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I. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. The court erred by denying Mr. Stogsdill's CrR 7.8 motion to 

modify his sentence to permit contact with his biological children. 

2. The trial court abused its discretion by making a sentence 

condition that Mr. Stogsdill have no contact with any mmor 

children, including his own biological children, for life. 

3. The trial court violated Mr. Stogsdill's constitutional right to 

parent by ordering that he have no contact with his own biological 

minor children. 

II. ISSUES PERTAINING TO ASSIGNMENTS OF 
ERROR 

1. The court erred by denying Mr. Stogsdill's motion to modify his 

sentence and failing to modify the sentence condition that 

prohibited all contact with minor children, including his own 

biological children. 

III. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

James Stogsdill pled guilty via an In re Barr plea on March 2, 

2006, to one count of second-degree rape of a child. Supp. CP, Statement 
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of Defendant on Plea of Guilty, 1; RP 3/31106 3-4. The plea listed two 

victims, A.T., the daughter of Mr. Stogsdill's girlfriend, and H.W., who 

was unrelated to him, and who was older than the 14 year old limit. Supp. 

CP, Statement of Defendant on Plea of Guilty, 1; RP 3/31106 3-4. 

Prior to sentencing, Mr. Stogsdill submitted to a psychosexual 

examination. The report indicates that Mr. Stogsdill admitted sexual 

contact with A.T. when she was between the ages of 12 and 14 and with 

H.W. Supp. CP, Reports from Treatment, Comte, p. 2. The report also 

states that "He is now admitting to sexually molesting his daughter, who is 

now nine-years-old. He said she was four when he sexually abused her .. 

. " Supp. CP, Reports from Treatment, Comte, p. 2. However, the report 

also indicates that "He denied sexually abusing his children, except for the 

daughter from his relationship with Ms. Peterson." Supp. CP, Reports 

from Treatment, Comte, pp. 2. 

In his motion, Mr. Stogsdill denies that he ever molested any of his 

biological children. CP 3. At the sentencing hearing, Mr. Stogsdill 

neither acknowledged nor disputed this fact. See RP 3/31106. 

The State never proved nor charged Mr. Stogsdill with sexual 

misconduct with his biological daughter, and acknowledged at sentencing 

that his daughter had been interviewed and denied that anything sexual 
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had happened with her father. RP 3/31106 9-10. She had never disclosed 

abuse. RP 3/31106 9-10. 

As a part of the Judgment and Sentence, the court ordered that Mr. 

Stogsdill "shall have no contact with: minor children" for the duration of 

his sentence, which had a maximum of life. Supp. CP, Judgment and 

Sentence at p. 6. 

Mr. Stogsdill appealed his conviction and sentence and the court's 

unpublished opinion affirming can be found at State v. Stogsdill, 139 Wn. 

App. 1013,2007 WL 1674452 (2007). 

On September 5, 2007, Mr. Stogsdill filed two motions to modify 

or correct sentence and judgment. CP 1-3; 4-7. 

In his first motion, Mr. Stogsdill argued that the judgment and 

sentence violated his constitutional "liberty and privacy interest in the 

care, custody and enjoyment of his child." CP 1. Mr. Stogsdill asked the 

court ''to lift the blanket prohibition of contact with his minor biological 

children and at a minimum allow supervised contact, phone calls and letter 

writing." CP 2. This issue had not been raised in Mr. Stogsdill's direct 

appeal. See State v. Stogsdill, 139 Wn. App. 1013,2007 WL 1674452 

(2007). 

Mr. Stogsdill also filed a separate motion that sought to withdraw 

his guilty plea, arguing that he was not advised of the maximum life 
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sentence until just before the hearing and that by then, he was advised that 

it was too late to back out. RP 7/24/09 8; CP 4-7. The order denying 

defendant's motion also addresses this motion and is included in the notice 

of appeal. CP 19-22. 

Initially, his motions were denied without a hearing, but on appeal, 

the court was ordered to consider the motion in a full hearing. RP 

7/24/09; CP 8-9; 10-11; 12-16; State v. Stogsdill, 2009 WL 132250 

(2009). Therefore, on July 24, 2009, the court heard the merits of Mr. 

Stogsdill's motions. Mr. Stogsdill was not permitted counsel at this 

hearing, but proceeded pro se. See RP 7/24/09. 

