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A. ISSUES PERTAINING TO APPELLANT'S ASSIGNMENTS OF 
ERROR. 

1. Whether the defendant knowingly, intelligently, and 

voluntarily waived his right to counsel for purposes of 

resentencing on Cause Number 04-1-03902-1? 

2. Whether the court properly imposed a 10-year no-contact 

order to run from March 27, 2009, until March 27,2019. 

B. STATEMENT OF THE CASE. 

1. Procedure 

On August 10, 2004, the State charged James Douglas, hereinafter 

"the defendant," under Pierce County Cause Number 04-1-03902-1 with 

one count of assault in the second degree and one count of assault in the 

fourth degree. CP 1-3. The State filed an amended information on 

November 18,2004, adding one count of bail jumping. CP 4-5. 

On November 1,2004, the State charged the defendant under 

Pierce County Cause Number 04-1-05086-5 with one count of arson in the 

first degree l . CP 25-49. On March 3,2005 the trial court joined and 

consolidated the assault action and the arson action for trial. CP 27,34. 

1 To avoid confusion, the State will adopt the defendant's method for referring to the two 
cause numbers. Pierce County Cause No. 04-1-03902-1 will be referred to as the "assault 
action." Pierce County Cause No. 04-1-05086-5 will be referred to as the "arson action." 
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The two actions proceeded to jury trial where a jury found the defendant 

guilty as charged. CP 135-137. The trial court sentenced the defendant on 

February 10,2006. CP 6-17. On March 10,2006, he filed a timely notice 

of appeal. CP 23-24. 

This court issued an unpublished opinion in the defendant's appeal 

on September 8, 2008. CP 25-49. In that opinion, this Court reversed and 

remanded the arson action for a new trial and affirmed the assault action. 

Id Pursuant to the appellate decision, the arson action and the assault 

action came back before the trial court for a hearing on December 1,2008. 

lRP 3. 

At the December 1 hearing, the prosecutor informed the court the 

arson action and the assault action had been consolidated prior to the 

defendant's trial. lRP 4. The defendant then made a motion to proceed 

pro se. lRP 3. The defendant discussed his overall dissatisfaction with 

his legal representation at his initial trial and at his initial sentencing. 1 RP 

5-6. The court engaged in a colloquy with the defendant then granted the 

defendant's motion to proceed pro se with standby counsel. lRP 15-17; 

CP 160. 
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On December 8, 2008, the defendant filed several motions with the 

court, including a motion to sever the two actions and a motion for relief 

from judgment in the assault action. CP 160, 161-164; CP _? As the 

two actions were still consolidated at this time, the motions were filed 

under the arson action's cause number. Id. In the motion for relief from 

judgment, which the defendant labeled with both actions' cause numbers, 

the defendant sought to vacate the assault action's judgment and sentence 

and present mitigating circumstances at a resentencing for the assault 

action. Appendix A. The defendant also filed a motion to sever the 

assault action from the arson action. CP 161-164. 

On December 16, 2008, the court addressed the motions filed by 

the defendant on December 8,2008. 2RP 3. Because the arson action, 

now reversed and remanded for a new trial, affected the defendant's 

offender score for the assault action's original sentencing, the prosecutor 

agreed the two cause numbers should be severed and the assault action 

resentenced. 2RP 12-13; CP 25-49. The judge granted the motion to 

2 Pursuant to a motion to supplement the record, filed by the State on April 22, 2010, this 
court permitted the State to supplement the record with clerk's papers from Pierce 
County Cause No. 08-1-05086-5. The State submitted a request for supplemental 
designation of clerk's papers to the Pierce County Superior Court Clerk on May 5, 2010. 
Some of these supplemental clerk's papers have not yet been prepared by the clerk's 
office. To facilitate review of this case, the State has attached the supplemental clerk's 
papers as appendices to this brief. All clerk's papers awaiting designation will be 
referenced as CP _, followed by the appropriate appendices designation. 
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sever the two actions. 2RP 15. The judge also vacated the judgment and 

sentence for the assault action and set the assault action for resentencing. 

2RP 13-16. 

On February 6, 2009, the court held a subpoena hearing. 3RP 3. 

At that hearing, the defendant presented two subpoenas for the trial judge 

to sign naming two witnesses necessary for the defendant to present 

mitigating circumstances at his resentencing 2RP 21. The trial judge 

approved the witnesses and signed the defendant's subpoenas. 3RP 22. 

The trial court resentenced the defendant on March 27, 2009. CP 

120-131. At the start of the hearing, the defendant brought a motion to 

dismiss the assault action. 4RP 5. The judge denied the defendant's 

motion. 4RP 6. Prior to imposing a sentence, the judge heard mitigating 

evidence testimony from Mari Vaswig, the defendant's marriage 

counselor, and Dr. Betty Richardson, a psychologist. 4RP 8, 14, 17. 

After hearing the witness testimony, the judge sentenced the 

defendant to 12 months for the second degree assault conviction, with 12 

months credit for time served. 4RP 32-34; CP 120-131. As a condition of 

sentencing the judge imposed a 10 year domestic violence no-contact 

order barring the defendant from contacting the two victims in the assault 

action. 4RP 29. 
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C. ARGUMENT. 

1. THE DEFENDANT KNOWINGLY, VOLUNTARILY, 
AND INTELLIGENTL Y WAIVED HIS RIGHT TO 
COUNSEL AT RESENTENCING. 

On appeal, the defendant claims he did not waive his right to 

counsel in the assault action. The United States Supreme Court recognizes 

a criminal defendant's constitutional right to waive assistance of counsel 

and to represent himself at trial. Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806, 95 

S. Ct. 2525,45 L. Ed. 2d 562 (1975). The Washington Constitution 

similarly provides that the accused in criminal prosecutions shall have the 

right to appear and defend in person. Const. art. 1, § 22 (amend. 10). 

State v. Barker, 75 Wn. App. 236, 881 P.2d 1051, 1053 (1994). However, 

the assertion of the right to proceed pro se must be unequivocal. State v. 

Luvene, 127 Wn.2d 690,698,903 P.2d 960 (1995). 

A defendant who chooses to waive this right must do so knowingly 

and intelligently. State v. DeWeese, 117 Wn.2d 369, 377, 816 P.2d 1 

(1991). Although a defendant need not himself have the skill and 

experience of a lawyer in order to competently and intelligently choose 

self-representation, he should be made aware of the dangers and 

disadvantages of self-representation, so the record will establish "he 

- 5 - Douglas.doc 



knows what he is doing and his choice is made with eyes open." Adams v. 

United States ex rei. McCann, 317 U.S., 63 S. Ct. 236, 143 A.L.R. 435, 

87 L. Ed. 268 (1942). 

In interpreting Faretta, our state supreme court held that a 

colloquy between the defendant and the court must at a minimum consist 

of informing the defendant of: 1) the nature and classification of the 

charge, 2) the maximum penalty upon conviction, and 3) the existence of 

technical rules which will bind a defendant in the presentation of his case. 

Bellevue v. Acrey, 103 Wn.2d 203, 233, 691 P.2d 957 (1984). 

Once a trial court obtains a valid Faretta waiver of counsel, the trial 

court is not obliged to appoint, or reappoint, counsel on the demand of the 

defendant; this decision is left to the trial court's discretion. State v. 

Deweese, 117 Wn.2d at 379. 

Self-representation is a grave undertaking, one not to be 

encouraged. Its consequences, which often work to the defendant's 

detriment, must nevertheless be borne by the defendant. When a criminal 

defendant chooses to represent himself and waive the assistance of 

counsel, the defendant is not entitled to special consideration and the 

inadequacy of the defense cannot provide a basis for a new trial or an 

-6- Douglas.doc 



appeal. State v. Deweese, 117 Wn.2d at 379, citing State v. Hoff, 31 Wn. 

App. 809,644 P.2d 763, review denied, 97 Wn.2d 1031 (1982). Trial 

courts must be careful when a criminal defendant unequivocally requests 

the right to represent himself; the unjustified denial of this right requires 

reversal. State v. Breedlove, 79 Wn. App. 101, 111,900 P.2d 586 (1995). 

