l"l"t'l or ot..her 
deadly weapon as set forth above at Section 2.3. and except for the following crunts which shall be served 
consecutively: __________ _ 

-------- --_ .. _---_._. __ ._ .. _-----
The sentetlC€ herein shall run consecutively to all felony sentences in other cause numbers priOI' to the 
axnrnission of the criroe(s) being sentenced. _______ _ 

Confinement Iilall ccmmence immediately unless othcrwise set forth here: __________ _ 

(b) The defendant shall receive c:redit fa- time served pricr- to sentencing if that confinmlent was solely 
under this cause number. RCW 9. 94A. 505. The time serve:! mall be ccmputed by the jail unless the 
c:redit fa- time served pna- to sentencing is specifically set fcrth by the coort: / z. ob b! 

/ () 

~ COMMUNITY PJ..A cEMENT (pre 7/1100 offmses) is a-dered as follows: 

Count I for ~moothf1, 
Count ..II fa- L \f mooths; 

count _____ for ___ tl10ntllf1, 

[ I COMMUNITY CUSTODY is crd~ed as follows: 

Ccunt fcr' a t'lmge from: to 

Coont for a l"ange fl'etn: to MontllS; ._---

Coont for a l"ange ft-OIn: to Mootl~, 

cr' for tile period of eamed t"elease awarded p1..U"Sl.lant to RCW 9. 94A. 728(1) and (2), whirnever is looger', 
and st.andard mandatory conditions are ordt1"'ed. (See RON 9.94A for ccmmunity placemet offenses --
8et"ioos violent offense, second degree assault, any crime against a penJCtl with a deadly weapoo finding, 
Chapter 69.50 or 69.52 RCW offense. Ccmm1.U1ity cwtody follO¥o's a term fCC' a sex offense -- RCW 9.94A. 
Use paragraph 4.7 to impose cccnmunity custody following wa-k ethic camp.] 

While 00 ccmrnlJnity pll'1cem~t oc ccmrnl.lnity cwtody, the defendant shall: (1) rt:port to and be available 
fa- cootact with the assigned ronmunity COfl"ect.ioos offiC€f as direct.ed; (2) wed: at DOC-approv e:! 
educaticn, employment andlcr- ccmmunity service; (3) nct coname controlled subltances except pursuant 
to lawfully issued prescriptionS; (4) not unlawfully po~'Sess conn'olled substanCes while in cool1nunity 
custody; (5) pay supervisim fee.ll as detennined by DOC; and (6) per-fam affinnative acts necessary to 

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
-JUD--G-MENT---AND--S-ENT--EN--CE-(-JS-)·-----------------------~91!!14'1!:"6~Co~uil!lnly~-City Building 

Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
(Felooy) (512C1J2) Page 5 of 9 . Telephone: (253) 798-7400 
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mooita- canpliance with the croers of the court as required by DOC. The residenc-e location and living 
arrangements are aJbject to the prior approv at of DOC whi Ie in cocnmunity placement or c<nlIl1unity 
custody. Canmunity custody fer sex offEfiders may be extEfided fer up to the statutay maximum term of 
the sentence. Violatien of cOOlllll.1nity custody imposed foc a sex offense may reallt in additiooal 
ca'tllnement. 

r>fThe defendant man n<:t conQlle any alccbol. . I /J ~ /;, . ~ . ;// 
Di Defendant mall have no contact with: (YI, t W Ie- ! '>1 0/ A-, J"I.1tf) /'11..1fh1 d L 
!Xl Defendant mall rmlain'l)d within [ ] rutside of a specified geographical boondary, to wit: fl/ C (U 
[ ] The defendant shall participate in the following crime-related treatment a" counseling SE!'Vices: __ ...: 

( J The defendant I'hall undergo an evaluatien foc treatment roc [ ] danest.ic violence [ J tubstance abuse 

( ] mental health [ J anger' management and fully cctrtply with all reccc.runended treatment. 

