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I. STATUS OF PETITIONER 

 James Ellis Crockett, is presently incarcerated at the Washington 

State Penitentiary serving a sentence of 210 months in prison.    

II. PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

  James Crockett was charged with four counts of second degree 

child rape for allegedly having sexual intercourse with his step-daughter, 

MW, on four separate occasions between August 1, 2008 and November 

30, 2008.  MW first reported the alleged abuse to her mother, Rhonda 

Crockett, on Thanksgiving Day, 2008, and Rhonda1 immediately 

confronted her husband about the allegation. This was followed by a 

family meeting, about which there was considerable disagreement about 

what was said, but the result of the meeting was that law enforcement was 

not called and there were no allegations of sexual abuse after that date.    

Nearly five years later, in late August, 2013, MW began sending 

texts to close friends and posted a message on Facebook saying she was 

very upset at her parents because of recent physical abuse by her mother 

and prior sexual abuse by her stepfather. An unidentified person saw the 

Facebook post and called law enforcement. The family was contacted, 

everyone was interviewed, and MW was taken into protective custody by 

Child Protective Services (CPS).  James testified at trial and denied any 

inappropriate sexual touching of his stepdaughter.  RP 853-54.  The jury 

                                                 
1 Because several people share the same last name, first names are used to avoid 
confusion.  No disrespect is intended.  
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convicted him of all four counts. RP 1008-09.  He was sentenced to 210 

months in prison, which considering his age is 67 years old, is likely a life 

sentence. CP 160.  He filed a timely notice of appeal. CP 163. 

On appeal, James argued that (1) the trial court improperly 

admitted MW’s prior consistent statements, (2) the prosecutor committed 

misconduct, (3) the State engaged in improper impeachment challenge, (4) 

the trial court abused its discretion when it limited James’s ability to 

discuss certain evidence, and (5) the cumulative error required reversal.  

 This Court affirmed. App. at 6-19. James petitioned for review to 

the Washington State Supreme Court.  That petition was denied.  A 

mandate issued on November 9, 2016. App. at 20.   

 Additional facts will be discussed in the appropriate sections 

below.  

III. GROUNDS FOR RELIEF 

A. APPELLATE COUNSEL WAS INEFFECTIVE 

 James was entitled to the effective assistance of counsel on appeal. 

Evitts v. Lucey, 469 U.S. 387, 395-96, 105 S.Ct. 830, 83 L.Ed.2d 821, 

reh’g denied, 470 U.S. 1065, 105 S.Ct. 1783, 84 L.Ed.2d 841 (1985) (first 

appeal as of right not adjudicated in accord with due process if appellant 

lacks effective assistance of counsel, whether retained or appointed); 

McCoy v. Court of Appeals, 486 U.S. 429, 436, 108 S.Ct. 1895, 100 

L.Ed.2d 440 (1988); In re Pers. Restraint of Orange, 152 Wn.2d 795, 814, 

100 P.3d 291 (2004) (ineffective assistance for appellate defense counsel 

to fail to raise issue on appeal that would have resulted in new trial); State 
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v. Tomal, 133 Wn.2d 985, 990-91, 948 P.2d 833 (1997).  Here, appellate 

counsel failed to raise two issues that require reversal and a new trial.  

1. Appellate counsel was ineffective when he failed to argue 
that the trial court erred in excluding text messages to and 
from the victim that revealed her bias against James and her 
motive to lie about whether he abused her.  

a. Facts  

Prior to trial the defense argued that MW was biased because of 

Rhonda’s physical abuse and her restrictive upbringing. James’s theory 

was that MW lied about the abuse to get back at Rhonda and as a means of 

getting out of the home. In addition, he intended to show that MW had 

recently visited her biological family in Tennessee and wanted to live with 

them rather than with Rhonda.    

Defense counsel filed a brief arguing how and why that evidence 

was admissible. App. at 22-25. The State argued that presenting detailed 

evidence about MW’s relationship with Rhonda was “404(b)” evidence 

and should be excluded.  The trial court said: 

Well, I’m not going to up this child on trial for her behavior 
while she was living in the home.  That was between her 
and her mother, but I don’t see how 404(b) would allow 
any of that type of issue in before a jury.  That’s nothing 
but pure 404(b).  

RP 122-23.  The judge asked defense counsel to be specific about what he 

intended to introduce.   

MR. KANNIN: Your Honor, we attempted to be very 
specific, and that's why I put this summary of the testimony 
together. And these are events that were occurring close in 
time to when these disclosures about what allegedly 
happened were made by MW. Also the nature of this 
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discipline, it’s out of the ordinary such that when a girl or a 
teenage girl is disciplined or hit with a switch or with a 
belt, that sort of discipline in this day and age is not typical. 
And the reaction from the girl was anger, and this anger 
was directed at both of the Crocketts. That’s what caused 
us to be here today. That's part of what we attempt to elicit 
from Ms. Crockett. 

It’s not just some routine breaking of a vase. It’s a very – 
it’s a very explosive sort of relationship that developed, and 
it’s presenting itself in accusations in this case. That's how 
they’re relevant. He’s allowed to put on a defense. If his 
defense is that the girl was so angry about being whipped 
and beaten, that she tried to strike back at the mother by 
making up a story against the father, it’s certainly relevant. 
And it’s connected to the case, and it’s connected both in 
time that this happened before the allegations were made. 
And it happened again -- there was an outburst of physical 
violence that occurred shortly before she put the Facebook 
disclosure on the Facebook in 2013. 

RP 122-23.  When the trial court asked whether defense counsel has any 

case law to support his theory, defense counsel stated:  

Well, we’ve got a specific defense motion in limine 
directed just to this topic and the cases we cited that 
guarantee criminal defendants a meaningful opportunity to 
present a complete defense. That’s Crane v. Kentucky and 
the Chambers v. Mississippi case. 

THE COURT: How about anything in Washington state – 

RP 123.  Defense counsel then cited to several relevant Washington cases. 

Id.  