The court denied both motions, fmding that the judgment and 

sentence properly prohibited Mr. Stogsdill from contact with his children 

"since it relates directly to the circumstances of the crime for which he 

was convicted," and "The court notes that the defendant admitted to sexual 

contact with his own biological child during his sexual deviancy 

evaluation." CP 19-20. The court also denied Mr. Stogsdill's second 

motion, finding that ''the record adequately reflects that the defendant's 

plea was entered into knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily after being 

fully advised of the direct consequences of this plea." CP 19-20. 

Mr. Stogsdill timely appealed the court's order denying his 

motions. CP 21-22. 
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IV. ARGUMENT 

ISSUE 1: THE COURT ERRED BY DENYING MR. STOGSDILL'S MOTION TO 

MODIFY HIS SENTENCE AND FAILING TO MODIFY THE SENTENCE 

CONDITION THAT PROHIBITED ALL CONTACT WITH MINOR CHILDREN, 

INCLUDING HIS OWN BIOLOGICAL CHILDREN. 

1. The trial court abused its discretion and violated Mr. 
Stogsdill's constitutional right to parent by placing a lifetime no contact 
order between Mr. Stogsdill and his biological minor children in the 
sentencing conditions. 

Under RCW 9.94A.505(8), a sentencing court has the authority to 

impose crime-related prohibitions, including no-contact orders. State v. 

Armendariz, 160 Wn.2d 106, 113, 156 P.3d 201 (2007). A crime-related 

prohibition is "an order of a court prohibiting conduct that directly relates 

to the circumstances of the crime for which the offender has been 

convicted." RCW 9.94A.030(13). A court may impose probationary 

conditions that tend to prevent the future commission of a crime. State v. 

Williams, 97 Wn.App. 257, 263, 983 P.2d 687 (1999). Crime-related 

prohibitions are reviewed for an abuse of discretion. State v. Armendariz, 

160 Wn.2d 106, 110, 156 P.3d 201 (2007). Discretion is abused when "the 

decision is manifestly unreasonable or exercised on untenable grounds or 

for untenable reasons." State v. Ancira, 107 Wn.App. 650, 653, 27 P.3d 

1246 (2001). 

"Parents have a fundamental liberty interest in the care, custody, 
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and control of their children." Ancira, at 653. (citing Santosky v. Kramer, 

455 U.S. 745, 753, 102 S.Ct. 1388, 71 L.Ed.2d 599 (1982)). However, the 

State also has a compelling interest in preventing harm to children, and an 

obligation to intervene to protect children from actions that would 

jeopardize their physical or mental health. In re Sumey, 94 Wn.2d 757, 

762,621 P.2d 108 (1980). 

A no-contact order to protect children is within a court's discretion 

if the order is reasonably necessary to protect children from harm and 

there is the appropriate nexus between the offense committed and the 

sentencing condition. Ancira, 107 Wn.App. at 653-54. Conduct prohibited 

during community custody need not be causally related to the crime. State 

v. Llamas-Villa, 67 Wn.App. 448, 456,836 P.2d 239 (1992). 

In State v. Letourneau, 100 Wn.App. 424, 997 P.2d 436 (2000), 

Ms. Letourneau was convicted of two counts of second degree rape of a 

child who was unrelated to her. As part of her judgment and sentence, Ms. 

Letourneau was ordered to have no in-person contact with her biological 

children unless supervised. Id at 426-27. The appellate court reversed the 

no-contact order because there was no evidence that Ms. Letourneau was a 

pedophile or that she otherwise posed a danger to her own children. The 

court concluded that the no-contact order was not reasonably necessary to 

prevent harm to Ms. Letourneau's children. Id at 441. 
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In Ancira, Mr. Ancira was convicted of violating a domestic 

violence no-contact order against his wife. The court issued a five-year no­

contact order that included his children, prohibiting all contact. Ancira, 

107 Wn.App. at 652-53. The court reasoned that the no-contact order was 

necessary to prevent further harm to the children who had witnessed the 

abuse of their mother. The appellate court considered whether the no­

contact order was necessary to protect the children from the harm of 

witnessing domestic violence. Id. The court noted that this particular 

condition, prohibiting all contact, was a "severe condition" and an 

"extreme degree of interference with fundamental parental rights." 107 

Wn. App. at 654. Ultimately, the appellate court held that while "some 

limitations on Ancira's contact with his children, such as supervised 

visitation, might be appropriate, even as a part of a sentence," that this no­

contact order was far too broad and the facts of the case "do not form a 

sufficient basis for this extreme degree of interference with fundamental 

parental rights." Id., at 655-56. 