[ ] The defendant mall ccmply with the following <rimt:'-related prroibitioos: ________ _ 

Other conditioosmay be imposed by the COOIt CI" DOC during community custody, a" are set fcrth here: _ 

[ ] WORK ETHIC CAMP. RCW 9. 94A. 690, RCW 72. 09. 41 O. The coort finds that the defendant is 
eligible and is likely to qualify fer wcrk. ethic camp and the ¢aurt. remnmends that the defendant. SC!TVe the 
sentence at a work ethic camp. Upon completioo of work ethic camp, the defendant shall be released on 
cannrunity custody for any remaining time oftd:al ccnfimment. subject to the conditioos below, Violatien 
of the conditioos of canmunity ruaody may reault in a return to total cenfinEment fer tlle balance of the 
defendant' B remaining time of t<:tal ccnfinemeot. The cenditiens of ccmmunity custody are stated above in 
Secti004.6. 

OFF LIMITS ORDER (known;drtig trafficker) RCW 10.05.020 The following areas are off limits to the 
defendant while under the iUpervisioo of the C runty Jail a" Departrnent of Ccrrect.iens: _____ _ 

V. NOTICES AND SIGNATURES 

COLLATERAL ArrACK ON JUDGMENT. Anypetitioo Ot'motioo fOt' collateral attack 00 this 
Judgment and Sentence, including but n<:t limited to any personal restraint pet.itioo, state habeas cccpus 
petitial, m<:tioo to vacate judgment, motioo to withdraw guilty plea, motiOtl for new trial er mdioo to 
arrest judgment. mu. be filed within me year of the finlll judgment in this matter, except liS provided for in 
RCW 10.73.100. RCW 10.73.090. 

LENGI'H OF SUPERVISION. Fer an I)ffense canmitted prier to July 1. 2000, the defendant shall 
remain lUlder the coort's j uri sdict.ioo and the supervision of the Department. of C aTErlioos fer a period up to 
10 years fran the date of sentence er release fran confmement, whichever is lenger, to assure payment of 
ali legal financial cbligatioos unless the ccurt mends the criminal judgment an additional 10 years. FOt' an 
offense ccrnmitted 00 er after July 1.2000. the court mall rdainjudsdidioo over the offender, fer the 
purpose of the offender's ccmpliance with payment of the legal financial obligationa, until the obligation is 

___________________________________ ::::Ofti~lc~e~of~Pros~ ecuting Attorney 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (33) 946 County.city Building 
" Tacoma, Washington 98402·2171 

(Felooy) (5/2002) Page 6 of 9 Telephone: (253) 798-7400 
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c-crnpJe:ely satisfied, regardless of the statutory maximum fct, the crime. RCW 9.94A7tl'J and RCW 
9.94A505. 

~.3 NOTICE OF INCOME-WITHHOLDING ACTION If the ccurt has not <:rdered an immediate notice 
of payroll dedudim in Sectim 4.1, you are notified that the Department of Ccrrectims may issue a notice 
of payroll deduct-ioo witI-lout notice to yoo if you are rnore than 30 days past due in moothly paymffits in an 
amoont equal to oc grSer than the amount payable foc one mmth. RCW 9.94A.7602. Other inccme-
withholding actioo unde" RCW 9.94A may be tak€l1 withoot fllli:her notice. RCW 9. 94A 7602. 

5.4 RESTITUTION HEARING. 

[ ] Def€l1dant waives any dght to be present at any t"estitution hearing (defendents initials): ____ ~ 

5.5 Any violatim of this JiJdgm('nt and Sentence is p1mishable by up to 60 days of cmfinement per violation 

RCW 9.94A. 634. 

5.6 FIREARMS. Y lXlmwt immediately llllITmder any concealed pistollicmse and you may not own, use ('(" 
possess any fireann unless yoor rip to do so iSl"estored by a court. of recocd (fhe court clE'f'k shall 
fcr-ward a copy of the defendant's ddver's license, identicard, oc ccmparable identificatioo to the 
Dep8l1:ment of Licensing along with the date of cooviction 01' cctn.mitment.) RCW 9.<11.040, 9.41.047. 

5.7 

5.8 

DONE in Open Court and in the presence of the defffidant this date: Z - 7· (J k=' 

JUDGE ~~ 
Frintname \,.. 'j 

~uty Prosecuting Attcrney 

Print name: M t {,-·f£Y L. Get {;( 
WSB # z lCf)b 4 

Attcrney fel" Defffidant-...J /. ~ . 