The trial judge ruled that none of the evidence was admissible 

unless the defense could point to a “to a time, date and place of any 

incident that occurred” between MW and her mother. Id.   
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Four days prior to trial, defense counsel moved for the admission 

of text messages retrieved from MW’s cell phone.  RP 98.  The defense 

argued that the texts demonstrated MW’s bias and a motive for her to 

falsely accuse James.  He argued that MW’s conflict with Rhonda was 

such that MW made a false accusation against James to get out of her 

mother’s house and to hurt Rhonda.  

Transcripts of the text messages were prepared by Rhonda, a State 

witness, and provided to law enforcement by her during the State’s 

investigation.  App. 37-48.  At the pretrial hearing, the State objected, first 

on the basis that it had not been provided with the phone to compare the 

transcripts to the texts to insure they were complete and accurate.  RP 98-

99.  The prosecutor stated that he needed more than just printouts of the 

text messages; he needed to see the phone itself.  RP 100.  

The trial judge ruled that he assumed that defense counsel, as an 

officer of the court, provided complete text messages as evidence.  RP 

166.  He did say, however, that the State was entitled to look at the phone 

and that “it would be a great idea” to bring the phone in for the State and 

Court to examine.  RP 166.  Then he would make his rulings.  

After some delay, the phone was provided to the prosecutor’s 

office as ordered by the Court.  The defense sought to admit Exhibit D12 

to D17, a series of texts to and from MW posted on August 26, 2013, D18 

a text from TW to MW on August 19, 2013, and D19 a test on August 24, 

2013. App. 27. 
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The State renewed its objection to introduction of the text 

messages because the production of the phone was untimely and because 

the defense was conducting a “smear campaign of the relationship 

between MW and her mother, which is not relevant to whether or not the 

defendant committed a crime in this case.”  RP 292.   The defense argued 

that it had the right to cross examine MW on her bias. RP 293.   

The trial judge ruled that only two of the texts were admissible: 

D12 and D18.  As to the other texts, he ruled that he was weighing defense 

counsel’s violations of the discovery deadline against the defendant’s right 

to present a defense.  RP 303.  He said that D12 and D18 allowed defense 

counsel to pursue his theory of the case.  He said that “based on your 

timeliness and relevancy under “404(b),” that was all he would allow.  RP 

304.  The State continued to object to D12, complaining that it was 

incomplete.  Defense counsel then appeared to withdraw D12.    

In D18, the one text admitted by the judge and written seven days 

before MW accused James of rape, MW apparently told TW that Rhonda 

had hit her.  TW asks, “so your (sic) going to wait for her to attack you 

again?!” MW responded that she was “just going to see how this week 

goes,” but added, “Me and my brother have a plan to get justice.” 

The text series of August 24th, two days before she accused James, 

MW told a friend that she was trying to leave her adopted mom and return 

to her biological mother. She said that:  

My mom is very abusive, not like spanking you kids when 
they do wrong but you do I say, go where I say, wear what 
I say, say what I say, when I say or I’m gonna punch you in 
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the face type. And I’ve snapped twice already but each time 
I catch myself but third times a charm. 

MW also told her friend: 

She controlling as hell and the way she it I get so much SSI 
money from the State of TN I don’t need to work. She just 
don’t want to have my own money.  Because she use all my 
money.  

Friend: She take your SSI check? 

MW: Yeah, she take all my money. 

Friend: Damn well when you turn 18 you’ll get that 
yourself. 

MW: Not if it’s still going to her address.  

Later, she texted another friend that she was trying to return to 

Knoxville to see her grandmother.  She said: “I hope I can move back. I 

can’t stay here anymore.” 

 On the morning MW accused James, August 24, she texted a 

friend that: 

Long story short my mom is treating me like dirt and I’m 
sick of it.  And I don’t want to let myself get to mad 
because I feel like driving a knife through her sometimes 
and other times I feel like letting it go and forgiving her and 
going on with my life either way I don’t want to live here 
and she was like “if you go anywhere I’m gonna find you 
and hurt you but I ducking hate it here I just want to leave 
and go back to Tennessee with my real family and they 
want me back too they didn’t even want me to leave in 
July. 
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MW continued that, as to Rhonda “I honestly dgaf2 what happens 

to her or what goes on in her life she has been evil to me my whole life 

and I tried to post it but this is my breaking point.”  MW returned to the 

issue of money: 

Once I turn 18 she wont (sic) be able to cash my checks 
from the state of Tennessee so for a while money won’t be 
a thing.  

She said:   

…I’m at the point where I don’t care how she feels or what 
she says or does.  I just know that if she keeps talking to me 
like I’m stupid and I’m the devil I’m going to kill her. 

MW continued: 

I wish I could chill but this is years built up that’s why I 
need to get out of here I don’t want to ruin my life. 

MW said that she had run away before and she commented: “And I 

regret that I let the dumb rattle snake find me.  She treated me like ish (sic) 

when they brought me back.  I should kept (sic) running.”   

  That evening MW texted with another friend and said: 

I’m fine.  I just had a breakdown.  And there’ll probably be 
more of those through out (sic) the next 10 months.  I’m 
going to try to weather thru this storm the best I can so I 
can come out on top making her wish she treated me better.  

Her friend stated that MW could come live with him and “well 

handle her husband n (sic) due time.” 

                                                 
2 Texting shorthand for “don’t give a fuck.” 
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 Rhonda said on direct examination that she received checks from 

Tennessee as “compensation” for adopting MW.  The checks were 

deposited to her account. RP 515. She admitted that a few days before 

MW posted on Facebook, she and MW had argued.  The altercation 

became physical and she hit MW on the back of her neck with an open 

hand.  RP 543-44.  She also stated that she used other physical discipline 

with MW including using a switch. Id. She said: 

A lot of times I would talk to MW.  I did use a whipping, 
but I didn’t use whipping every time.  I didn’t use whipping 
all the time because physically, I was not able to just whip 
MW, but I tried to talk.  

RP 563.  