In State v. Berg, 147 Wn. App. 923, 198 P.3d 529 (2008), Mr. 

Berg was convicted of rape of a child and third degree child molestation. 

In Berg, as here, the victim was an unrelated female child living in his 

home. The appellate court affirmed a sentence condition imposed on Mr. 

Berg prohibiting unsupervised contact with "female minors," without 
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excluding Mr. Berg's biological children. 147 Wn. App. at 930,944. The 

Court concluded that this restriction was "sufficiently tailored to the 

crime," which involved a victim who was then living in Mr. Berg's home, 

although not his child. 147 Wn. App. at 944. The Court notes that: 

Even though [the order] restricts all forms of contact, not 
just physical contact, it addresses the potential for the same 
kind of abuse at issue here, which Berg was able to achieve 
by exploiting a child's trust in him as a parental figure. 
Prohibiting Berg from having any unsupervised contact 
with A.B. prevents him from again fostering this kind of 
trust and putting her at the same risk of harm. 

Berg, at 944. The Court notes with approval that the trial court "limited 

the order to Berg's unsupervised contact with female children, noting that 

the prosecutor expressed no concern with Berg's contact with boys." Id., 

at 942. 

Unlike Berg, the trial court did not sufficiently tailor the restriction 

to limit the impact on Mr. Stogsdill's parental rights, while still meeting 

the State's interest in protecting his children. The trial court here imposed 

a lifetime no contact order for all "minor children." Supp. CP, Judgment 

and Sentence, p. 6. This is the same kind of "severe condition" 

disapproved in Ancira. This order would include boys as well as girls, 

although there was no evidence Mr. Stogsdill posed any danger to his sons 
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or other boys.l It also would apply to any future children Mr. Stogsdill 

might have, as well as his grandchildren. Moreover, the order here 

includes all contact, not just unsupervised contact, with his biological 

children, which exceeds the scope of the orders in Letourneau and Berg 

and resembles the order overturned in Ancira. 

Mr. Stogsdill pled guilty to sexual contact with the teenage 

daughter of his girlfriend, and another teenage girl, also unrelated to him. 

Supp. CP, Amended Information, RP 3/31106. The prosecutor and the 

trial court expressed concern for Mr. Stogsdill's daughter based on his 

alleged self-report during his treatment evaluation. RP 3/31106 9, 10, 16, 

37. The first problem here is that there is no proof that this actually 

occurred-the child herself denied that anything happened and this is an 

uncharged and completely unproved event. See RP 3/31106 9. However, 

even if this did provide an adequate evidentiary basis to invoke the State's 

interest in protecting Mr. Stogsdill's daughter, an order limiting 

unsupervised contact with all female children would still serve the State's 

interests without placing a complete prohibition on all contact between 

Mr. Stogsdill and his children. Berg seems to suggest that this tailoring is 

1 Mr. Stogsdill has at least one son who is still a minor. Supp. CP, Reports 
from Treatment (Comte), p. 6. There were no concerns expressed for the 
safety of Mr. Stogsdill's sons or other boys. See Supp. CP, Reports from 
Treatment (Comte). 
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necessary to meet the constitutional requirements of such a restriction on 

the fundamental constitutional right to parent. This order is even more 

severe than in Berg because it is a lifetime order. 

The trial court abused its discretion in failing to tailor the order 

narrowly to avoid unnecessary infringement on Mr. Stogsdill's parental 

rights. 

2. The trial court erred by denying Mr. Stogsdill's er.R. 7.8 
motion to modify his sentence. 

As shown above, the trial court abused its discretion by placing a 

broad lifetime prohibition against contact with all minor children, 

including Mr. Stogsdill's own biological children without narrowly 

tailoring the order. Therefore, the trial court erred by denying Mr. 