The defendant in this case knowingly, voluntarily, and intelligently 

waived his right to counsel for resentencing in the assault action. Pursuant 

to the State's CrR 4.3 motion to join the arson action and the assault action 

on March 3, 2005, the trial court joined the two actions and consolidated 

them for trial. CP 25-49. The charges were not severed after the trial, 

prior to the original appeal, or immediately following the original appeal. 

The charges therefore remained joined as of the December 1,2008, 

hearing when the defendant moved to proceed pro se. 

When the court called the defendant's case on December 1,2008, 

under the arson action cause number, the court effectively called both the 

arson action and the assault action. The prosecutor and judge made this 

fact clear at the beginning of the hearing. 

The Court: Is there a published opinion in this case, or not? 

The State: I believe it's an unpublished opinion, Your 
Honor. 

The Court: Unpublished opinion. And the charge is? 
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The State: There were two charges, or multiple charges, 
but two separate cases consolidated for trial. First was 
Assault in the Second Degree and a bail jump stemming 
from that. The second was Arson in the First Degree, 
residential burglary, and violation of a protective order. 

lRP 3-4. The parties involved had no reason to believe the hearing did 

not concern both actions. 

At this hearing, the defendant brought a motion to proceed pro se. 

The most pressing issue facing the defendant at this time was the retrial 

for the arson action. See CP 25-49. The trial judge therefore properly 

focused his colloquy with the defendant on the known issues the defendant 

would face proceeding pro se. The trial judge informed the defendant of 

the seriousness of the arson charge, the maximum penalty, how that 

penalty would affect his strike offense record given the assault action, and 

the technical rules involved in a trial. 1 RP 7-16. The trial judge also 

informed the defendant he would be held to the same standards as an 

attorney in the upcoming proceedings. 1 RP 9. The defendant agreed to be 

held to those standards. Id. 

By December 1, 2008, the assault action had been affirmed on 

appeal and the defendant had served his sentence for that charge. lRP 15, 

CP 25-49. The judge therefore had no reason to go into extensive detail 

regarding the assault action during the pro se colloquy. Nevertheless, the 

judge did question the defendant about the assault action. 
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The Court: You know, Assault in the Second Degree is a 
strike offense. 

The defendant: I understand. 

The Court: It's a most-serious offense. Three of those, and 
you are life in prison without chance of parole. 

The defendant: I have already served the time for those 
charges, Your Honor. 

The State: For the assault, he has, Your Honor. 

lRP 15. This shows the State, the court, and the defendant all agreed that 

while the two actions were joined, the pressing matters involved the arson 

action. The rest of the colloquy reflects this understanding. 

After the defendant's extensive colloquy with the court, the judge 

engaged the defendant in a final discussion. 

The Court: Is this exactly what you want to do? 

The defendant: Yes. 

The Court: You are not going to come back tomorrow and 
change your mind on me because this is it. 

The defendant: No, I mean, I am ready. I am ready to go. 

The Court: Do you want to think about it some more? 

The defendant: No. I want to do it. 
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The Court: Okay. You are making a big mistake. I advise 
you to do other than this. I advise you to at least think: 
about it further, but if you want to go ahead today and pull 
the trigger on yourself, have at it. Is this your final 
decision? 

The defendant: Yes. 

1RP 15-16. Determining the defendant made a knowing, intelligent, and 

voluntary request, the trial court granted the defendant's motion to 

proceed pro se and appointed standby counsel to assist the defendant with 

his case. 1RP 16. This constituted a valid Faretta waiver of counsel. See 

Faretta, 422 U.S. 806 (1975). 

The defendant's actions immediately after the trial court granted 

his motion to proceed pro se further support the State's assertion that the 

defendant knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waived his right to 

counsel for the assault action's resentencing. Immediately after the 

defendant received notice that he could proceed pro se, he filed a motion 

to sever the arson action from the assault action. CP 161-164, 165. The 

defendant simultaneously filed a motion for relief from judgment in the 

assault action. Appendix A. At the December 16, 2008, hearing, the trial 

court heard and granted these two motions. 2RP 12-16. As a result, the 

court scheduled a new sentencing date for the defendant in the assault 

action. 2RP 17. 
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It is important to note that the defendant's motions while acting 

pro se brought about the severance and resentencing. As discussed above, 

severance and resentencing were not before the court when the defendant 

initially requested to proceed pro se. Once the defendant received 

permission to proceed pro se, he sought to sever his charges and be 

resentenced for the assault action. The defendant clearly intended to 

proceed pro se for purposes of the assault action and cannot now be heard 

to complain about proceedings which he motioned the court to hold. 

From the time the defendant requested to proceed pro se through 

his resentencing the defendant filed several motions for the assault action. 

In multiple appearances before the court for the assault action, the 

defendant never requested counselor even questioned his status as a pro se 

defendant. Additionally, the defendant never petitioned the court to allow 

standby counsel to actively represent him. When the defendant chose to 

represent himself, he chose to accept the consequences of his actions. See 

State v. Deweese, 117 Wn.2d at 379. The trial court had no obligation to 

step in and appoint the defendant counsel sua sponte once the defendant 

successfully severed his charges, successfully vacated the original 

judgment and sentence, and successfully arranged a resentencing in the 

assault action. Id 
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The defendant agreed to be held to the same standards as a lawyer. 

lRP 9. Those standards include following through with motions brought 

before the court and accepting the consequences of those motions. The 

defendant cannot knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waive his right 

to counsel, fully represent himself, not request reappointment of counsel, 

refuse to seek the assistance of standby counsel, and then complain the 

trial court denied him his right to legal representation. The defendant 

knowingly, voluntarily, and intelligently waived his right to counsel for 

resentencing. 

2. THE NO-CONTACT ORDER IMPOSED BY THE TRIAL 
COURT DOES NOT EXCEED THE MAXIMUM 
DURATION ALLOWED BY STATUTE. 

The statutory maximum term for second degree assault, a class B 

felony, is 10 years. RCW 9A.36.021 (2); RCW 9A.20.021 (l)(b). On 

appeal the defendant claims his court imposed no-contact order's 10 year 

duration should run from the defendant's original sentencing date, 

February 10, 2006, not the March 27, 2009 resentencing date. Brief of 

Appellant at 14. The plain meaning of the statutory language applicable to 

the defendant's case does not support the defendant's assertion. Because 

this case hinges on interpreting the relevant statutes, the court reviews the 

issue de novo. State v. J.P., 149 Wn.2d 444,449,69 P.3d 318 (2003). 
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The goal of statutory interpretation is to discern and apply the 

legislature's intent. Id at 450. When the plain meaning of a statute is 

unambiguous on its face, that plain meaning is an expression of legislative 

intent. Koenig v. City of Des Moines, 158 Wn.2d 173, 181, 142 P.3d 162 

(2006). To determine the plain meaning of a statute, the court looks at the 

entire statute as well as related statutes and provisions that disclose 

legislative intent. City of Spokane v. Spokane County, 158 Wn.2d 661, 

673, 146 P.3d 893 (2006). 

In 1981, the Washington Legislature enacted the Sentencing 

Reform Act (SRA). Since 1981, the SRA has undergone several 

amendments. RCW 9.94A.015. When sentencing a defendant, trial courts 

must use the SRA version in affect at the time the defendant committed 

the offense. RCW 9.94A.345.3 The defendant committed the charged 

assault in this case on July 25, 2004. CP 1-3. 

The SRA authorizes the sentencing authority to impose crime-

related prohibitions as part of a defendant's sentence. RCW 

9.94A.505(8); Appendix B. Crime-related prohibitions include orders 

prohibiting contact with victims of the charged crime for a duration not to 

3 All SRA statutes cited by the State in this brief refer to the SRA language and 
codification in effect as of July 1,2004. For clarity, the State has attached all relevant 
statutes as appendices. 
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exceed the statutory maximum term. State v. Armendariz, 160 Wn.2d 

106, 108, 156 P.3d 201 (2007). 