 In her pretrial interview, MW said that she was not happy that 

Rhonda married James. App. at 59.  She said that living with them was 

“awkward” because James and Rhonda argued.  Interview at 13. She said 

that Rhonda was the “primary parent.”  RP 20.  According to MW Rhonda 

“whooped” her with an extension cord, a switch from a tree and her hand. 

Id.  She said this type of discipline was meted out for transgressions as 

small as arguing with her sister.  App. at 69.  Rhonda hit MW in the face, 

on her arms and stomach. App. at 70, 72  

 MW described a time when she had lied to her mother about seeing 

the school nurse.   

So she asked the school security guard to put me in three 
days of lunch detention, and then she whooped me for 
lying. 

App. at 71.. 
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 MW stated that the beatings made her feel “angry and unloved.” 

Interview at 24. She never told anyone about the beatings because she was 

embarrassed. App 73.  

 She said that she made her accusations in August 2013 because 

Rhonda was extremely “angry towards me.” App. 102. She said that 

Rhonda knew that MW did not like James and blamed MW for all the 

stress and chaos in the house.  Id.  MW said she was angry at Rhonda, 

James and herself.  App. at 103.  On August 24th, she and Rhonda had a 

physical fight where Rhonda punched her in the face, hit her repeatedly, 

grabbed her hair and threw her on the ground.  App. at 104.  She said that 

her anger at her mother was “part of the reason I told.”  App. 109. 
b. Argument  

 As an initial matter, the trial judge got it wrong.  ER 404(b) states: 

Evidence of other crimes, wrongs, or acts is not admissible 
to prove the character of a person in order to show action in 
conformity therewith. It may, however, be admissible for 
other purposes, such as proof of motive, opportunity, intent, 
preparation, plan, knowledge, identity, or absence of 
mistake or accident. 

Here, evidence of the discord between Rhonda and MW was 

evidence that MW had a motive to lie about James.  

James’s defense was that MW was lying about James because she 

did not like that Rhonda married him and she did not like Rhonda’s 

extreme discipline, so she falsely accused Crockett to hurt Rhonda and get 

removed from the home.  App. at 1-2 
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The right to a fair trial includes the right to present a defense. The 

Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments of the Federal Constitution, as well as 

article 1, § 21 of the Washington Constitution, guarantee the right to trial 

by jury and to defend against the State’s allegations. These guarantees 

provide criminal defendants a meaningful opportunity to present a 

complete defense, a fundamental element of due process. Chambers v. 

Mississippi, 410 U.S. 284, 294, 93 S.Ct. 1038, 35 L.Ed.2d 297 (1973); 

Washington v. Texas, 388 U.S. 14, 19, 87 S.Ct. 1920, 18 L.Ed.2d 1019 

(1967); State v. Burri, 87 Wn.2d 175, 181, 550 P.2d 507 (1976).  

The United States Supreme Court has held that a defendant is 

denied the right to present a defense if evidence is excluded under rules 

that are arbitrary or disproportionate to the purposes they are designed to 

serve. Holmes v. South Carolina, 547 U.S. 319, 324-25, 126 S.Ct. 1727, 

164 L.Ed.2d 503 (2006) (citing United States v. Scheffer, 523 U.S. 303, 

308, 118 S.Ct. 1261, 140 L.Ed.2d 413 (1998)). Specifically, the Holmes 

Court stated that when the defense proffers evidence that someone other 

than the defendant committed the offense, a trial court may only exclude 

that evidence if it is repetitive or poses an undue risk of prejudice or 

confusion. Holmes, 547 U.S. at 326-27.  Absent a compelling justification, 

excluding exculpatory evidence deprives a defendant of the fundamental 

right to put the prosecutor’s case to “‘the crucible of meaningful 

adversarial testing.’” Crane v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 683, 689-690, 106 S.Ct. 

2142, 90 L.Ed.2d 636 (1986) (quoting United States v. Cronic, 466 U.S. 

648, 656, 104 S.Ct. 2039, 80 L.Ed.2d 657 (1984)).  Evidence rules that 



 12 

“‘infring[e] upon a weighty interest of the accused’ and are ‘arbitrary’ or 

‘disproportionate to the purposes they are designed to serve’” abridge this 

essential right. Holmes, 547 U.S. at 324. 

James also had a constitutional right to impeach a prosecution 

witness with evidence of bias or motive to lie. Davis v. Alaska, 415 U.S. 

308, 316-18, 94 S.Ct. 1105, 39 L.Ed.2d 347 (1974). See also State v. 

Spencer, 111 Wn. App. 401, 408, 45 P.3d 209 (2002), review denied, 148 

Wn.2d 1009, 62 P.3d 889 (2003). In determining whether impeachment 

evidence is admissible, Washington uses a three-step analysis.  First, the 

evidence must be of some minimal relevance. Second, if relevant, the 

burden is on the State to show the evidence is so prejudicial as to disrupt 

the fairness of the fact-finding process at trial. Finally, the State’s interest 

to exclude prejudicial evidence must be balanced against the defendant’s 

need for the information sought, and only if the State’s interest outweighs 

the defendant’s need can otherwise relevant information be withheld.  

State v. Darden, 145 Wn.2d 612, 622, 41 P.3d 1189, 1194 (2002). 

Here, the evidence was of more than minimal value.  Evidence that 

MW wanted out of the house, wanted to go live with her biological family, 

wanted the money being paid to Rhonda for herself, and was being 

physically disciplined by Rhonda was relevant to whether MW made up 

the allegations against James to get back at Rhonda and to get out of 

Rhonda’s house.   

The trial court did not require the State to demonstrate that the 

prejudice outweighed the relevance to James.  Had the trial court done so, 
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however, it would have been compelled to conclude that the probative 

value outweighed any prejudice to the State.  Instead, the trial court 

focused on sparing the witness any vigorous cross examination. The trial 

court called MW a “child,” but at the time of trial she was 17 years old.  

Moreover, the fact that cross-examination might be uncomfortable for the 

witness is not a consideration under Darden.  The trial court’s 

determination that MW’s desire to hurt Rhonda was “irrelevant” was 

simply incorrect.  To the extent that there was any dispute about that, it 

was a question for the jury to decide.   