Print name: ~,( ...... c ..... /_A--W<..:/I ...... [-,-__ fl ____ /~ (9"'..L-/.w::C!_"'...;..7_· 

WSB# 279d/ 

ri///d:1fj:;:; ) 
V' 

Defendant 
, ' 

Pt"jnt name~ ____________ _ 

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
-JUD--a-MENT---AND--S-ENT--EN--C-E-C-.rn-. )-----------------------~9m47:-6.,.Co~u~nlo::"y-;city Building 

Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
(FeIooy) (5/2002) Page7 of 9 Telephone: (253) 798-7400 
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CERTDnCATEOFCLERK 

CAUSE NUMBER of this case: 99-1-04722-4 

I, KEVIN STOCK Clerk. of this Crurt, certify that the fa-egoing is a full, true and caTed.. copy of the Judgment and 
Sentence in the abcne-cntitled action now on reelX'd in this office. 

WITNESS my hand and seal of the said Supericr C(JJft affixed this date: _________ _ 

Cl~ of said CQ.mty and State, by: __________________ • Deputy Clerk 

, i 

..... _, .. 

_________________________________ ~O~ffi~lce~o~f~Prosecuting Attorney 

JUD t"1 ... ~M" AND SENTENCE fJS)' 946 County-City Building 
U'.I.Yl.I:oI. ... .L 1" Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 

(Felony) (5/2002) Page 8 of 9 Telephone: (253) 798-7400 



1 

2 

~"f1 n 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

~IR~ 9 

10 

11 

12 

13. 

14 

r it •• 15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

II n I 21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

on. 27 

28 

IDE.NT1FICATION OF DEFENDANT 

SID No. WA 14981478 
(If no SID take finge-print card fer State Patrol) 

FBI No 7813~SV A7 

PCNNo lJNKNOWN 

Alias name, SSN, DOB: 

Race: 
[ 1 AsianlPacific Islandl!f [ Xl Black! African

Americ.-an 

[ ] Native American ( ] Other: 

FrNGERPRINTS 

Date of Birth 09113n5 

Local ID No T.JN.KNOWN 

Other 

[ 1 Ca1J~si:m 
Etlmlclty: 
[ J Hi5plIDk 

[Xl Noo
Hi5panic 

99-1-04722-4 

Sa:: 
[X] Male 

[ ] Female 

Left fOlU' fit1g6'S taken simultaneously Left Thumb 

Right Thurob Right four fingers taken simultaneously 

--~.---
I attest that I saw the same defendant who appeat'ed in cOOtt 00 this document affix his 1..'" her fingerprints and 

signatut'e thereto. Clerk ,)fthe COOt't, Deput'j Cletit., /) Dated: /-6'- oj 
A'j" J ;; I / j // 

DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE: r \..J fL LA "C~/I () j/' !( I I (lei I 
•. - -- • -- " ,\,,/...... Le' 

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
-JUD--G-MENT---AND--S-ENT--EN-C-E-{-JS-)------------------------~94;;;6;;iiCo~u~nt~y-City Building 

~ Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
(Felooy) (SI2002) Page 9 of 9 Telephone: (253) 798-7400 
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99-1-04722-4 

APPENDlX "F" 

The defendant having been sentenced to the Department of Ccrrectiros for a: 

sex: offense 
.)( ser1008 violent offense 

assault in the secrod degree 
any a-ime wh~ the defendant (1" an accmtplice was arraed with a deadly weapan 
any felroy under 69.50 and 69.52 canmitted aftf.1" July 1, 1988 is also sentenced to one (1) ye-ar 
term of canmunity placement 00 these conditioos: 

The offender mall r~oct. to and be av ail able for cootact with the atlSigned ccmmunity et:tTeCtioos offi~ as direct.ed.: 

The offender mall wod: at Departmmt of Correct.ioos apPl"(Ned educatioo, employment. and/or ccmmunity service; 

The offender Iball ntt consume cco.trolled sub!tances exc~t pursuant to lawfully ill9Ued prescript.ioos~ 

An offender in community custody shall ntt unlawfully POlllleBS controlled IUbltances; 

The offender Iball pay community placement fees as determined by DOC: 

The residence locatioo and living arrangemmts are aJbject to the prior appl"(Nal of the departml!flt of ccrrect.ioos 
during the period of canmunity placement. 