The defendant's assault conviction stemmed from an incident 

involving his mother- and father-in-law during a custody exchange of the 

defendant's daughter. CP 25-49. Therefore, pursuant to RCW 10.994 the 

trial court imposed a domestic violence no-contact order barring the 

defendant from directly or indirectly contacting the assault victims. CP 

120-131; 150-151. Section IV, paragraph 4.3 of the defendant's judgment 

and sentence form references this no-contact order, a crime-related 

prohibition of the defendant's sentence. CP 120-131. 

When a defendant is resentenced, the resentencing date becomes 

the new sentencing date. See State v. Amos, 147 Wn. App. 217,232, 195 

P.3d 564 (2008). This rule applies regardless of how many times a 

defendant is resentenced on a conviction. Id On December 16, 2008, the 

trial court granted the defendant's motion to vacate his original judgment 

and sentence. 2RP 16. The trial court resentenced the defendant on 

March 27,2009. 4RP 34. The no-contact order is therefore valid for 10 

years from March 27,2009, the day of sentencing. As 10 years is the 

statutory maximum sentence for second degree assault, the defendant's 

4 Chapter 10.99 of the RCW details protocol for handling domestic violence cases, 
including issuing no-contact orders. 
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no-contact order duration does not exceed the maximum duration allowed 

by statute. 

The plain meaning of the statutes in the Sentencing Reform Act 

and in RCW 10.99 show the legislature intended no-contact order 

durations to run from the sentencing date. RCW 9.94A.505(8) states a 

court may impose and enforce crime-related prohibitions as "part of any 

sentence." Appendix B. As these crime-related prohibitions are part of a 

defendant's sentence, they cannot take affect until the judge formally 

sentences the defendant. See Id. Therefore, when the trial court vacated 

the defendant's original sentence, it vacated any attached crime-related 

prohibitions, including no-contact orders. When the trial court 

resentenced the defendant on March 27,2009, it effectively imposed a 

new no-contact order. 

While RCW 9.94A.505(6) requires a sentencing court to give a 

criminal defendant credit for all confinement time served before the 

sentencing "if that confinement was solely in regard to the offenses for 

which the offender is being sentenced," the SRA does not require credit 

given for time passed under prior crime-related prohibitions. Appendix C. 

When a sentence is vacated, any crime-related prohibitions part of that 

sentence are vacated as well, with no time credit earned. Had the 

legislature intended to give a criminal defendant credit for the time crime 
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related prohibitions were in effect under a vacated sentence, the legislature 

would have included such language in RCW 9.94A.505(6) or elsewhere in 

the SRA. Rather, the legislature's intent is to provide as much protection 

to victims of crime as possible through the use of crime-related 

prohibitions. 

One purpose of the SRA is to protect the public. RCW 

9.94A.OI0(4); Appendix D. Furthermore, "the official response to cases 

of domestic violence shall stress the enforcement of the laws to protect the 

victim." RCW 10.99.010; Appendix E. A no-contact order is a tool that 

protects victims from their assailants. See State v. Wilson, 136 Wn .App. 

596,608, 150 P.3d 144 (2007). A plain reading of the domestic violence 

provisions in conjunction with the SRA statutes support the conclusion 

that the legislature intended no-contact order time durations to run from 

the sentencing date with no credit for time accrued under a vacated 

sentence. This provides the most protection to victims of crimes as 

intended by the legislature. 

As a no-contact order is not a type of confinement nor a type of 

community custody, community supervision, or community placement, a 

defendant is not prejudiced or unfairly punished by running the durational 

time for no-contact orders from the resentencing date. The plain language 

meaning of the SRA shows the legislature intended crime-related 

- 16 - Douglas. doc 



• 

prohibitions to run their duration from the day of sentencing, even if that 

sentencing is the result of a prior vacated sentence. The trial court 

properly issued a 10 year no-contact order in the defendant's case under 

RCW 10.99 and the SRA to be in effect from March 27,2009 until March 

27,2019. 

The defendant cites to cases and relies on statutes within the SRA 

which correlate with conditions of community placement and community 

supervision, not conditions of sentencing, to support his arguments on this 

issue. See Brief of Appellant at 16. Former RCW 9.94A.700(S)(b), cited 

by the defendant, allows a sentencing authority to prohibit a defendant 

from contacting the victims of the charged crimes while on community 

placement. Brief of Appellant at 16; Appendix F. Similarly, former RCW 

9.94A.71S(2)(a), cited by the defendant, allows a sentencing authority to 

prohibit a defendant from contacting the victims of the charged crimes 

while in community custody. Brief of Appellant at 16; Appendix G. 

However, as discussed above, the no-contact order imposed by the court in 

the defendant's case was not imposed under the authority provided by 

these two statutes. 

Community custody and community placement conditions are 

detailed under Section IV, paragraph 4.6 of the defendant's judgment and 

sentence form. CP 120-131. The line in that paragraph stating "the 
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defendant shall have no-contact with __ ," is left blank. Id Section 

IV, paragraph 4.3 of the defendant's judgment and sentence, detailing 

conditions of the sentence, states, "The defendant shall not have contact 

with __ including, but not limited to personal, verbal, telephonic, 

written or contact through a 3rd party for _ years (not to exceed the 

maximum statutory sentence.)" Id In this paragraph, the court handwrote 

"see no-contact order." Id The attached domestic violence no-contact 

order contains the details of this prohibition, including its 10 year duration 

and the protected victims' names. CP 150-151. As the court did not 

impose the no-contact order as a part of community custody or community 

placement, the statutes cited by the defendant are not applicable to the 

defendant's case. 

The sentencing court properly imposed a no-contact order as a 

condition of the defendant's sentence to expire 10 years from the March 

27,2009, sentencing date pursuant to clear legislative intent. 
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D. CONCLUSION. 

For the reasons stated above, the State respectfully requests this 

Court affirm the judgment and sentence below. 

DATED: June 3, 2010. 

MARK LINDQUIST 
Pierce County 

P4.utmg Attorney 

~C.~ 
THOMAS ROBERTS 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
WSB # 17442 
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FEB '1 0 2006 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. 04-1-03902-1 

VI. JUDGMENT A.ND SENTENCE AS TO COUNTS 
IANDmOM.Y(JS) . 

f1~r~leYearcrLell FEB 1 ~ lUGS 
JAMES PBlLIPDOUGLAS 

SID: UNKNOWN 
DOB: 1/3111968 

( ] Fint-Time Offender 
r 1SSOSA 
[ ]DOSA 

Breaki 

L BEARING 

1. 1 A aentencint hearin& was beld and the defendant, the defendant's lawyer and the (deputy) pr'OseC1ltinf5 
. att«ne,y were preICr1L , 

n. F.lM)INGS 

There being no reaDl why judgmenhhoold nct be prmounced, the court FINDS: 

2. ) CURRENT OFFENSX(S): The defendant W.8 found guilty CIl 

by r J plea r X] jury-verdict ( J benm trial of: 

COUNT eRDA RaW t:NHANCEMDlT 
TYPE· 

I A33AULT IN THE 9A.36. 021 (1)(a) 
SECOND DEGREE (E26) 

m BAIL JU}.4PIUG (EEID) 9A. '76. 170(1), . 
9A.16.170C3)(c) 

DATI OF 
CRIME 

11lS104 

1<VIV04 

INCIDENTNO. 