Stogsdill's erR 7.8 Motion to Modify Sentence and Judgment, should 

have granted his motion to modify, and should have tailored the no contact 

order to limit only unsupervised contact. 

V. CONCLUSION 

This case should be remanded to the trial court for modification of 

the judgment and sentence such that the trial court's order prohibiting Mr. 

Stogsdill's contact with his biological children be revised to permit at least 

supervised contact with his children. 
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6 SUPERJOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

7 STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
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Plaintiff, CAUSE NO- 04-1-03718-4 

vs. 

JAMES MONTE STOGSDILL, ORDER DENYIONG DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION 

Defendant. 

THIS MA TfER having come on regularly before the undersigned judge of the a~ve­

entitled court; 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that The Court. having -
reviewed the records. briefs motions and haying heard argument from the parties, hereby enters 

the following order: the defendant's motion to modify the conditions orhis Judgment and 

Sentence which bars him from having contact with his own minor children is denied. The court 

enters this finding pursuant to State v. Ancira 107 Wn. App 650, finding that his children were 

properly included in this order since it relates directly to the circumstances oftbe crime for 

which he was convicted. The court notes that the defendant admitted to sexual contact with his 

own biological child during his sexual deviancy evaluation. The court further orders that the 

defendant's motion under CrR 7.8 to withdraw his plea of guilty is denied. The court finds that 

the record adequately reflects that the defendant's plea was entered into knowingly. intelligently , 

and voluntarily after being fully advised of the direct consequences of this plea. The defendant's 

claim that the State breached it's plea agreement by amending the infonnation to crimes whose 

ORDER-I 
genordfonn.dot 

Office of the Proscc:uting Anomcy 
930 Tacoma Avenue South. Room 946 

Tacoma, Wasbingron 98402-2111 
Main Office: am 798.-1400 
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sentencing range exceeded eleven years on the high end is without merit The State did not 

violate the plea agreement. The defendant's motions are hereby denied and the defendant shall 

be trans ned immediatel back to the D 

sentence for this offense. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this 4- day of J,!?" 2009 .. 
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Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171 
Main Office: (253) 798-7400 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STATE OFWABHINOTON, 

Plaintiff. CAUSE NO: 04-}'()3718-4 

JAMES MONTE STOGSDILL. WARRANT OF COMMITMENT 

MAR 3 1 2006 
1) 0 COODty Jail 
2) CB3 Dept. of CQlTedic:ns 

Defendant. 3) 0 0th8" CUstody 

THE STATE OF WASmNGTONTO THE DIRECTOR OF ADULT DETENTION OF PIERCE COUNTY: 

WHEREAS, .Judfpnan has been prmrunoed against the defendant in the Supericr cc:ut of the State of 
Washington fer the County of Pierce, that the defendant be punilihed as specified in the lud@ment and 
ScntencoiOrdcr Modifyi~e\'ck.ing PrClbatic:nlCcmmunity Supcnisic:n, a full and ccnect ocpy of which is 
attached hereto. 

{ ] 1. rou, THE DIRECTOR. ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant fer 
cl8llJificaticn, coofinemEflt and plaCEment. as crdered in the Judgment and Sentence. 
(Sentence of cc:nf'mcment in Pierce COOIlty Jail). 

£If' 2. YOU. THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to take and deliver the defendant to 
the proper offioc:rs of the Department. of Cm-eciiCl18; and 

YOU, nmPROPER OmCERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS. ARE 
COMMANDED to receive the defendant. fer classificatioo, cmfinement and placement 
as c:rdered in the Jud8ment and Sentmce. (S8lt.ence of ca'lfmement in Department of 
CaTec:tiCXl8 custody). 

WARRANT OF 
COMMITMENT ·3 

OlJke or Prus«udngAttorney 
~6 County-Clty BuDdlug 
Tacoma. WuIIlJIgtou 98401·2171 
TelephoM: (153) 798-7400 
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[ ] 3. YOU, THE DIREC'l'OR, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant fer 

clusificat.ioo. conCm.cmc:nt and ptaocmert u crdcnd in the Judpc:nt and Sentence. 
(Sentence of ccrlfmernetlt er placement ~ CCRered by SectiOO8 t and. 2 abeRe). 