The exclusion of the text messages allowed the State to argue in 

closing that while MW had conflicts with her mother but “not to the point 

where now she was potting revenge to hurt her adoptive mother.”  RP 932.  

Trial counsel has filed a declaration discussing how the exclusion 

of this evidence undermined his trial strategy and legitimate need to 

expose MW’s bias and motive to lie about James.  App. at 1-2. 

2. Appellate counsel was ineffective when he failed to argue 
that the exclusion of the text messages was an improper 
remedy even if defense counsel’s disclosure was late.  

 The trial judge’s ruling was also based, in part, on his perception 

that defense counsel was tardy in disclosing the information. This was 

error.   

 It is true that discovery decisions based on CrR 4.7 are within the 

trial court’s sound discretion. State v. Hutchinson, 135 Wn.2d 863, 882, 

959 P.2d 1061 (1998). But a trial court abuses its discretion when it makes 



 14 

decisions based on untenable grounds or for untenable reasons. State v. 

Foxhoven, 161 Wn.2d 168, 174, 163 P.3d 786 (2007).  

 CrR 4.7(h)(7)(i) reads in pertinent part: 

[I]f ... a party has failed to comply with an applicable 
discovery rule ... the court may order such party to permit 
the discovery of material and information not previously 
disclosed, grant a continuance, dismiss the action or enter 
such other order as it deems just under the circumstances. 

The “deems just” language gives a trial court discretion to exclude 

a defense witness as a sanction for a discovery violation. Hutchinson, 135 

Wn.2d at 881-84 (quoting CrR 4.7(h)(7)(i)).   

 State v. Glasper, 12 Wn. App. 36, 38, 527 P.2d 1127 (1974), was 

the first case to interpret the rule. The court in that case pointed out 

Washington’s rule was adapted from Fed.R.Crim.P. 16(g), with one 

difference: the advisory committee omitted a clause allowing the court to 

“‘prohibit the party from introducing in evidence the material not 

disclosed.’” Glasper, 12 Wn. App. at 39 (quoting Wash. Proposed Rules 

of Crim. Proc., Rule 4.7, cmt. at 85 (West 1971)). Glasper does not allow 

the trial court to suppress evidence as a remedy for discovery violations 

and Washington courts have consistently followed that holding. See, e.g., 

State v. Ray, 116 Wn.2d 531, 538, 806 P.2d 1220 (1991); State v. 

Laureano, 101 Wn.2d 745, 762, 682 P.2d 889 (1984), overruled by State 

v. Brown, 111 Wn.2d 124, 761 P.2d 588 (1988); State v. Thacker, 94 

Wn.2d 276, 280, 616 P.2d 655 (1980). 

 In some extraordinary situations, defense evidence may be 

excluded.  Hutchinson, 135 Wn.2d at 882-83.  However, exclusion or 
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suppression of evidence is an extraordinary remedy and should be applied 

narrowly. When considering this extraordinary step, the trial court must 

consider: (1) the effectiveness of less severe sanctions; (2) the impact of 

witness preclusion on the evidence at trial and the outcome of the case; (3) 

the extent to which the prosecution will be surprised or prejudiced by the 

witness’s testimony; and (4) whether the violation was willful or in bad 

faith. Id.   

 Here, the trial court failed to consider any of these factors.  Had he 

done so, he would have recognized that his ruling excluding the evidence 

on the basis was an abuse of his discretion.  First, he did not consider the 

fact that the prosecutor knew of the texts, had a transcript of them 

prepared by one of the State’s witnesses, and that the phone in question 

belonged to a State’s witness.  The State had the information for months 

because their witness had given it to the police.  Thus, the State was not 

surprised and there was no bad faith on the part of the defense.  Any 

“prejudice” to the State could have been cured by a short continuance.  

Finally, preclusion of this evidence substantially impaired James’s 

constitutional right to present his defense.  

3. Appellate counsel was ineffective when he failed to argue 
that the trial court erred in excluding James’s reputation 
witnesses. 

a. Facts  

 James informed the Court that Rhonda would testify that no one 

else had ever accused James of sexual assault.  RP 138.  He also wanted to 

call Regina Harris to testify as to James’s reputation for sexual morality 
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and for truthfulness in the community. And he wanted to call Charles 

Harris to testify that Crockett had a reputation for truthfulness in their 

shared church community.  App. at 3. The trial judge ruled that this 

evidence was inadmissible relying on State v. Mercer-Drummer, 128 Wn. 

App. 625, 116 P.3d 454 (2005), review denied, 156 Wn.2d 1038, 134 P.3d 

233 (2006). 
b. Argument  

Once again, the trial judge got it wrong.  In Mercer-Drummer, a 

prosecution for assault and related crimes arising out of an incident on a 

bus, the defendant sought to introduce her own testimony that she had no 

criminal history and had never even been arrested. The trial court properly 

refused to allow the evidence, saying that Rule 405 bars evidence of a 

defendant’s prior good conduct except by “reputation.” 

Here, James would present evidence that he had a reputation for 

truthfulness and sexual morality.  Both were admissible.  

Under ER 608(a); 

The credibility of a witness may be attacked or supported 
by evidence in the form of reputation, but subject to the 
limitations: (1) the evidence may refer only to character for 
truthfulness or untruthfulness, and (2) evidence of truthful 
character is admissible only after the character of the 
witness for truthfulness has been attacked by reputation 
evidence or otherwise. 

To establish a valid community, the party seeking to admit the 

reputation evidence must show that the community is both neutral and 

general.” State v. Land, 121 Wn.2d 494, 500, 851 P.2d 678 (1993). 

Relevant factors include “the frequency of contact between members of 
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the community, the amount of time a person is known in the community, 

the role a person plays in the community, and the number of people in the 

community.” Id.  