041'144 

041744-

.. (Ii) F'1NlMm, (D) Othw deadly weapool, (V) VUCSA in a prcteded zone, (VH) Ven Hem, See RCW .t6.61.'ZO, 
(JP) JuvmUe pralmt. 

as chqed in the Ammded Infamatim 

( ] Cumrt offCllllC:ll encompu~ the same aiminal conduct and count.i~ u one crime in dctcnnining 
the offender 6W'e are (fl,CW 9.94A.589): 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felooy) (6119/2003) Page 1 of __ _ 

0IIIa: or Plvleculllli MtOr1lC7 
Hi c. It a,,· B"ndlll& 
Tacoma, w ....... oa !l8fCn.ll71 
TeI.phoDe: (Z5J) '191-7400 
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[ J Other current calvictial8lilled under different cause rlUmb8"8 used in calculating the offender.are 
are (lilt offcme and cause numb,cr); 

2.2 CRIMINAL BIBl'ORY (RCW 9.94A..s2S): 

1 

2 

3 

CRn.m DATE OF SF.N'TENCING DATE OF A.rL1 TYPE 
SEN1'.ENCE COURT CRIME ADULT OF 

(C<lUOI:y 8: State) JUV CRIME 
ARSON'mTHEFlRST Otha- Current Pierce Co., WA A V 
DEGREE ()4...1-OS~S I bllolo'l 
RESIDENTIAL OtherCUmnt Pierce Co. , WA 

_. 
A NY 

BURGLARY 04-1-05086-5 "\,0" I) i b.."i 
DOMESTIC Other CUmnt Pierce Co.. WA lB'HY04 A NY 
VIOLENCE COURT 04-1-OS086-S 
ORDER VIOLATION 

[ J The calIt rands that the foil awing prier cxnvictien. are me offense fer purposel of deterrninins the 
offender seen (RCW 9.94A.SlS): 

1.3 SENTENCING DATA.: 

COUNT OmiNDER SERIOUSNESS STANDARD IWfOE PLUS TOTALSTAHDARJ) MAXIMUM 
HO, SCORE L!VEL (eotiDcIudiDs tIIbmc_~ .EHHAHCBMlNTS RANGE TIRIoI 

6zWlJIiIIo8 eeUw:-tDt.t 

I 5 IV 21-29MOS 18-36MOS MOS lOYR3/ 
"l-~ ... '2..~ S20.000 

m 4 m 12+-16,MOS 12+-16,MOS SYR8/ 
$10000 

2.4 [ J EXCEPrIONAL SENTENCE. SUblltantiaJ and ccrr.peJling re8BCn8 exillt whien juatiCy an 
ereepti~ lerunce [ ) abov e [ ] below the atandard rqe fer Count(.) . Findings or [act and 
ocncluaienl or 1_ are attached in Appcnd~ 2.4. The ProIec:uting Attaney [ ] did [ J did net reccmmend 
a similar leIltenoe. 

2.5 LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGILTIONS. Tbejudsmcnt.tball upen enbybe c:011edableby civil mean., 
djed to applicable e:xempticns set rcrth in Title 6. ROW. Chapter 379, Sectim 22., Law. of 2003. 

( ] The following ~ary. cirtumaancas eDit thlll make reltitutim inappropriate (RCW 9.94A. 7S3): 

[ 1 The following E!lb'aCt'dinaiy ciraJmltances exi~ that make payment of noomandatory le~ rmancial 
obligaticu inappropriate: . 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (m) 
(Felmy) (611912003) Page 2 of __ _ 

Otru:e of Pros«at1ac AlIol1lC1 
'. CgIIR'J·Qb: 'pPdiDJ 
1Ro ..... WuIalqloa '1I4Ol·1J11 
Teleplloae, (l5J) '791.,. 
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16 For violent offenses, tnoIt I8'iws ofIensel, or armed ofI81denr recommended sentencing aveement8 or 
plc:a agreements are [ ] attached ( ) u follOW'I: 

m. JUDGMENT 

3.1 The defend_ i. GUD..rr afthe CotriB and Chargeali8ted in Paragraph 11. 

3.2 [ ) The court DISMISSES Ccunta ____ [ ) The defendant i. fClUnd NOT GUILTY oJ Coontl 

IV. SENTENCE.AND ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED: 
. . 

4.1 Dc:fcndanL mall PI)' to the Clerk ofthi. COJrt: (pi",..CInIIIl,.Clat. '30 Tac:am.A .... 1I0. Tac:_. WA 'B40~ 

J.fISSCODE 

JmUPJN S Re8titutioo to: 

PCP 

DNA. 

PUB 

FRC 

FCM 

WFR. 

JF.R. 

S Rettitlltioo to: 
(Name and Addree--addreallUlf be withheld and provided ocnfidcmtially to Clerk'. Office). 

S 500.00 Crime Vic:t.im U8e8IInaU 

S 100.00 DNA Database Fee 

$ __ -,-_Ccurt-Appoitlted Att«ney Fees and Derenae COllI 

S Criminal Filing Fee 

S Fine 

$ Witness CCl&lI 

$ Jury Fee 

OTHJ:R LEGAL F.lNANCJAL OBLIGATIONS (apecify below) 
$, ______ Oili~COIlIror: ___________________________________ _ 

S'-____ OtherCOIlI Cor: ___________________________ _ 

$ TOTAL 

eXl All payments shall be made in ac:ccrdance with the policies of the de'k, ccmmencing immediately, 
urueal the ccut apecificaUy Id.a fa1h the rate hcnin: Nc:t Ie: •• than $ pC7' mcrih 
canmencing, . RCW 9. S'a4. 760. 1£ the court doea net lilt the rate herein, the 
dc:£endant. Bhall RpM to the clerk'. office 'within 24 hQ.IMI of the entry of the judgmcrt and ~e to 
set up a payment plan 

4.2 RES'lI1 01 ION 

~e &bore ld.al does net. include all restitutioo which may be set by later crder of the cwrt.. An agreed 
reatituticn order may be erUcred. R CW 9. 94A. 7S3. A reltitutioo hearing: 

[ ) ahal1 be sEt by the prolleCUta'. 

~~I~(~------------------------------------------------~ 
{ 1 defendant wajYes any right. to be present at any restitution hearing (defendant' 8 initial.): ____ _ 

[ J RESTITIITION. Order Attach~ 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Fdcny) (6'19/l003) Page 3 of· __ "--

Ollke or 1'rIIHaI1l1l1 AUoraq 
'4' ell '3 at) R uJldtac 
'JaC'llDUl. WulliDllOD 9&401-1171 
Teleplloae: (Z53) .,,11-7400 
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f'EJ RtitIWfl<ii craa=ea ibdVe 'Iidl be p&1dJOUl£iy ana BCtli!i"1dly wllh:--

NAME of ether defendant i CAUSE NUMBER (Vj~name) 

RJN 

4.3 COSTS OF INCARCERATION 

[ ) In additioo to ether collt8 imposed herein. the colrt finds that the defendanthaa er ialikely to have the 
mana to pay the corU or inclll"CCntioo, and the defendant i. a-dc:red to pay tUm QOuat the lIt.I1utay 
rate. RCW 10.01.160. 

4.4 COLLECIlON COSTS 

The defendant abaJl pay the COlts of 88'9ices to collect. unpaid legal fmancial obligatimr per contract. er 
statute. RCW 36.\8.190, 9.9\A. 180 and 19.16.500. 

4.' IN'l'ERD1' 
The fmmciti d,1ipU~B impCl8eCl in this judsmmL aU b~ int.a'aL £rem the date or the ju41fl\U*. unU\ 
payment in full, at the rate applicable lo civil judgments. RCW 10.82.090 . 

4.6 COSTS ON APPEAL 

An award of cob on appeal againlt the defendant may be added to the total legal fmanciaJ ClbHgatiaul 
RCW. la73. 

4.7 [ J BIV TESTING 

Thc Health ~artmmt er deai8llce shall tct and counsel the defendant fer HIV as 80Cl1l u pollible and the 
defendant aU fully cocperate in the testin3- RCW 70.24.340. 

4.8 [X] DNA TESTING 

The defendant shall have 8 bloodlbiological sample drawn fer purposes of DNA identificaticm anal}'llia and 
the defendart litaJl fully c:<:q)cnte in the telling. The appropriate agency, the camty er DOC, mall be 
I"eIIpcmaible fer drtaining the sample prier to the defendant' B release &em confmement. aCYl 43.43.7 S4. 