" 1 ...... " 

The offender malllll.lbmit to affilmative act. necessary to monita- ccrnplianc:e with crurt orders as required by 
DOC. 

The Court.mayalso c:rcler any of the following special conditioos: 

Lcn 

£(11) 

__ (Ill) 

l(1V) 

___ 01) 

~(VI) 
__ 01II) 

APPENDIXF 

The offencltr Iball remllin within, or outside of, a specified geographical boondary: 

/!' CCO 

The offender !!halt nd hav~~ t.,indiZ l/ntact with the vict.im, of the cr-1tJJ a specified 
class of individuals: " LJ! ~ >.( k: a,£' alb fI1t;. bl ( 

- 'f f .. .J"" -

The offender mall participate in crime-related treatment or ca.mseling serviceS; 

The offender mall not consume alcdlol; _______________ ~ __ _ 

The residenc"e locatioo and living atTangements of a sex offender lIhall be aJbject to the prior 
approv at of the department of carections; c:r 

The offender shall canpty with any crime-related prohibitioos. 

Other: ______________________ . ______________________ ~--------

Office of Prosecuting Attorney 
946 County-City Building 
Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
Telephone: (253) 798-7400 





NAME: lAST 

WYNN 
STREET 

Property Partial 
( J I J 

Recovered Recovery 

RELATED CASE NUMBERS 

ADDRESS: Street City 

I [X '. -r:PD :' f , _ I peso [ ] OTHER 

FIR~~ 
KIMOTHY 

No Further Inv:. 
I J 

Pending New Leads 

State 

STATE 

To Cleared 
( J ( ) 

Be Conti.nued Unfo.unded 

. (Meidenl 

Zip Occupation 

Sex Height Weight/Build 

Charge Details (Include Ordinance or R.C.W. NUmllterJ 

First Middle [Maiden) 

ADDRESS! Street City State 

Hair 

First (Maiden) 

ADDRESS: St.reet City State Zip Oc.cupation 

"~'r 
REh~TITLE 

c.o 
I 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 
ZIP 

Cleared Cleared 
[ J IX 

Exceptional With Arrest 

Home 

Rei. to Victim 

Peculiaritie8,A.K.A. 

Business Phone 

Rei. to Victim 

Peculiaritie8,A.K.A. 

Home Phone Business Phone 

R·el. to Victim 

Data of Birth Clothing;Scar.,Marks,Tettoos,Paculiarities,A.K.A. 

IRevI .... ' 08/81 Ic,· SUPPOO.FAPI 
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lowly and deliberately, and taking careful aim. He said the second gunshot grazed him and the -- -tJJ 
til 

-.~_. til 
~h gunshots grazed _~ He also said a light-skinned black male he knew only as II - II 

----'" 

ad been grazed abo~ the eye. WYNN said that after the shooting RHEM had told 

im that the shooter had been ANDREW TUCKER. He said RHEM told him he had seen TUCKER 

t the gas pumps and told him to tell his brother (MICHAEL ROLLINS) "it was on", the next time he saw 

im. RHEM then told him he had seen TUCKER tum his car up 121h Street toward the alley and then the 

looting happened. WYNN said that LATRON SWEARINGTON told him he had seen RHEM and 

UCKER arguing and also saw TUCKER tum up 12th Street, towards the alley. WYNN stated that he had 

:>t seen RHEM and TUCKER arguing and had not seen TUCKER at all. ~ ~ ~~ .. 
':!J ~ then stated that "RHEM started everything. All of it. Every God-damned thing." WYNN 

ated that he had been shot at durin a barbecue at his aunt~s house at 724 So. "L" Street, TPD Case No. 

~-2331181. said that he had been outside at t e barbecue, flipping meat; and his sister asked him 

ho the people were in two cars that had just" arrived. He said he saw two Ford ~ses, one ligl!!..!>ll,le and 

,e other burgundy, in the street. WYNN said suddenly there was gunfire from both cars and a lady standing 

~xt to him got shot in the elbow. He said he eQuid not see faces inside the cars, but could tell they were both 

H. He said that by the amount of shots fired, he felt everyone in both cars .had been shooting. WYNN 

~nied firing any gunshots back and said no one fired any shots back at the cars. He said RHEM had been ---.. .-

ere during, the shooting, but had been inside the hou~ WYNN said that the only people,6~tsid;}lliring the 
~~ .. __ ._--_.-_. -- -_._".- "_.--
looting had been himself, his sister and the lady that got shot. He said his Caprice had been shot up by the -- - '- ... _ ...... . 