As for sexual morality, in State v. Thomas, 110 Wn.2d 859, 757 

P.2d 512 (1988), the defendant was convicted of third degree rape for 

raping a 14-year-old girl. At trial, three witnesses testified the defendant 

had a good reputation for being sexually moral and decent. Id. at 863. The 

trial court refused to instruct the jury that evidence of good character may 

be sufficient to create a reasonable doubt as to the defendant’s guilt. Id. at 

860-61. On appeal, the court approved the use of the following instruction: 

“Any evidence which bears upon good character and good reputation of 

the defendant should be considered by you, along with all other evidence, 

in determining whether or not the defendant is guilty.” Id. at 867. See also 

State v. Harper, 35 Wn. App. 855, 859-60, 670 P.2d 296 (1983) (Division 

Two, dicta that evidence of sexual morality and decency is pertinent 

reputation evidence), review denied, 100 Wn.2d 1035 (1984). But see 

State v. Jackson, 46 Wn. App. 360, 365, 730 P.2d 1361 (1986) (reputation 

for sexual morality and decency not pertinent reputation evidence, 

rejecting Harper). 

B. TRIAL COUNSEL WAS INEFFECTIVE  

Pursuant to the Sixth Amendment, James is entitled to the effective 

assistance of counsel. To demonstrate ineffective assistance of counsel, a 

defendant must make two showings: (1) defense counsel’s representation 

was deficient, i.e., it fell below an objective standard of reasonableness 
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based on consideration of all the circumstances; and (2) defense counsel’s 

deficient representation prejudiced the defendant, i.e., there is a reasonable 

probability that, except for counsel’s unprofessional errors, the result of 

the proceeding would have been different. Strickland v. Washington, 466 

U.S. 668, 687, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 2064, 80 L.Ed.2d 674, reh’g denied, 467 

U.S. 1267, 104 S.Ct. 3562, 82 L.Ed.2d 864 (1984). 

1. Trial counsel was ineffective when he failed to properly 
object to the State’s presentation of MW’s “prior consistent 
statements.” 

a. Facts  

After MW’s testimony, the State moved to allow testimony from 

two witnesses of her prior consistent statements pursuant to ER 

801(d)(l)(ii).  RP 488.   The State argued that the “general nature of his 

cross-examination, was that it was a recent fabrication based on the text 

messages.”  The Court preliminarily agreed with the State, saying, “I don’t 

disagree that, in theory, you have the right to do it.”  RP 492.  The Court 

said it would give defense counsel a little more time to review the rule. RP 

493. 

  Without any further ruling on the issue, the State called Maria 

Campbell, a social worker employed by the Department of Social and 

Health Services.  She and Detective Brooks met with MW on August 29, 

2013, soon after she was removed from the home. RP 661-62. In response 

to questions from the State, Campbell testified about numerous out-of-

court statements made by MW to her. These included that she had been 

“touched on breast and vaginally penetrated, as well as touching with her 
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foot on James’s penis, skin to skin.” RP 665. According to Campbell, MW 

said it happened ten to fifteen times. RP 668. She provided locations 

where the touching occurred. RP 671. 

The State also called Detective Cynthia Brooks. RP 711. In 

response to questions from the State, she also described the interview of 

MW she conducted with Campbell. RP 722.  Brooks testified that MW 

said James committed multiple acts of sexual abuse on her. RP 728.  The 

first time was when they were watching TV in the living room and he 

rubbed her back and breasts.  RP 728.  The touching then progressed to 

skin-to-skin contact with her vaginal area.  Brooks repeated that MW said 

James inserted his finger into her vagina. RP 729.  She said it occurred 10 

to 15 times, but it could have been as many as 20 times. RP 729.  When 

asked whether James said anything to her during the touching, defense 

counsel objected and the Court overruled the objection as a “prior 

consistent statement.”  RP 730.  In response to the question, MW told 

Detective Brooks that James wanted to see how she was going to react to 

older boys.  RP 730.  James also told her not to tell anyone because he 

would go to jail. RP 730.  MW described an incident in the car going to 

church where he touched her vaginal area over her underwear. RP 731.

 There was an occasion where he took her foot and rubbed it on his 

bare penis. RP 731.   She described which house the touching occurred in 

and the timeframe.  RP 762.  She said that on Thanksgiving Day of 2008, 

James admitted to touching her. RP 733-34. 
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On appeal, this Court said that Crockett failed to preserve this 

issue.  Trial counsel has filed a declaration stating that he believed that he 

had properly preserved his objection to this evidence.  He also states that 

his failure to object a second time was not a tactical decision. App at 3. 
b. Argument 

 Trial counsel was ineffective for failing to properly move to 

exclude this evidence.  Any out-of-court statement offered by a person for 

the truth of the matter asserted is inadmissible hearsay unless it fits within 

one of the exceptions. ER 801.  One such exception is the prior consistent 

statement rule of ER 801(d)(l)(ii). The prior consistent statement rule is 

very narrow and only applicable when offered to rebut an express or 

implied allegation of recent fabrication or improper motive.  In this case, 

the State offered MW’s statements to Detective Brooks and Ms. Campbell 

(from a single interview on August 29, 2013) to rebut an implied 

allegation of recent fabrication.    

The State’s theory for admitting the prior consistent statements 

under ER 801(d)(l)(ii) was that defense counsel’s cross-examination of 

MW about her August 19 and 26 text messages created an implied 

allegation of recent fabrication by her of the events in the fall of 2008. 

But Washington follows the rule that the motive to fabricate must 

precede the statements. State v. Ellison, 36 Wn. App. 564, 676 P.2d 531, 

review denied, 101 Wn.2d 1010 (1984).  While it is possible to read 

defense counsel’s cross-examination as an implied allegation of 

fabrication, there was no attempt to allege the fabrication was recent. 
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Because MW’s first accusation was made five years before the text 

messages, any fabrication would have occurred more than five years 

earlier.  And in fact, defense counsel cross-examined MW in depth about 

the events on Thanksgiving Day of 2008. 

Second, assuming MW had a motive to lie, as evidenced by her 

text messages on August 19 and 26, the motive preceded her August 29 

interview by ten and three days respectively.  The purpose of the rule is to 

show that her allegations were the same before developing the motive to 

lie and after.  In this case, her motive to lie would have been the same on 

August 29 as on August 19 and 26.  Defense counsel was ineffective for 

failing to properly object.  