4.9 NO CONTACT 

The defendant. shall nd. have contact with *- o..!lr~ &.. \...tJ. (name, DOB) including, but net 
limited to, pcnmal. verbal. telephonic, written cr contact through .. third party fer yCII'B (not to 
exceed the maximum lIlabJtexy senten~). 

~cmatic Violence Prd:ecticm Order cr Antiharaanent. Order il filed with thi. Judgment and Sentence. 

4.10 OTHER: 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felony) (6'1912003) Page 4 of __ _ 

Olllce or Pnosecull ... "'llorue1 
1M On"n", Cir, B,,'kUlli 
'noCUl" WuJdaa10a !III4Ol·Z171 
1eJepboae: (Ul) "..7400 
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4, I] BOND IS HEREBY EXONERATED 

4.12 CONli'INEMENT OVER ONE YEAR.. The defendant illenlenCed 81 foilowl: 

4.13 

(a) CONn:NJ:M:!NI'. RCW 9. 94A.589. Deftndart illll'J'ltenced to the following term of tcUl 
CXIlfuument in the cuatody of the Department of Cancti<rll (DOC): 

~ mcDJw CXl Count -r mcntha en count 
=-t 

fG mcnths CXl Count +IF: ~enCount 

mooths cnCOltt mootha CXl Cooot 

Actual mxn1>cr ofm<lCllh. oftctal c::onfmcmc:nt.<rdcred is: __ .....:-__________ _ 

(Add mandatary fU't8l'm and deadly weapons enhancement. time to run c:onaecuti.,ely to ether coonts, lee 

5c:diCXl 2.3, 3aUnc:ing Data. above), 

CONRC1J'I1VJ!ICONCURRENT SEN'I"ENCES. RCW 9.94A.ssg. All crunts nil be served 
ccncumntly, except fer the patien of thOle C<lUl1t8 fer which there i8. special rJDding of a fnann IX" other 
deadly weepcn 88 .. fcrlh above at Sectioo 2.3, and exCEpt fa" the following camts which IIhaIl be served 
ccn~~vdy: _________________ ~ ___________________________ ___ 

The ICIltenoe ha"ein lIhall run ccn8eClti.,e1y to all Ce1my BCI'ItmOCl in clha- C8U1IC mmtbcn prier to the 
cc:mmillion of the aWe(.) beina sentenced. ________________ -=--__ 

Canfinemmt all cctnmen~ immediately unle .. c:therwise let forth here: ________ _ 

(b) Tba del'lIOdaat Iball receive c:NClIt ror time I.Ned prior to -DtslclD& It that CCIIlI'buDuat "..1 

IOl~ underthb cause JIUIIIb.r. RCW 9.94A.505. The time _"ad lIball be computed by ~taU j LA. 

um.. thJI c:ndlt for time _"811 prior to 18DU1lClna" ..,.df'k:alJy let forth by the cowt: ~'~-1J 

4-14' ~ r:s: . ( J COMMUNITY PLACEMENT (pre "'1100 off8UleS) i. crdered III follows: ~ 
23'1 Ccut _____ rer ___ mmths; 

caJnt ____ fef' ___ .ma1tha; 

Ccut rex' mClllthst 

~OMMtmII'Y CUSTODy'i. crdered a8 followl: 

CCUI1 ~ fer a ranse fran: /£ to 

Count fer a renee fhlm: to ----

'50 . Matths; 

----- Moorha; 

0IDce 01 Prvuadill& AIIo1'IIe1 
pM Cerro" 0,,· P"Ucllq 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (J8) nco .... WuIIIIII'oa ~2171 
Tdepboue: {l53) ',..7_ (Felony)(611912003)'Pa8eS of __ _ 
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Cwnt fer a range fran: to Months; ----- -----

cr fer the period of' earned release awarded punuant to RCW 9. 94A. 728(1) and (2). whidtevc:r ilrlengcr. 
and standard mandatcry cmditiona are crdered. [See '£{CW 9.94A for oommunity placement offenses--
1ICriCU8 violat offawc:. KCmd degree uarult., any airne llgailllt a pcnm with II deadly weapen fmdint;. 
Chapter 69.'0 a' 69. $2 RCW offenJe. Ccmmunity rulltOdy follows a tern for a sex offense -- RCW 9.94A. 
Use pangrapb 4.7 to impale ccxrmunity rulitody following wat. ethic carr:q>.] 
While 00 canmunity placement a- cxmmunity CW/tody, the defendant shall: (1) repat to and be available 
fer ccriact with the uligned cxnmunity cxmx1iens office- u directed; (2) wak at DOC-approved , 
educ:atioo, employment. andfa- canmunity llEr'9i~ (3) nd. c:ulIume c:ontroIled SUblllanceB except pursuant 
to t ... fully ,-.Jed praa;pt.i<X5, (4) not. untw£ully pQ11e81 c:ootr'olled subllt.ances wbile in canmunity 
OlIlady; (5) pay IUpervilioo fees 81 detennined by DOC; and (6) perfcnn affumative actI ru!Cestary to 
mmita- cm1pliance with the crden of'the court u nquired by DOC. The residence locat.i.m anel Jiving 
ammganentl are albject to the pria' approval of DOC while in canrnunity placement. a- comrwnity 
wstody. CcmnuUty custody fer sex off'c:ndc:rs lIllY be exta1dcd fer up to the ItItutay maximum term of 
the aentence Violat.ioo ofaxnmunity mlltDdy ~ed fer a sex offerwe may rault in additiooal 
ccnf'mcmenl. 
( ] The defendant &hall n« coname any alcdloJ, 

~Def'mdant all have no cmtact with: s.c..c., ~ ~ e,..w..J. 
{ ] Defendant nil remain [ ] within [ ] ootaide of a specified seosraPhical baJndary, to wit: 

( 1 The de£endart shall participate in the followins ai.tne-re1ated treatment ex' CClUlUleling sc:rviCell: __ ....I 

[ 1 The defendant shall undqo an evaluatioo fa- treatment for [ 1 dcxneltic violence [ 1 substance abU8e 

( ) mental health [ ) angc:r manasanc:nt and fully canply with all recanmended 'tn:llmc:nL 

[ ] The defendant Ihall ctmply with the following aime-re1ated prdu'bitiOOl: _______ _ 

othc:r ccnditicnl may be impoaed by the CQJrt. ex'DOC dUl'ins cc:rnrmnity cu&ody. cr ~ ect fa1h hc:rc: _ 

4.14 (1 WORK ETBIC CAMP. RCW 9.94A.690, RCW 72.09.410 .The c:a.Jrt fmdB that the defendant. js 
eliGible and illi.kely to qualify fer wen ethic camp and the court reCCluanends that the defendant serve the 
lIeI1tenoc: at a waic. ethic CIIIJ1). Upon canpJcticn or wait ethic camp. the detcndant shall be: relc:ucd on 
ccmrnunity CUItody fer any remaininG time of t.d.al c:mfmanenl, IUbjed. to the conditiCl'lll below. Violatioo 
of the condiuOOll of camumity mstody m.y rCallt in a n:tum to t«aI caUmanau. fer the balance of'the 
defendant', remaining time of tcta1 cmfmement The cooditiCl'lll of ccmmunity rultodYIIn! IItated above in 
Sec:ticn 4.13. 

4.1 S OFF LIMITS ORDER (known dnJg trafficker) RCW 1066. 020. The following areas are off limits to the 
defendant while under the IUpc:rvisicn of the County Jail eX' Deplirtmcnt of CaTCcticm: _____ _ 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(FeJr:ny) (&'19/1003) Page 6 of __ _ 

Oftke or I'nIMculiD&AUanIeJ 
ME CorA'Ine", Bn"dlq 
'IKa .... Wubiqtoa 9MOl-2171 
Telcpboae: (l53) 7""'4410 
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V. NOTICES AND SIGNA. TURES 

5,1 COLLATERAL ATTACK ON JUDGMElIT. Anr pc:titiat er m<tiat fer collateral attadc at this 
Judpt'Jt and SSllenc:e, iricluding but nd limited to any ~ restraint petitiCXl, Ilate habeas ocrpus 
petitim,. mcticn to vacate judament. mwat to withdraw guilty plea. mctiat fer new bial er moticnto 
8I'T8t judpent. mwt be filed within ate ~ar of the fUl8l judgment in this matter, except as pnnided for in 
RCW 10.73.100 RCW 10.73.090. 