mfire. He also said that he had talked to a black cop at the scene, but had been uncooperative and told him 

: had seen nothing. He said RHEM never came outside and did not talk to the police.~ 
~st~J~d that the. sh~g had_~~e.!!E!l!!i~tion tor~M ~g ShO~ItOJ2l'lEY 

EBERT and MICHAEL ROLLINS earlier that day at South 23rd and Wilkeson, . .TPD Case 
_.- .. -- ._- - -. _Jl_ ~-~~ oJ . 
\ \TPDJSl \TEMPLATE\TPDCONT. DOT PAGE 3 OF 8 ?,p..GES 
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N 
tH 
tH 

~o. 99-2440911. WYNN said that he had been at SEAN, the mechanic's house, talking with -tH 

:HRIS HEADS in the front yard .. !'Ie said that he heard a gunshot~nd saw~:;;;;;i;m the front vare 

Ul 
Ul 

oLU e 

.ouse next door to the south, shooting at HEBERT's white .Caprice Classic as it traveled northbound on 

Vilkeson, then westbound on SO. 23M 

Street. WYNN said his car had been parked on Wilkeson, in front of SEAN's house. He said he L 
I 

liEM left after the shooting and drove by MICHAEL ROLLINS' aunt's house. WYNN said they saw 

~OLLINS out front and he flagged them to stop~ ~ said ROLLINS asked them why they had sho; at - - . 

lEBERT's car and told them he had also been in the car, as had HEBERT's daughter. WYNN said he told 

REM to get out of the car and straighten things out with ROLLINS. WYNN said that RHEM got out of 

Ie car and argued with ROLLINS. WYNN said that both RHEM and ROLLINS had thejr hands on their ~ "1 
uns at times during the argument. WYNN said he beard RHEM teD ROLLINS that he hadn't seen him or ( !3 
Ie little girl in the car. WYNN said they also argued over the fight at 1 12th and Steele Street and ROLLINS 

)Id RHEM that he had already straightened that out with JUNIOR (DiGNO PeJESUS) and then things 

aimed down and they. left. WYNN stated that he had not seen ROLLINS or the girl in HEBERT's car. --
WYNN-stated that RHEM told him everything had started over the fight at 112':" and Steele Street. 

rYNN said he had been locked up at that time, f:!edidn't go into detail about that because he wanted to talk 

bout the Assault 1st case he had been,llooked for. TPD Case No. 99-2331355. WYNN was advised that it 

'as for the shooting at MICHAEL ROLLINS' aunt's house at 1915 So. Ash, where ROLLINS and his 
. CL.T 

irlfiiend, KIMBERLY MATIIEWS, had been sh0X-WYNN stated that he had nothing to do with that, but 

dmitted he' knew who had, although he refused to come right out and say. WYNN said that the blue Caprice --
tat was involved in the shooting was not his. He said his blue Caprice was .a 2-dc:2r and the blue Caprice 

sed in the shooting was a 4-door. WYNN was asked if it had been LATRON SWEAR.INGT.Q!':J.'~ Caprice 

nd he stated, "You guys pick it up from there." WYNN was advised that ROLLINS had identified 

\ \TPD_FS 1 \TEMPLATE\TPDCONT. DOT P]\GE 4 OF· 8 P.~GES 
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him and he said that he didn't care about what ROLLINS said because he wasn't there and it was 

ROLLINS'w~or~~~~hi~·s~._ 

WYNN was then asked where he had been during the shooting at ROLLINS and 

MATTHEWS. WYNN stated that he had been at his aunt's for the ba,rbecue with RHEM. He stated 

:hat the shpoting went down at the barbecue and thenlUIEM phoned SWEARINGTON and asked him 

:0 come over ~ pick them up. ~said that'batlt he ... ~ &HI;M had been ve . an and·hAd beer!' 
------------ . ~~i.\ttvX 
illlQ.~~ut refaliation on whoever shot at thel!'. ~ said ~M felt it had been HEBERT, but that he 

ws not sure and didn't wartt to retaliate on the wrong poopl ~~ said his grandinother had been trying· 