CElI11F1PDCOPY~rn.t. , 
DaMAR 3 ,_* ... 01lL.6 -'-d~.sfII'-'¥M~ 

STATE OFWABm:NGTON 

Ccunty of Pierce 

I, Kevin Stock. Clerk of the aheRe entitled 
Crurt, do hereby catify that this fcrea0in8 
inIItrumc:nt i8 • true and c:aTeCt. copy of the 
criginal nour on file in my office. 
IN WITNP.SS WHEREOF, I hereunto art my 
hand and the Seal or Said Court this 
__ day of ____ --' __ --! 

KEVIN STOCK. Cledt 
By:, ________ Deputy 

kam 

WARRANTOI' 
COMMITMENT ... 

omee or ProsccutIJIg Attomey 
946 Couaty-Clty BIIUdlDtl 
T"Kem .. WullJagtoa 9B401-1171 
nJeplloae: (153) .,.7400 
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SUPERIOR COURT OFWABHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

VB. 

JAMES MONrE STOGSDILL 

Plairtiff. CAUSE NO. ()4..1.(1'51 J 8-4 

JgI>OMENT Al'Q) SEN"lkNCE (33) 
tlJ1mcn 

SID: 14910434-
DOS: 08116166 

[ ] Jail One Year«Lea 
Defmdant. [] Fint-Time Offenda' 

[ ] SSOSA 

Il~~Tbec,de(BTC) NAR 3 1 211116 

L BKARING 

1.1 A sentencins hearing W88 held md the def81dant, the defendd1alawyer and the (deputy) proaeaJtin8 
attorney were prcaent. 

D. FDmINGS 

There bema no nIIlICD why judaJnent Ihculd nct. be prcnounced, the court PINDS: 

2.1 CURRE.NT OITENSE(S): The defendant was fcund guilty en 03102106 
by [ X] plea [ 1 jUlY-verdict. [ ] bench trial of: 

COUHT CRIME RCW ENHANCEMENT DATE 0' 
TYPE· CRIMI. 

I RAPE OF A CIUI.J) IN 9A.44.076 NlA 09I0110t -
mE SECOND DEGREE C131301C13 

DlCD>EHT"NO. 

Q3..023-0742 

• (It) Firearm. (0) other dc:.dly wcapen .. (V) VUCSA in a prctected zone. (VH) Veh. Hcxn. See RCW 46.61.SZo. 
(JP) lNmile pnsent. 

as charJed in the First Am8lded Infarnation 

[ 1 Cum!nt offenses 8lCClmpassin& the arne airninal conduct and countin8 as ClI1e O"imt! in determinin& 
the offender ICICR are (RCW 9.94AS89): 

[ 1 Other aJm!I1t CClnvictims lilted und8" different cause numbn used in calculating the offender.cere 
are (lilt offatle and cause number); 

JUDGl.fENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felcny) (6119lZOO3) Page IorIO 

omte .r Pl"OI«u .... Attonuly 
946 Coancy-Ocy Bulldlag 
Tacoma, Wadlln&toa 9I4Oi-117l 
TelephODe: (253) '191-7480 
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CRIME DATBOF SENTENCING DATE OF A«J TYPE 

SENTENCE COURT CRIME ADULT OF 
(COJ!1ty_ .& State) JUV CRIME 

BURGLARY 2 fSIrIl93 PIERCE 00, WA C11104/81 J NV 
UDCS C'BI1:1193 P.IER.CE CO, WA 04/21JVJ A NV 
THEFl'2 0ZI0l/()( PJERCE CO. WA 09/25J03 A NV 
OPeS OtherCumm PJERCECO, WA 1111<V04 A NV 

[ ] The ca.ut rands that the follOl1l'Uts priar cmvictian8 are ane offense far purposes of cktaminina the 
off'c:ndc:r &cere (RCW 9.94A.S2S): 

2.3 SEl'fI'ENCING DATA; 

COUHT OFFENDER SERIOUSNESS STANDARD RANGE PLUS TOTAL STItltDARD MAXIMUM 
NO. SCORE LPEL 6aas.iaducliDc aJIuuc-1Idt ENHItltCEMF'MTS RANOE TERM 

~adudilll~ 

I 3 XI 102-136 (to life) NJA 102-136 (to life) Life 

2.4 [ ] EXCJ!PI'IONAL SENI'ENCE. Substantial and ccmpelling re8800S exist wbichjustify an 
exceptimaJ sentence [ I abarle [ ] belOl1l' the Ilandardrange far CCIDlt(s) . Findinp of fact and 
cmclulicn.B of law .-e attadled in Appendix 2.4. The Prosecuting Al:tcmey [ ] did [ ] did net recollduend 
a limilar tll!ntenoe. 