5.2 LENarH OJ' SUPERVISION. For an offense canmitted prior to July I, 2000, the defendant hil 
remain uncle- the court'. juriBdictim and the IUpcniliion of the Dcpar1mczt of C cn-ed.iCllS fer • period up to 
10 yearl fran the date of aenteoce er releaae fran confmement, whichever illcnger, to 8fIIILIr'e P ayment of 
all legal fmandal cbliptim8 unles. the coort extend. the aiminal j~ an additiautl 10 yean. Fa" an 
offl!Ule ocmmittsd at er after July 1, 2000,.the court Ihall nUin juriadic:tiat CRer the offender, Cer the 
purpOlle or the offcnde-' I ccmpliance with PlI)'ment of the lesal rmandal obligat.iOOll" until the cbligatiat i. 
canpletely atilfied, resardieas of the atatutory maximum Cer the O"ime. RCW 9.SI4A 76(J and RCW 
9.94-A.SOS. 

S.3 NOTICE OF INCOME-WlTHHOLDING ACTION.' Uthe CQlI't balM ordered an immediate ~oe 
of payroll dedudim in Scctim 4.1, you IR rdified that the Department of CcrTCC1iats may illUe a,nc:tioe 
of payroll deductiat without nctice to }'ClJ if you are mere than 30 days past due in matthly payments in an 
amrunt equal to CI" ~than the IIIllaJIJl payable fa" one mmth RCW 9.94A. 760%. Other intaIlO" 

withholding aCtion und8' RCW 9.94.A may be taken withaJt further notice. RCW 9. ~ 760%. 

5.4 CRIMINAL ENJ'ORCEMENT AND CJVlL COLLECI10N. Any violatim or thi. JiJdgmfllt and 
SEntence il puniJhable by up to 60 daya of Cmrmement per violatiat. Per aec:ticn 2.5 of this doa.ment, 

. lepl (mancial ObliptiaJI are c:011edJble by civil melD. RCW 9.5I4A. 634. 
. . 

5.S l1REA.RMS. Yell mut immediately unnder any concealed piato1licmae and yoo may net. cwm, use Ct' 

pcaea my firearm unIeas yoor risilt to do 10 is ratcred by a ccut of reCa-d. (The c.wrt c1C1k amtl 
fcrward a t:Dp'J of the defendant .. driV~8licena:e, identicard, er canparable identific:atiat to the 
DepIll'lJnem of LiceniinS alms with the date of ccmic:tiat er ccxnmitment.) RCW 9.41. 040. 9.41.04'7. 

S.6 SEX AND ICIllNAPPINGOFFENDER REGIST'RA.TION. RCW 9A.44.130, 10.01.200 NJA 

5.1 OTHER: __ -:---.:.. _____________________ _ 

DONE in Open Court and in the presence of the defendant this dat:;;e:~-__=_+__f"'_11__' 

Defendant. 

Print name: J6", .. .,·s DOl:) LJ 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felony) (6'19/2003) Page 7 of __ _ 

JUDGE 

~nmne:~~~~~~~+_-------­
WSB # ---~=---_f--_trtAt__4_ft_ 

OIIfiC2'1f9'1I'l11f1!GiI, 
P'f Co"n',' at, IM'lcUlII 
'DIcema, WubIDlIOD !I84Ol-Z171 
Tclepbaae: (Z5J) 7lI8·7..oG 
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04-1-03902-1 

CERI MeA. TE OF CLERK 

CAUSE NUMBER onros case: 04-1-03902-1 

I, KEVIN STOCK Clerk ofthi. Coort, certify that the fcregoing isa full, true and caTed copy of the Judgment and 
Sentence in the .bove-c:nt.itled actim now on reccrd in this office. FEB 1 ". ,; ,,-,~. .... . .. ,.;) 

WITNESS my hand and seal of the said Supaia' court afflXed this date: ______ ~ __ _ 

Clerk of said CoonI:y and State, by: 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felooy) (6119/'ZIX)3) Page 8 of __ _ 

Q ~uPeputy Citric 

omce of Pros«ullDg Allol'1lt)' 
," CO"R'Y'C'y Bu"diac 
1'Ic: ....... WasbJDgtOD 9fI402·2171 
Tc!epboae: (ZSJ) 198·'400 
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04·1-03902·1 

IDENTIFICATION OJ'DEFENDANT 

SID No. UNKNOWN Date of Birth 113111968 
(If no SID take fmgerprint card fer State Patrol) 

F9I No. UNKNOWN Local ID No. UNIOlOWN 

PCN No. UNKNOWN 

Aliaaname, saN, OOB: 

Race; EdmtdtJ; SIm: 
[ ] AIi.v'Pacific [ ] BladclAfrican- [ X] Caucasian [ ] Hispanic l Xl .Male 

Isl'- American 

[ J Native American [ 1 0thEr:: [X) Nan- 1 ] Female 
Hispanic 

Left'Dunb 

RiFt11rumb Ri~ felll' flfll8"l taken simultaneoosly 

" . ~ ~ 

I 8IUtt thall_the same defendant who append in~ ~hi8 Clher r~ and 

lignalUn!tha"EtO. ClerltoftheCcut,DeputyClerk, ~A'" h ! J Daud:d10 - 0 ~ 

D~ANr3ADDRE39: ____________________________________________ ___ 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (J3) 
(FelCIJ)') (6'1912003) Page 9 of __ __ 

Olllee of~ AItOnIC7 
',t C IJ Ocr '::Ildlal 
nco-. w ....... !II402-JJ71 
Ttlepllolle: (l!3) 791-7400 
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SUPElUOR'COURT OFWABHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

~ATEOFWASHINGTON. 

VI. 

JAMES PHILIP DOUGLAS • 

Plaintiff, CAUSE NO~ ()4.-1-O3902-1 

WARRANT OF COMMITMENT 
1) 0 C<U1l}r Jail 
Z).&}oept. of CaTeCtiaw 
3) E1 Otha" CuItody 

THE ~ATE OF WASHINGTON TO TIm DIRECTOR OF ADULT DEl'ENTION OF PIERCE COUNTY: 

WHEREAS, Judgma hu been prc:ncunced againat the defendant in the Superic:r CClUrt of the State of 
Wuhington fer the County of Pierce, that the defendant be punished.8 specified in the Judpent and 
Sentenco'OrdC'r Modi~evcicina PrcbationlCcmmunily Supcrvisim. I Cull and ccxm:t cqly of which ill 
attached hereto.. 

[ 1 1. YOU, nm DIlU!CrOR, ARE COWMANDED to receive the dcfendart fer 
clusificatial, caUUlement and plac«nent as crdered in the Jud&ment and SMtence. 
(SdaJce or caUUlanent. in Pia"QC Cwnly laiJ). 

YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to take and deliv8" the defendant to 
the prq>er officcn or the Depll'tmc:nt or Cam:tims; and 

YOU, THE PROPER OFFICERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS. ARE 
COMMANDED to receive the def'endant. fer c:Juaificaticn, cmfinement and pJacmlent 
u criered in the .Judament and Sentence. (Sentence ot" ccnf'tnement in Department of 
C<m:d.icm CUIItody), 

WAR.R.ANT OF 
COMMITMENT ·3 

Olllce.r~ .. AaCorae1 
946 c..r.c,..(:Iq BaUdI .. 
~ Was!da&'Oa 9I402-1t7l 
'J\Iep1roDe: (W) 798-7400 
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[ ] 3, YOU, THE DlRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defmdanl fer 

3 cllUlificatim. caUUJemcnt IIld plac:ancnt u <I"dcn:d in the Judgmc:rt and Scntcnce. 
(S8ltence of ccnfmement er placemEl1t ~ c:.w8'ed by SectiM. t and 2 abO'le) . 
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Dated: _'1._._~_b_._o_~ __ 

CERTlFIED COPY' DElIVERED TO SHERIFF 
_fl./. 9/ -Jf~ 

~ 1 3 2UlIi'': ", /r~/ %{b'$uty -.-

STATE OF WABHINGTON 

CCUIty of Pierce 

I. Kevin StocIc. Cld of the abO'i C ertit1ecl 
Ccurt, do hereby certiCy that this fcngoins 
instNnc:nt i •• true and .<XXTeCt CC0' of the 
criSinal now on file in my office. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 ba-eurto 14m)' 
hand and the Seal of Said Court this 