_'Iiil1I.'Ifut:clffelaljllliJi~8 "'" slated that approximately 4S to 60 minutes after ~~e-d";'hi-'m';:"', ....\(40-'~-
iWB~GTON arrived in his blue Caprice and the three of them went to the AM-PM at So. 12th and 

iprague to see who was there and to try and find out if anyone knew who had shot at him. When asked why 

Itey went there to find ou~ WYNN said because that was where everyone hung out. WYNN said. that they 

ad only been there about five minutes when they Were then shot at again and he was grazed. WYNN said 
- o..~~ff' 
"l1f"SWEARINGTON and &HEMthen dropped him otfback at his aunt's house and told him they would be 

.. . - -----~ 

Idk later. They then left. WYNN said he dtovehis Caprice that had just been shot up to pick up his 

-irlfiiend, ALISHA RORIE, at work. He. said he could not remember the name of the business where she 

~otked, but provided the phone number of 572·2032. WYNN s.aid he then drove back to his aunt's house, 

rhere he and RORIE ~tayed for another two and a half to three hours, at which time they left and dro:v~e~t~~~'''~~:=l:L 

DRIE's apartment, where they stayed the rest of the night. WYNN _~~~~. SWEARINQTON __ ~n? ~ 

f~l!~med after dropping ~!D <?ff. -b' )"..... ~~ 
_---- .. -- ... - - ._. ___ .... ___ --d .-.~ Cf::::o )~ ~ "'~ ( J 

__ -.~. ~-,vv--"'-)\~"--"" ~ \j' _ • -. 

I then told WYNN I wanted to be sure of wha!~as saying. I asked him if what he was saying was 

lat from the time.SWEARIN9.!~~ picked him and_~N~uP a~~~~unt'_~_~~~_~_~ an~ .. ~~~y" ~_~~t..-t~-t_he 

M-PM and were shot at, to the time they dropped him back off at his aunt's house, he was with 

\\TPO_FS1\TEMPLATE\TPDCONT.DOT PAGE 5 OF 8 PAGES 
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:hem in SWEARINGTON's car ~ntire time peri.2E? WYNN said that was correct. tf3) 
, 

WYNN was then asked about the shooting at the Texaco by the Silver Unicorn, where 

rUCKER had been shot at, TPD Case No. 99-2700124. WYNN said that he had seen TUCKER's car 

larked near the vacuum cleaner. He said that he had heard that TUCKER wanted to talk to him about 

:verything that had been happening, and since they were from the same hood, he stopped to talk to him. 

VYNN said he pulled up behind TUCKER's car and slightly to the right of it. WYNN said suddenly RHEM, 

(ho had been sitting on the passenger's side in the front seat, leaned acro~s the front of him and began firing 

wo guns out of the driver's window at TUCKER's car. WYNN said that just before the shooting RHEM 

ad said, "Fuck this. That mother-fucker shot at me." WYNN said that as soon as RHEM stopped shooting, 

e drove off and TUCKER shot back at them s they fled. When asked, WYNN said RHEM had been 

He said besides the 10mm, RHEM also possessed a 040 
___ _---P"-...- .- -.- -----------looting a 10mm, but wasn't sure of the other -

:tliber and 045 caliber handgun. 

~--------------~ 
WYNN was then asked what kind of ca TUCKER had been in and he said a smaller dark-colored 

ationwagon. He said he had been driving a R gal and when asked if it had been SURlNA's, he said he 

dn't kn~w. When asked who else had b~en in he car during the shooting, he said, "No comment." When 

;ked, WYNN said that SWEARINGTON had p ssessed a .380, but had traded it for something else, but was 

Isure of what. When asked ifRHEM had ever ossessed a 9mm, WYNN said, "No, I don't think so. Only (~ - - ------_.- - .:.--' ._---_._-- - .... _---

A F9 and[~;;' .. WYNN said he had no guns 
I 

WYNN denied any involvement in, or kn wledge of any shooting during an attempted car jack of a 

hite Mustang, TPD Case No. 99-2330166, or a drive-by shooting on SHAWN GAINES at 64th and Puget 

>und, TPD Case No. 99-2421336. \VYNN deni d even knowing GAINES. 