2.S. LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS. lhejudgmri shall upcn. entry be collectable bT civil mean". 
albject to applicable emnptioos set fcrth in Title 6, RCW. Chapter 379, Sec:tiua 22, Law 8 or 2003. 

[ ] 1he follOl1l'ing ed:nlclrdinary ciraJmstanc:es exist that. mak.erestituticn. inappnlpriate (flCW 9.94A. 7S3): 

[ } The follCllllq extracrdinary ciro1mIlances sist. that make payment of. nonmandat.cry 1. rmandal 
obliptiCll18 inapprqniate: 

2.6 F«violent. offenses, moat. aerioos off .... «armed offenderare<mlDleilded SEntencing aareemmts <r 
plea aarc:anent.s are [ ] IIttached [ ] 8B £o1I0111's: STATE TO ASK FOR mOH END DEFENSE TO 
ARGUE FOR SSOBA 

m. JtJDOMENT 

3.1 The def8ldn is Otm.TY of the Counts and Charges liat:ed in Para.,-aph 2.1. 

3.2 [ ] The ca.at DISMISSES Cooms ____ [ ] The defendant is foond NOT GUILTYoCCcunts 

IV. SENTENCE AND ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED: 

4.1 Def8ldant Iball pay to the Clerk «this CcQt: 0'ien:eCouatyCledr.930 T_aAftI110. TacoJIlaWA9I402) 

JA8SC006 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felony) (&,1912003) Page 2 of 10 

omce or PrwecudDC Anorney 
946 CODDey-Clty BulldiDg 
Tuoma, \\.IIklatU 98(010-1171 
Telephone: (253) '798-7AGO 
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4.8 

4.9 

4.10 

4.11 

4.12 

The Health Department or deai&nee shall tt!st and coonsel the defendant for HIV as 8000 as possible and the 
defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing. RCW 70.24.340. 

[Xl DNA TESTING 

The defendant shall have a bloodlbiolosical sample drawn fa:- purposes of DNA identificatic:n analysis and 
the defendant Ehall fully <:Oq)erate in the teatins. The appropriate agency. the coonty or DOC. Ehall be 
respmBible fa:- obtaining the sample pri<r to the defendant's release £rom confinement. RCW 43.43.754. 

NO CONTAcr H. IV tCq/u.i 9:t-) 

The defendant shall net have contad: with A.\. <. 't t • L&3.) (name. \~e including. but nd: 
limited to. persatal, verbal, telephonic, written or contact thrwgh a tlUrdparty for" ~(nd. to 
ex:~ the maximum &tatutay sentence). 
[1' Danestic Violence Prcted.ion Order or Antiharaanent Order- is filed with this JiJdpent and Sent8lCe. 

OTHER: 

BOND 18 BERRB'i EXO.NERA.TED 

CO.NFINEMENT OVER ONl: YEAR. The defendant i. sentenced as follows: 

(a) CONFINEME.rIT. RCW9.94AS89. Defendant is8l2ltencedtothe followingtcnnoft<tal 
coofmement in the custody of tile Department of CaTeCtions (DOC): 

months on Count ----
____ m(W)tha on Count mooths on Count ----

mCrih& <lll Cotmt; tna1I'.h8 m Count ---- ----

CONFlNEMElfr. RCW 9.94A. 71 %.. Defendant is sentenc:ed to the foJlowing term of cmf'anement. in the 
autody of the D~arbncnt ofCarectioos (DOC): 

MininrumTam: ''2>lo McrJths Muirram Term: 

C<lUIlI: ___ Minimum Tam ______ Mmths Maximum Te:m: 

coont Minimum Tam Mentha Maximum Term: ---- -----------
The lndctmninate Sentencing Review Board may increase the minimum term of confmement. 