This failure was prejudicial. In closing, the prosecutor repeatedly 

emphasized the consistency between her in-court testimony and her out- 

of-court statements to Brooks and Campbell.  He said, “When she was 

interviewed by Detective Brooks and Mara Campbell three days later, she 

was consistent about the digital penetration, when she was interviewed by 

defense counsel, and when she testified.” RP 951. Later he said, “You 

heard from Mara Campbell the CPS procedures, and you heard Mara 

Campbell describe what MW disclosed to both her and Detective Brooks, 

which was consistent with what she testified to.”  RP 958.  Later yet, 

“[H]er statements were consistent with what she told Mara Campbell, 

what she told Detective Brooks and what she told defense attorney during 

the defense interview, which was all consistent with her testimony and the 

evidence in this case.” RP 959. 



IV. CONCLUSION 

This Court should refer this Petition to a full panel of the Court and 

reverse or, in the alternative, remand to the trial court for an evidentiary 

hearing. 

V. OATH 

After being first duly sworn on oath, I depose and say that: I am 

the attorney for petitioner, I have read the petition, know its contents, and 

believe the petition is tru~ 

DATED this K day of October, 2017. 

Respectfully submitted, 

e Lee Elliott, WSBA # 12634 
ey for James M. Crockett 
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me, the undersigned 

notary public, on this "3071-f day of Qt.,,TDBe-f?.._ , 2017. 

C__U~L-~t~ 
Notary Public for Washington 

My Commission Expires: I c Jo ct /'2-o 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the date listed below, I served by United 

States Mail one copy of the foregoing Personal Restraint Petition and 

Appendix to Personal Restraint Petition on the following: 

Pierce County Prosecutor's Office 
Appellate Unit 

930 Tacoma Avenue South, Room 946 
Tacoma, WA 98402 

Mr. James Crockett #377861 
Clallam Bay Corrections Center 

1830 Eagle Crest Way 
Clallam Bay, WA 98326 

Oc.:roGe:1<. 3o, '2ot'l 
Date 

~_:_ L. --d-t~ 
Christina L. Alburas, Paralegal 
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Court of Appeals No. ____ _ 
Pierce County Superior Court No. 13-1-04758-8 

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

In re the Personal Restraint of: 

JAMES ELLIS CROCKETT, 

Petitioner. 

APPENDIX TO PERSONAL RESTRAINT PETITION 

By: 

SUZANNE LEE ELLIOTT 
Attorney for Petitioner 

1300 Hoge Building 
705 Second A venue 
Seattle, WA 98104 

(206) 623-0291 



I, John Kannin, am over the age of 18 and make this declaration from personal knowledge. 

1. I am an attorney practicing law here in the State of Washington. I was admitted to

practice in November 1997 and have been an active member of the Washington State Bar 

Association since I was admitted; 

2. Mr. James Crockett retained me to represent him in State v. Crockett, Pierce County

Cause No. 13-1-04758-8. The State of Washington charged Mr. Crockett with five counts of 

violating RCW 9A.44.073, rape of a child in the first degree, a violent felony sex crime; 

3. I have represented other men accused of this same crime and/or type of crime.

Additionally, I have represented clients in courts in our State at trial, in at least fifty (50) jury 

trials; 

4. In my professional opinion Mr. Crockett's case was a case that depended upon whom you

believed - either the teenage complaining witness (MW) or the defendant Mr. James Crockett. 

Each person's story was the essential evidence in this case. The jury had to determine who was 

telling the truth- MW, a teenage girl who said that her adopted mother's new husband raped 

her, or James Crockett, the man who said that he did not rape his wife's adopted daughter. This 

was the evidence. If there was evidence that the girl's story was motivated by something other 

than the truth, then this motive to lie evidence was necessary to Crockett's defense and therefore 

clearly admissible in this criminal felony trial; 

5. Thus, my trial strategy was to show the jury that what MW accused Mr. Crockett of doing to

her was false and that MW was motivated to lie because of MW's ongoing conflict with her 

adoptive mother, Rhonda Crockett, the newly married wife of the defendant James Crockett; 

6. Rhonda had adopted MW before she married James Crockett. The evidence showed that

Rhonda was a very strict mother. Rhonda relied upon corporal punishment along with privilege 

deprivations to discipline her adopted daughter MW. Moreover, when James came into MW's 

life Rhonda had less time for her very needy and damaged adopted daughter, MW; 

7. Additionally the Crockett's religion was a central theme in the family's life and played a role

in MW's resentment towards her mother. They all went to church every Sunday as a family. 

James Crockett led the congregation at the church where the Crocketts - Rhonda, MW and 

Crockett App. 1
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James worshipped God. James and Rhonda did not limit their faith to church on Sundays, they practiced their faith everyday of their life. Additionally, Rhonda participated in family and social events connected with the church. The Crockett's lives revolved around family, church and work. Meanwhile as MW matured from a little girl to a teenager, she developed interests in hip hop music, social media, cell phones, sexually provocative clothing, makeup, boys, girls, sex, dating and setting her own social boundaries. MW's desired lifestyle did not fit in with the strict, disciplined, and religious family that she was being brought up in; 

8. In response to MW's disobedience Rhonda relied up punishments, physical beatings, 
grounding, restrictions and activity deprivations. MW's frustration mounted as her mother, Rhonda Crockett made MW's lifestyle choices for her. Rhonda forced MW to go to church on Sundays, took away MW's cell phone and computer privileges, did not let her dress in sexually provocative clothing or wear makeup, and did not let MW date the boys or girls that MW desired; 

9. Rhonda was also spending less mother-daughter time with MW and more time with James and his church. Since marrying James, Rhonda was not as available to MW as she had been before marrying James Crockett. MW' s frustration mounted. Eventually MW reacted with anger about her adoptive mother's physical abuse, punishments and restrictions and took her revenge after Rhonda physically beat MW; 