WYNN volunteered that RHEM would so etimes shoot unexpectedly and for no reason when --- -- - ---------_._--- -- .. - -

ley were out cruising around. WYNN would ndt give specifics and said he would not volunteer any 
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WYNN was asked about his car having been stolen. WYNN said ALISHA RO~ had been dnvmg 

he car and had been satiac~ed at gunpoint at the apartments at So. 15th and Sprague. WYNN said that 

rIFF ANY BRADLEY told him she had witnessed the caljack and that "LI'L WALTER" had done it. When 
. .. . . -------

.sked, WXNN said that he had seen LI'L WALTER two to three tim.e.s..s.inCJLthen_and had chased him. ,. '., . . -_._-----
VYNN denied ever shooting at LI'L WALTER and said RHEM had not either. (TPD Case No. 

9-2711204) 

WYNN was then asked how he had come into possession of the Caprice he now drove. WYNN said 

e had traded some Mexican a Cutlass, $1,500.00 and some sounds for the Caprice. When asked why he left 

'acoma for Portland, WYNN said it was to visit his aunt. When asked if it was before or after RHEM got 

rrested, he said it had been after. 

WYNN then asked what we wanted, what it would take for him to go home. We told WYNN all we 

'anted was the truth and that he had only been partially truthful. WYNN said that if we dropped the charge~ 

~ would tell us everything. WYNN was advised that we didn't have the authority to make deals and all we 

-------------------
>old do was pass on what he said to the Prosecutor. He was then asked what "Tell us everything" meant 

1d he again asked what we wanted to know. WYNN was then asked several questions: 

Question #1 - Do you know who shot at you at SVRINA's? WYNN responded, "Yes." 

Question #2 - Did you see anyone else? WYNN responded. "Yes." 

Question #3 - Did you see the driver? WYNN responded, "No. I saw two people." 

Question #4 - Both passengers? WYNN responded, "Yes." 

Question #5 - Are they neighborhood Crips? WYNN responded. "Yes." 

WYNN then stated that he was done answering questions and asked what would happen now. 

Ie was told we would provide his statement to the Prosecutor and we would discuss it with him. We 

\\TPD_fSl\TEMPLATE\TPDCONT.DOT PAGE ·7 OF 8 
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19ain explained to WYNN that we did not make deals, nor would we even discuss deals with him and 

\0 
\0 
I 

N 
~ 
c...J -c...J 
Ul 
Ul 

hat the only person authorized to offer deals was the Prosecutor. WYNN assured us that if we wanted to co 

t, we could make it happen. The interview was then concluded. 

It should be noted that this was the only time during the interview that anything along these 

nes was disc'ussed and only after WYNN brought it up. 
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v~partment of Corrections Page 