AclU8l number of ~ oftdal conImement «dfred is: \ ~ It ~ J?frJ 
JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(FeiCIly) (61'19/2003) Page 4 olIO 

Offife of PrasetlIling Attorney 
946 County-<:lIy BuUdlng 
Tacoma, Washlagtoa 984f)2.2171 
Telepbone: (253) 798-7400 
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educatim, employment. mdler canmunity servi~ (3) net. ocnllURle controlled mbatanees except pursuant. 
to lawfully iBlUed pR8aipti~ (4) not unlawfully p08Be&8 ccri:rolled 8Ub&tances while in cmurwnity 
aJItody, ($) pay alp8"9iaim fees as determined by DOC; and (6) perfcrm affumative 8CIB necessary to 
mmil« ampliance with the crcfcn of the court urequired by DOC. The nmidcnce loc:atim and living 
arrangements are albject to the prier approval of Doe while in ccmrmmity placement er ccmrrwnity 
QJItody. Cmmunity ClUItocly fer Belt offendcn may be extstded fer up to the 8tatuta'y maimum term of 
the aent.e'lCe. Violaticrl of oomrmmity Q1stody impased fer a sex offense may reIIJlt in additicrlal 

~~"'all n« coname any alcdlol. 

[~ef'en.dant filall have no omtact with:_....I""~\f\~OCL..-l..cbLUJ;\~d .... te~n...a-________ ~ 
[ 1 Defendant an remain [ ] within [ ] ootside of a specified SeosraPhica1 bcundary, to wit: 

[ J The defendant mall participate in the following aimc-ndated tn:atmc:nt er ccunaeling scnices: __ -' 

[ J The defendant. "'all undqo an evaluaticn fer tt'e8tment fer [ ] dcmeltic violence [ Jlllhstance abuse 

[ I mental health [ I anger management. and fully comply with all recuilDuended treat.rna:t. 

YJThe defendant "'all ccmply with the followins aime-relatldprdaibiticns: _______ _ 

6ge Af1'PHrlJ'X \., f- l' ( 1\ 1-\ Il 

Other canditicn8 may be imposed by the ocurt er DOC dl.ll'in& canmunity custcdy. er are set forth here: _ 

4.14 [] WORK ErBIC CAMP. RCW 9. 94A.690. RCW 12. 09.410. The cwrt finds that the defendant i. 
elisjble tItid i8 likely to qualify fer wc:rit ethic camp and the court reocmmenda that the defendant serve the 
sentence at a wCll'k ethic camp. Upon c<mplcticn of wCll'k ethic c~. the defmdant shall be released on 
oxnmunity custody fer my nmainins time of td.al cmfmenenl, subju to the conditians below. Violaticn 
oCthe conditicm of amrmmity wstody may readt in a n:tum to tdal cmf'1JlaI1ent Co- the balance of the 
defendant'. nmainins time of tdal cmftnemenl:. The ccnditians of oc:rmnunity matody are ttaled above in 
Sectim4.13. 

4.15 OW LIMITS ORDm (known drus traffidter) RCW 10.66. 020. The following areas are off limits to the 
defendant while \Dldcr the IIJperviBim of the Ccunty Jail er Depm1maJt of CClTCdicm: _____ _ 

CON'J'I.NJ!!MENT. RCW 9.94A. 712. Defendant is arienoed to the following term of ocxafincment in the 
aJItody of the Department. of Ccnecticns (DOC): 

Ccunt ___ Minimum Term: ______ Manths MuimumTam: 

Ccunt. Minimum Term Mcrltha Maximum Term: ---- --------
Ccunt Minimum Tam Mcxdhs Maximum Term: ----- --------

Thelndeterminale SentencinS Review Board may inCft8.se the minimum term of conf"mement.( ) 
COMMUMI'Y CUSTODY is Ordered fer counts sentenced under RCW 9.94A.712. frem time ofnlease 
fran tdal ooofutemEnt until the expiration of the maxinnun sentence: 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felmy) (611912003) Page 6 of 10 

omel! of Prvsft1llla&AltOraey 
946 COIIaty-Clty BulldlDlI 
T8COma, WulJlDatOll 9840Z-1171 
Teleplulae: (153) 798-7 .... 
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• 
30 dayl after al8I1:in8 achoal in this 8bte or becc:min8 ~layed or ~ cD. a vOC8lian in thillll8te, cr 
within 114 hcurs after doing 10 if' you are under the jt.riadidim of this ~ s DeparImcm cL CCl'l'ed:iCllUl 

