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MOTION TO MODIFY OR CORRECT
TUDGMENT AND SENTENCE

Trcon B¢ s Covz

Petitioner,

V.

STATE OF WASHINGTON
Respondent.

( QiR 7.8)

1. MOTTON

1.1 Comes now SASOA BQ \A Czuz , petitioner, pro se, n the above-entitled

matter. and moves this Courl to modify or correct his judgment and sentence.

The defendant appeared originally before Judge €l \ on the 371" .
day of QCTO0%RR , 20040 for [vtrial / [ ] sentencing

,ofthe

The State was represented by, O onk {lAdO\QE

1.3
el County Pr osecutors Office.

1.4 The defendant was represented by . diliam  Cewe \\

The case was decided by [_] (@ guilty plea) [Zf (o7 trial) and Plammtiff/Petitioner
received a sentence of 20O months 10 prison.




11 GROUNDS

in accordance with CrR 7.8 of the Superior Courl Rules of Criminal Procedure, and

2.1

the courl imposed senlence.

The Defendan! only seeks modification and/or correction of sentence, not retrial.
2.2 Anerrorin the trial courl happened when:

[] A sentence was given which is ambiguous with respect 1o time, and manner in
which to be served: See In Re Coslello, 1317 Wi App. 828, 129 P.3d 827 (2000);

B/An incorrect offenders score and/or offender seriousness level was used Lo calculate
Petitioners sentence;

"] The sentencing Judge was nol clear i pronouncement about whether the sentence would
run concurrent or consecutive, U.S. Presion, 643 F.2d 1285 (1983); in accordance with
- 3 oo tl LM - 5
RCW 9.94A 400; U.S. Nasgs, 755 F.2d. 1133, 1136 (57 Cir. 1985);

[ ] A sentence was given whicl is not within the sentencing guidelines as stated by the

U.S. Supreme Court and various lower courls in, Apprendi v, New Jersey. 530 U.S. 466,
490.: Blakelv v, Washingion (02-1632) 111 Wash.App 851, 47 P.3d 149.; State v.

Evans No. 74851-9 (Wash 06/16/2005)

[ ] Other

[ ] Other
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L -\,A'sow \be \A Czoz . am over the age of majority and am also a U.S.

citizen compelent to testify and herein attest under penalty of perjury that all statements

contained herein is the absolute truth. (RCW 9A.72.085)
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