WASHINGTON STATE PENITENTIARY 

T R U S T A C C 0 U N T S TAT E MEN T 

387 Of 638 

OTRTASTB 
6.02.1.6 

DOC# 0000723868 Name: RHEM, MICHAEL L 
LOCATION: E01-026-6DI03 

Account Balance Today ( 07/03/2006 

Account Balance as of 

SUB ACCOUNT 

SPENDABLE BAL 

SAVINGS BALANCE 

WORK RELEASE SAVINGS 

EDUCATION ACCOUNT 

MEDICAL ACCOUNT 

POSTAGE ACCOUNT 

COMM SERV REV FUND ACCOUNT 

06/30/2006 

06/01/2006 

START BALANCE 

4.04 

73.03 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

1. 49 

0.00 

Current 

Hold 

Total 

06/30/2006 

END BALANCE 

21.33 

73.03 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

26.49 

0.00 

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS 

TYPE PAYABLE INFO NUMBER AMOUNT. OWING 

CVCS CRIME VICTIM 04122001 UNLIMITED 
COMPENSATION/07112000 

COIS COST OF INCARCERATION 04122001 UNLIMITED 
/07112000 

MEDD MEDICAL CO PAY DEBT 04082002 0.00 

MEDD MEDICAL COPAY DEBT 08302004 2.7.0· 

MEDD MEDICAL CO PAY DEBT 01292004 0.00 

MEDD MEDICAL COPAY DEBT 04092000 0.00 

COl COST OF INCARCERATION 04122001 UNLIMITED 

CVC CRIME VICTIM COMPENSATION 04122001 UNLIMITED 

SPHD STORES PERSONAL HYGIENE 07232004 0.83 
DEBT 

SPHD STORES PERSONAL HYGIENE 04092000 0.00 
DEBT 

TVD TV CABLE FEE DEBT 09112004 2.96 

TVD TV CABLE FEE DEBT 04092000 0.00 

TVD TV CABLE FEE DEBT 06092001 0.00 

COSFD COS - FELONY DEBT (206) 03092004 0.00 

COSUD COS - OMMU DEBT (206) 03092004 66.29 

PROPD PROPERTY DAMAGE DEBT 1021~OO~ .. 0.00 

LFO LEGAL FINANCIAL 20040126 UNLIMITED 

OBLIGATIONS 

POSD POSTAGE DEBT 06042001 0.00 

POSD POSTAGE DEBT 07192004 1.17 

HYGA INMATE STORE DEBT 02172004 0.00 

HYGA INMATE STORE DEBT 05072001 0.00 

LMD LEGAL MAIL DEBT 06292005 3.17 

BKG# 

120.85 

40186 

120.85 

0.00 

120.85 

AMOUNT PAID WRITE 

41. 00 

164.01 

3.00 

0.00 

3.00 

3.11 

0.00 

61.20 

0.00 

4.26 

0.00 

1. 50 

5.52 

180.00 

8.71 

4.65 

22.00 

2.81 

0.00 

0.00 

42.47 

0.00 

OFF AMT. 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 
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OTRTASTB 
6.02.1. 6 

WASHINGTON STATE PENITENTIARY 

T R U S T A C C 0 U N T S TAT E MEN T 

DOC# 0000723868 Name: RHEM, MICHAEL L BKG# 40186 
LOCATION: E01-026-6D103 

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS 

TYPE PAYABLE INFO NUMBER AMOUNT OWING AMOUNT PAID WRITE OFF AMT. 

MISCD MISCELLANEOUS DEBT 02212003 0.00 1. 69 0.00 
800D WELLFARE/BETTERMENT FUND 04092000 0.00 2.00 0.00 
UPSD PERSONAL PROPERTY POSTAGE 05032001 0.00 0.34 0.00 

DEBT 

UPSD PERSONAL PROPERTY POSTAGE 11132003 0.00 1. 86 0.00 
DEBT 

TRANSACTION DESCRIPTIONS -- SPENDABLE BAL SUB-ACCOUNT 

DATE TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION RECEIPT# TRANSACTION AMT BALANCE 
06/07/2006 CLASS 3 GRATUITY-M.I. FOOD 42.19 46.23 

SERVICE P/R 

06/07/2006 Deductions-CVC-04122001 0 D 2.11) 44.12 

06/07/2006 Deductions-COSUD-03092004 0 D 8.44) 35.68 

06/10/2006 105 - TV CABLE FEE 0.50) 35.18 

06/21/2006 REC FEE - MUSIC-M.I. 3RD QT 5.00) 30.18 

06/26/2006 CRS SAL ORD #3495435STOR 8.85) 21. 33 

TRANSACTION DESCRIPTIONS -- SAVINGS BALANCE SUB-ACCOUNT 

DATE TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION RECEIPT# TRANSACTION AMT BALANCE 

TRANSACTION DESCRIPTIONS -- WORK RELEASE SUB-ACCOUNT 
SAVINGS 

DATE TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION RECEIPT# TRANSACTION AMT BALANCE 

TRANSACTION DESCRIPTIONS -- EDUCATION ACCOUNT SUB-ACCOUNT 

DATE TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION RECEIPT# TRANSACTION AMT BALANCE 

TRANSACTION DESCRIPTIONS -- MEDICAL ACCOUNT SUB-ACCOUNT 

DATE TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION RECEIPT# TRANSACTION AMT BALANCE 

TRANSACTION DESCRIPTIONS -- POSTAGE ACCOUNT SUB-ACCOUNT 

DATE TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION RECEIPT# TRANSACTION AMT BALANCE 

06/23/2006 RECEIPT FOR POSTAGE- 25.00 26.49 

TRANSACTION DESCRIPTIONS COMM SERV REV SUB-ACCOUNT 
FUND ACCOUNT 

DATE TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION RECEIPT# TRANSACTION AMT BALANCE 