10. MW really could not do anything other than submit to Rhonda. However, MW could strike back at Rhonda by humiliating and destroying Rhonda's husband, James Crocket. This perfect storm of a damaged teen aged girl being forced to live a disciplined religious lifestyle by a mother whom MW thought had abandoned her for James, just as her drug addicted birth mother in Tennessee had abandoned MW, all led to MW's lying about what really happened, or did not happen in this case; 

11. To show this bias evidence I attempted to demonstrate that MW resented her mother's 
marriage to James. I also attempted to demonstrate that MW knew that by accusing James she would hurt her adoptive mother Rhonda. Additionally, the bias evidence offered showed that MW most likely be removed from the Crockett's home, thus allowing MW to act out and live the undisciplined life that she, at thirteen (13) years of age had decided was right for her. I also tried to show evidence that MW wanted to be reunited with her birth family in Tennessee, where the 
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level of dysfunction would allow her to essentially be on her own. The trial court denied the defense the opportunity to put on this evidence by limiting the questions defense counsel could ask of the witnesses that testified. The trial court further denied the defense the opportunity to call witnesses to show MW had acted out in a rebellious way at the family's church and that James Crocket's relationship with MW was that of a mentor and father figure, in stark contrast to the claims MW made against James Crockett; 

12. In my view, the trial judge's further rulings excluding the text messages on Rhonda Crockett's cell phone, messages that demonstrated MW's bias and motivation to lie, significantly prejudiced my ability to fully develop Mr.Crockett's defense; 

13. In my view, the trial judge's conclusion that I was somehow tardy in revealing the text messages to the State was incorrect. The text messages had been given to the police during the investigation of the case by State's witness Rhonda Crockett. The phone from which those messages were taken belonged to State's witness Rhonda Crockett. There was no surprise as argued by the State as they had the text message evidence all along. The State attempted to stop the defense from reviewing the evidence by claiming that the phone had child pornography on it (created by MW), and that whomever possessed it would b(? subject to arrest. According to the prosecuting attorney this included arresting defense counsel but excluded plaintiffs counsel. Moreover, one may wonder why the State, in its search for the truth in this case, did not disclose the evidence on the phone that showed MW's motivation to lie about what happened in this case; 
14. Similarly, the trial judge's ruling excluding the testimony of Charles and Regina Harris. Charles would have testified that ML told him that she did not like James and that when Harris saw them in church together ML would act up and cause problems. He would have testified that it was obvious from her words and actions that ML did not like James. He would also have testified that James had reputation in their shared church community for truthfulness. Regina would have testified to James reputation for sexual morality in their shared church community; 

15. I have read the Court of Appeals opinion stating that I did not preserve my objection to the introduction ofMW's prior statements to Ms. Campbell and Detective Brooks and 
respectfully disagree with that characterization. I did not engage in any tactical decision to forgo objecting to the testimony. I made a pretrial motion to exclude this evidence, thus an 
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objection to its admission was properly lodged and therefore I believe that I preserved any error 
in its introduction into evidence at the trial; 

16. Additionally the trial court improperly denied the defendant's motion in limine to introduce 
MW's bias/motivation to lie evidence. Given that the only tangible evidence were MW's and 
Crockett's stories, being denied the opportunity to show MW's story was motivated by 
something other than the truth, made it extremely difficult, if not impossible, for Mr. Crockett to 
have a fair trial in this case. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the Laws of Washington that the forgoing is true and 
correct. 

John Kannin 
WSBA #27315 
Kannin Law Firm PS 
119 SW 152nd St 

Burien, WA 98166-2305 

Dated: October 29, 2017 

t '._.... 
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Filed 
Washington State 
Court of Appeals 

Division Two 

May 17, 2016 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE ST ATE OF WASHING TON 
DIVISION II 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
No. 47017-9-ll 

Respondent, 

V. 

JAMES ELUS CROCKETT, UNPUBUSHED OPINION 
A ellant. 

JOHANSON, P .J. - James Crockett appeals his jury convictions for four counts of second degree child rape for sexually abusing his stepdaughter, M.W. 1 We hold that (1) Crockett has failed to preserve error by failing to timely object to the admission of M.W.'s prior consistent statements, (2) Crockett fails to show the State's alleged misconduct caused enduring and lasting prejudice incurable by ajul'y instruction, (3) Crockett failed to preserve his improper impeachment challenge, (4) the trial court did not abuse its discretion by limiting Crockett's ability to discuss certain evidence) and (5) the cumulative error doctrine does not warrant reversal. We affirm his 
convictions. 

1 See Division Two General Order 2011 ~ I ("in all opinions, orders and rulings in sex crime cuses, 
this Court shall use initials or pseudonyms in place of the names of all witnesses known to have 
been under the age of 18 at the time of any event in the case"). ' 
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FACTS 

I. BACKGROUND 

In 2008, when M.W. was 12 years old, her adopted mother, Rhonda Crockett, married 
Crockett and Crockett moved into the fomi ly home. Shortly after he moved into tbe home, 
Crockett began to touch M.W. inappropriately. Initially, Crockett touched M.W.'s breasts and 
vagina over her clothing, but shortly thereafter, the abuse progressed to digital penetration. 

On Thanksgiving Day in 2008, M.W. disclosed the abuse to Rhonda.2 Rhonda confronted 
Crockett who initially denied having touched M. W ., but then admitted that he had done so, 
explaining that he accidentally made contact with M. W. 's leg and stomach as he was trying to 
instruct M.W. how to react if someone were to try to touch her inappropriately. R11onda did not 
report the crime to police but the abuse ceased. 

In 2013, the relationship between M.W. and Rhonda had become increasingly strained. 
At some point, M. W. sent a text message to a friend in which she stated that she and her brother 
"ha[ d) a plan to get justice." 8 Report of Proceedings (RP) at 43?, The tension between Rhonda 

and M.W. culminated in a physically violent incident in August 2013 when M.W. refused to drive 
Rhonda to a doctor's appointment. 8 RP at 364. In a Facebook post, M.W. described the 
frustration she felt living in the family home, disclosed that Rhonda's husband had raped her, and 
claimed that she was "' a dead girl walking."' 8 RP at 362. Someone notified police, who arrived 
at the home shortly thereafter. Detective Cynthia Brooks and Child Protective Services agent Mara 

2 Crockett and Rhonda share a common surname. For ease of reference, we refer to Rhonda by her first nam~, intending no disrespect. 
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Campbell interviewed M.W. M.W. disclosed that Crockett had touched her vagina 10 to 20 times 
previously. 