If you change your residence within a camt.y, yeu mwt send written nctice of ya.r chanae or residence to 
the Ihcriff within 72 hours of moving. If you change yrur residence to a 1lCNI county within this &tate, you 
mLtIt send written natice of yatr chanae of residence to the ahEriff of yCO' neJ' 0DUrII¥ of residence at least. 
14 days bef'cremovinr. n=p&terwith that. IhcritTwithin 114 hours ofmovq and yrumuat. pvcwrittm 
notice of yar dlqe or address to the sheriff of the coonty where lut re&illtered within 10 day. of 
movin& Uyou JIlO'C aut ofWaDngtal State, youmullt al80 send written nctioewithin 10 days ofmoving 
to the county ahEriff with whan yeu last reaiatered in Washinf>tm State. 

If you are a resident dWuhinaton and you are adrnittedto a public «private irulitutim of maher educatiOl1. 
you are required to notify the aherifl' of the ownty of ya.r residence of ya.r intent to aI:tInd the induticn 
within 1 0 ~ of enrollina « by the fint buaineas dq after anivina at the inatitution,. whidtever is cartier. 
Even if you lack a ilXed residence, yoo are required torqiste', Resilltraticn must occurwithin 24 hours of 
release in the c<UJty whc:re you are being supc:rvised ifyw do net have a residence at the time of yar 
release £rem cust.ody cr within 48 hours acludins weekends and holidays after ceaq to have 8 fmed 
raidc:ncc. If you enter a ditTerent comly and &lay there f« mere than 24 boors. you will be required to 
reailter in the new county', YCIl must also rep ext weekly in penron to the ahEriff of the cmnty where yau 
are regiltered. The weekly RPm shall be co a day specified by the c:ount.y .mnff's office. and lIball occur 
during ncrmal business hours. The ownty stl8'ifJ'1 office may requireyoo to liat the locatianswhere you 
have a,yed during the I .. seven dll)'8. Ute lack of a fIXed n:sidGlCe is a fact« that lIIR1 be comridcnd in 
dEtermini.n& an offender' 8.;1It level and 1Ihal1 make the offender djed. to diaclomre of infcnnatian to the 
public at large punuant. to RC!W 4.24.SS0, 

If 100 move to and:her atate, cr if 100 waic, cany an a vocatim, cr attend school in ancther &tate you 
111UIIt. register a new addn:s&. fllllerprinta. and phctctnPh with the new state within 10 days after 
eatabHIIhins residence, cr after beginnina to weft, carry at a vocation,. cr attend school in the new IIIIt8te. 
Y ClU mult allO send writtal nctice within 10 days oC moring to the new &tate« to a f<nip country to the 
0CUI1y aheriff with whom you last reaillla'ed in Waahint,ton State. 

DONE in Open Court and in the preamce oCtile defendant this date:._....q..~I.1'11~-+~ 

..JUDG:M:ENT AND SENTENCE (J3) 
(Fela1}') (611912003) Page 8 oC 10 

JUDGE 

Frintname 

OffIce 0' Prusecalllll Attontr)' 
946 CoanryoClry BallcUIIJl 
Taco ..... WulllnlfoD 98401·:1171 
1eIepbone: (%53) '798-7400 
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CElCID'lCA 1'£ OF CLJeRK 

CAUSE NUMBER. of this case: 04-1-037 UW 

I, ICEVlN STOCK Clerk of this Ccut, certify that the fcreaoine is a full. true and CIOI'NC1 copy oftheJudfpenl and 
Sc:ntmce in the sbew Hrtit.lecl ac:ticn now on reccrd in thiB office. 

W1.TNESS my hand and seal of the IBid Supcna-Court aff"axecI thi.dat.e: _________ _ 

ClnofaaidCwnty andStat.e, by: ______________ .DqnJty Clerk 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) 
(Felcny) (611912003) Page 9 of 10 

Oftke or ProsecadaaAltomey 
946 CouDfy..clty BulldIlII 
T.co ..... Washlll&fOD 98402·2171 
Telepllone: (253) 798-7480 