_d~ayor ~ . ~ t.oI~~ 

~~~ fP14Y 

rlt 

WARRANTOI' 
COMMITMENT ... 

(f '. 
I ••• "" 

FEB 1 0 2006 

~e~~ 
Deputy-

Oftke ell'rcIRaltlq AUerDe1 
'" COlUll7.ct17 BaIIdIq n-.. wllSlalqtoD 9I4OJ.2171 
Telepboae: (153) 798-7400 
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Deputy 

SUPFJUOR COURT OF W ASIDNGTON FOR PIERCE COUNI'Y 

STATE OF WASHINGl'ON~ 

Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. 04-1-03902-1 

VB. 

JAMEi PHI.LlP DOUGLAS~ JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE 
(Misd. andlor 0r01lJ Misd.) 3 2006 

Defendant. [) Pleaofauilty FEB 1 

DOB: 01131/68 
RACE: WHITE 
SEX: MALE 
AGENCY: WA02714 
INCIDENT.: 041744 

P<r Found auilty by Jill)' 
[1 Pound Guilty by Court 
SUSPENDED 

'Ibis miier omioS on regu • .-Iy for heng in open court on the I~ rAday of 
BUy 2t'Q6. the defendant JAMES PHILIP DOUGLAS and his attorney JOHN 
fiffiJp .lEN appoaring~ and the Stale ofWasbington appoaring by GREGORY L GREER. 
Pro~eutinl Att~'Y for Piw~ County J foUowing a verdict of guilty by jury by the oourt on the 
__ day of -.l y ~ • 2005. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED That said Defendant is guilty of 
the crime(s) of ASSAULTIN1HEFOURTH DEGRF.E, Cbqe Code: (E37), as cbqed in tbe 
Amended Information herein, and that he shall be punished by confmement in the Pioree COUDty 
Jail for a term ofnot more than 3 bS": cl~, s 

~Said sentence shall be (suspended) on the attached conditions of (suspended) seotence and 
ihBt the Defendant pay the prescribed crime victim ccmpensation penalty 8BSeSIIIIent as per 
RCW 7.68.03.5 in the amount of S ___ ~ 

( )11ae said Defendant is now hereby ccmmitted to the cuttody of the sheriff of afcresaid county 
to be detained. 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE· 1 . , .. 
OIBa 01 "'-atIqAUonltJ 
"" COUDlJ-CIl1 BuIIdlq -r.c-. Wubba&tDD ..-.11'71 
Tcleplloae: (l5J) 798-1400 
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04· t -03901-1 

Any period of supervision shall be tolled durina any period of time the offender is in 
confmement f« any reason. 

Bail is beroby exonended. 

Signed this ~ day of 
Defendant. 

JUDOE 

CER.11F1CATE 
FJltered lour. No. PB8e No. Department No. • this __ day of 

I. KEVIN STOC~ County Clerk BOd ctedc oftbe Superior Court of 
lh. St. ofWasbingtOD, in and fer the County ofPiere •• do hereby eertitY that the fOll'goiog is a 
fully, true and ~orred copy oCthe judpent, senteow, and COIIUIIitmeot in thil cause as the Dame 
appean of record in my office. 

WITNESS my hand and seal of said Superior court this _ day of 
------F-!FE~B 1 3 ~~~3 

aREOO La 
Deputy Prosecutins 
WSB fI. 22936 

Approved as to Fonn: 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE -2 
" ... 

KEVJN STOCK 

Couoty Clerk and Clerk of Superior Court. 

By ________ ~~~~~---------

·0IIIce oIl'Iw«uIIaI AtIGnIe1 
Mi C_.,..cltl BlliIdJDI 
,...., WuhIqtoD 91401·1171 
Ttk .. oae= (253) '791-1400 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STATE OFWASIDNOTON, 

Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. 04-1-03902-1 

VB. 

JAMES PHILIP DOUGLAS. CONDmONS ON SUSPENDED 
SENTENCE 

Defendant. FEB 1 (j 2UOG 

This matt", coming on resql.-Iy for sentencing befoJ). ~o Hon~e 
~ C ~ 4,-0 c... \..wsb [ .if . Judge, on the It.lE: 'day of &ect~. 
~ aD the Court baving sentenced the defendant.,AMES PHILIP DOUGLAS to teJDl of 

lEaS- cL"-11 forthecrim.e(s) of ASSAULT IN THE FOURTII DEGREB 
and the Court having suspended th. tenn, the Court herewith orden the fonowing conditions 
and provisions: 

1. 

2. 

( ) 

gf 

Tennin.ion dme is to be __ yelK'(s) after elme of sentence. 

The Defendant shall be under the cbqe of a probation officer 
employed by the Department afCorredions and foHow implicitly tbo 
instructions of said Department, and the rules and regulatioDS 
promulg.ed by the Department of Corrections for the conduct of the 
Defendant during the time ofbislhEl" probation heroin. 

() That the Defendant be under the supft"Vision of tho Court (bench prob.ion). 

3. () Defendant will pay the fonowing amounts to the Clerk of the Superior 
Court, Pierce County, Washington. 

$ __ _ Attorney fees as reimbursement for a portion of the expense ofhislher 
court appointed counsel provided by the Pierce County Department of 
Assigned Counsel. The court finds tbat the defendant is able to pay 
said fee without undue fmancial hardship. 

Oftkc of I'toIcartIIII Atf0me7 
,. CouDly.cJt)' BulkilDI 
Taco-, wuJalDctlla !IS4Ol.1111 
Teltpbolle: (l53) 191-7400 

CONDmONS ON SUSPENDED SENTENCE· 1 
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04-1·03902·1 

s )"00 
--=-- Crime Victim Compensation penalty assesanent per RCW 7,68.035~ 

s.-LLO Court Costs; 

$ __ _ 

S/OO 
Fme; / ~ 

Othor: ,Q1fIJl: ~ 
Restitution to be fcrwarded to: ___________ _ '---

Restitution hearing set fCl" _____________ _ 

'-- TOTAL payable at thu_ ofS ___ permontb ~meocinJ 

Revocation of this (X'obation for nmpaymeot shall occur only if defendant wilfully fails to 
make tbe payments bavingthe financial ability to do 80 orwilfuUy fails to make a good faith 
effort to acquire means to make the payment. 

A notice of payroll deduction may be issued or other inccxne-wilhholding action may be 
taken, without further notice to the offender. if B monthly court-ocdered legal fmancial obligation 
paymeat is Dat paid MId due 8Ild 811 aIIOUDt equal to cr gmt« tbau tbe nount payable f(X" one 
month is o\Wd. 

THE FlNANCIAL OBUGAll0NS IMPOSED IN nns JUOOMENT SHAlL BEAR INTEREST 
FROM THE DATE OF TBE runGMENT UNTIL PAYMENT IN FUlL, AT THE RATE 
APPLICABLE TO CIVIL JUDOMENTS. RCW 10.82.090. AN AWARD OF COSTS ON APPEAL 
AGAINST THE DEFENDANT MAYBE ADDED TO THE TOTAL LEGAL FlNANCIAL 
OBUGATIONS. RCW 10.73. 

Any period of supervision shall be tolled during any period of time tbe offender is in 
confinement f(l" aoy reason. 

()d Further Conditions 88 follows: 

tA-A 

CONDInONS ON SUSPENDED SENTENCE· 2 
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lTIS FURnmR ORDERED thai:. UPOD completion of any incareentioD imposed the 

~fqdant Bhall be Il'lnsed from tho wlitody of the Shmtr of Pi"",,, County 8Ild report to the 

authorized Probation Officer of this distriet, to receive his inlltnJdioDS:· Bail is hereby 

eJtooerated. 

[ ] PURSUANT TO 1993 LAWS OF WASHINGTON. CHAPTER. 419. IF THIS 
OFFENDER IS FOUND 10 BE A ClUMlNALALIEN ElIGIBLE FOR 
RELEASE AND DEPORTA110N BY THE UNITED STATES IMMIGlA nON 
AND NA1URALIZA lION SERVICE. SUBJECT TO ARREST AND REo 
INCARCERATION IN ACCORDANCE WI1H nns LAW. THEN THE 
UNDERSIGNED JUDGE AND PIlOSECtITOll CONSEN'r TO SUCH 
RELEASE AND DEPORTATION PRIOR TO TBE EXPIRA lION OF 1'BE 
SENTENCE. ~ . 

DONEINOPENCOURTIhiJI -\b dayof~' ~. 

~.QhJ~ 
PreBented by; 

ti~~ 
WSB' 22936 

Approved IS to Form: 

l~ PIDLIP DOUGLAS 
Defendant 

rlt 

CONDmONB ON SUSPENDED SENTENCE· 3 
:_.,.. __ .J_~ J ..... 

lUDGE 

Ollke of rr-caaJIII AaonIeJ 
946 c ... Iy-CIIJ IIGIIdIq 
'IKema, w ......... M402-Z171 
Telepllo-. (253) 791-7400 
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3UP1!lUOR COURT OF WA3H1NGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STA.TE OF WASHINGTON, FEB 1 3 2UGS 
Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. Q4..1-03902-1 

v .. 

J.AM!3 PHII.lPOOUGLAS ORDER FO& BIOLOGICAL 8AMPLEDRAW 
FOR DNAIDENTIFlCATION ANALYSIS 

THIS MATTER. hums cune (Il regularly Were the uncItnigned.lJd&e fer IISltencins follOW'u. 

[ ) A feJcny rex offense, which 0C<1ln'eCI after July 1, 199O,.r defmed by RCW 
9"~ 0'3(Q3). to wit: 
_________________ --J" andler 

A violent otTense, which ocaJrTed afttr July '1, 1990, II defmecl by ROW 
9"~0'3(Q8). to~: 

tt),. Co v \ \- "l... , andler 

Any felcny ofTflUle fer which a eonvicticn w II obtained after July 1, 2002, to 
. wit: 

PunuanI. to RCW 43.43.7$4, therefcre, it i. h8"d>y crcIer'ed that the defendant provide a biolopcal sample 

to be u.d fer DNA. identific:aticn anal)'llil II follow.~ 

PLACEIQ BETESmp 

[ ] (Out.-of-cwtody) Repcrt immediately to the Pierce County Sheriff'. Office loaated en 
the tit F10cr oCtile Ccunty City Building, 930 Taccma Ave S, Taccma, Wuhinaton fer 8 

biolO8ica1 sample draw, 

ORDER FOR BJOLOOICAL SAMPLE DRAW 
FOR DNA IDENTIFICATION ANALYSIS ·1 

0IIb of I'nIIeaatIDt AatenII1 
946 Coaaty.CIIJ IIuIIdIac 
or-, WIISbIqIoD f840Z·2171 
Telepboae: (29) 191-7400 
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( ) (Out-of-eu.ody) Ccrtac1 you' CCO tr ether DOC rep! eaemative to make an 
appointment to IUbmit a DNA sample. Y cur nmple mwt be: BUbmittcd within 60 days or 
today'. date or the dale you are released franjail, whid\ever canes later. 

(In-cutlody DOC) Submit to the biale&ical aampl e draw by the Dtp8l1mt!nt. c:l 
Ccrrc:ctiaw. 

[ 1 (In-CUItody PC Jail) Submit to biolcsicall8l11ple draw b)' ~ Pierce CCUlty Jail. 

DONI!INOPEllCOOKrthi'~d"~~ 1M 
~.~~~ 

SUELSHOUN 
D~ Pro8eQllins Atls:mI!y 
WSB##21333 

ORDER FOR SIOLOOICAL SAMPLE DRAW 
FOR DNA IDENTIFICATION ANALYSIS ·2 

JUDGE 

/ .. 

" 

0ftIce of ~AIronIe7 
946 c_CJ-CIIJ BII/JctIDI 
fi--. wMIlIaaCaa 984Il-217l 
nIepIIoae: (253) ~14GO 
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APPENDIX "B" 

RCW 9. 94A. 505(8) 



RCW 9.94A.505(8) 

As a part of any sentence, the court may impose and enforce crime-related prohibitions 
and affirmative conditions as provided in this chapter. 



APPENDIX "C" 

RCW 9. 94A. 505(6) 
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RCW 9.94A.505(6) 

The sentencing court shall give the offender credit for all confinement time served before 
the sentencing if that confinement was solely in regard to the offense for which the 
offender is being sentenced. 



APPENDIX "D" 

RCW 9. 94A. 010 
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RCW 9.94A.OIO 

The purpose of this chapter is to make the criminal justice system accountable to the 
public by developing a system for the sentencing of felony offenders which structures, 
but does not eliminate, discretionary decisions affecting sentences, and to: 
(1) Ensure that the punishment for a criminal offense is proportionate to the seriousness 
of the offense and the offender's criminal history; 
(2) Promote respect for the law by providing punishment which is just; 
(3) Be commensurate with the punishment imposed on others committing similar 
offenses; 
(4) Protect the public; 
(5) Offer the offender an opportunity to improve him or herself; 
(6) Make frugal use of the state's and local governments' resources; and 
(7) Reduce the risk of reoffending by offenders in the community. 
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APPENDIX "E" 

RCW 10.99.010 
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RCW 10.99.010 

The purpose of this chapter is to recognize the importance of domestic violence as a 
serious crime against society and to assure the victim of domestic violence the maximum 
protection from abuse which the law and those who enforce the law can provide. The 
legislature finds that the existing criminal statutes are adequate to provide protection for 
victims of domestic violence. However, previous societal attitudes have been reflected in 
policies and practices of law enforcement agencies and prosecutors which have resulted 
in differing treatment of crimes occurring between cohabitants and of the same crimes 
occurring between strangers. Only recently has public perception of the serious 
consequences of domestic violence to society and to the victims led to the recognition of 
the necessity for early intervention by law enforcement agencies. It is the intent of the 
legislature that the official response to cases of domestic violence shall stress the 
enforcement of the laws to protect the victim and shall communicate the attitude that 
violent behavior is not excused or tolerated. Furthermore, it is the intent of the legislature 
that criminal laws be enforced without regard to whether the persons involved are or were 
married, cohabiting, or involved in a relationship. 
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RCW 9. 94A. 700(5)(b) 
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RCW 9.94A.700(5)(b) 

(5) As a part of any terms of community placement imposed under this section, the court 
may also order one or more of the following special conditions: ... (b) The offender shall 
not have direct or indirect contact with the victim of the crime or a specified class of 
individuals. 



.- " 

APPENDIX "G" 

RCW 9. 94A. 715(2) (a) 



• •• r 

, 

RCW 9.94A.715(2)(a) 

(2)(a) Unless a condition is waived by the court, the conditions of community custody 
shall include those provided for in RCW 9.94A.700(4). The conditions may also include 
those provided for in RCW 9.94A.700(5). The court may also order the offender to 
participate in rehabilitative programs or otherwise perform affirmative conduct 
reasonably related to the circumstances of the offense, the offender's risk of reoffending, 
or the safety of the community, and the department shall enforce such conditions 
pursuant to subsection (6) of this section. 