II. PROCEDURE 

The State charged Crockett with four counts of second degree rape of a child.3 Before trial, 
Crockett sought records from M.W.'s childhood in Tennesse·e. After reviewing the records, the 

~ trial court ruled that the Tennessee records were irrelevant to the allegations against Crockett and 
refused to provide (hose records to Crockett. 

At trial, Crockett cross-examined M.W. extensively, during which he asked several 
questions about a violent incident between M.W. and Rhonda that preceded M.W.'s Facebook 
post, including text messages she serit to friends. After M. W. 's cross-examination, the State sought 
to question Campbell and Brooks about prior consistent statements that M.W. made to them. ln 
the State's view, Crockett's cross-examination about the statements M.W. made to friends had at 
least implicitly suggested that she had a recent motive to fabricate the allegations against Crockett. 

The trial court reserved ruling until Crockett had time to consider ER 80 I (d)(l) and 
respond. Crockett made no contemporaneous argument to the contrary. During CampbeWs 
testimony, before the State asked questions about M. W.' s prior consistent statements, it asked 
whether the issue needed to be addressed outside the presence of the jury. Defense counsel said, 
"Let's proceed." 9 RP at 663. Crockett did not object during Campbell's testimony regarding 

3 A person is guilty of second degree rnpe of a child when the person has sexual intercourse with another who is at least 12 years old but less than 14 years old and not married to the perpetrator and the perpetrator is at least 36 months older than the victim. RCW 9A.44.076(1 ). 
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M.W.'s prior consistent statements, but made one hearsay objection during Detective Brooks's 
testimony about those same statements: 

In its case in chief, the State also called Rhonda as a witness. On a number of occasions, 
the State questioned Rhonda concerning the accuracy of statements that she had apparently made 
during interviews with Detective Brooks and Campbell. 

Crockett testified on his own behalf. Crockett said he accidentally brushed against M. W.' s 
breast while dlscussing wlth her what to do if a man were to approach her inappropriately. Crockett 
claimed that he explained this accidental touching to Rhonda on Thanksgiving in 2008. He also 
explained that he demonstrated the accidental touching to one of the police officers on the night 
that police initially responded. 

On direct examination, defense counsel qliestio11ed Crockett about the events on the night 
that police came to the home. 

[DEFENSE COUNSEL]: So what happened next? 
[CROCKETT]:. Then after, next, the one inside policeman, he was writing his report and everything. And I asked him -- and he walked around, and he made this quotation that I don't believe what [M.W.'s] saying. I don't --

10 RP at 846. The State objected and the trial court excused the jury, striking Crockett's answer 
in the process. 

On cross-examlnation1 the State suggested that Crockett had earlier said that the alleged 
accidental touching incident actually occurred while Crockett was moving out of the house, 
implying that it was not during a conversation with M .W. about her protection. 

[n rebuttal, the State called Officer Eric Chell, explaining that it intended to ask Officer 
Chell whether or not "he made any opinions to anyone about the case." 11 RP at 893. The trial 
court allowed the questioning for this "one purpose only." 11 RP at 894. On the stand, Officer 
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Chell testified about the explanation that Crockett gave him about the accidental touching incident 

with M.W. Officer Chell ultimately answered that he had not offered any opinions to anyone about 

the case. Crockett did not object. 

Following Officer CheWs testimony, defense counsel explained that Crockett had actually 

offered Officer Chell three explanations as to why he believed that M. W. might be accusing him 
of the crime: first, because she had been molested in Tennessee when she was a young child; 

second, because M. W. had accused Crockett of touching her breast in 2008, which was the incident 

discussed on' Thanksgiving; and third, because of the alleged accidental touching during the 
moving incident. Crockett argued that the State had opened the door to the explanations that had 

not been mentioned, contending that the State "either get[s] all of the explanations or none of the 
explanations.n 11 RP at 904. The trial cot1rt ruled that Officer Chell had been called for a limited 

purpose and that the State had not opened the door. 
,-

In closing argument, the prosecutor made the following remark: 

When [Crockett] was talking about his work with Vietnam veterans, one thing stood out for me. And l don't know if you caught it, but he said I work with Vietnam veterans, especially if they have children. I wrote that down in my notes, and I don't know if you captured that, but I thought that was something to consider. 

11 RP at 962. Crockett did not object. 

· In the State's rebuttal closing argument, the prosecutor argued, ''It's not just the defendant 

that was affected by this case. It was someone else, [M. W .], and justice for her, justice delayed 
for approximately six years." 11 RP at 987-88. The jury found Crockett guilty of all four counts. 

Crockett appeals. 
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ANALYSIS 

I, PRIOR CONSISTENT ST A TEMENTS 
' 

Crockett argues for the first time that the trial court erred by permitting the State to question 
witnesses about M.W.'s prior consistent statements. Crockett has failed to preserve this alleged 

error. 

ER 801(d)(l) provides that a statement is not hearsay if 

(t]he declarant testifies at the trial or hearing and is subject to cross examination concerning the statement and the statement is ... (ii) consistent with the declarant's testimony and is offered to rebut an express or implied charge against the declarant ofrecent fabrication or improper influence or motive. 

But we do not consider an evidentiary error raised for the first time on appeal. State v. Kirkman, 
159 Wn.2d 918, 926, 155 P.3d 125 (2007). A party may not raise an objection not properly 
preserved at trial absent manifest constitutional error. State v. Powell, 166 Wn.2d 73, 82, 206 P.3d 

321 (2009). This rule is strictly construed because "trial counsel's failure to object to the ermr 
robs the court of the opportunity to correct the error and avoid a retriaJ.H Powell, 166 Wn.2d at 82 

(citing Kirkman 1 159 Wn.2d at 935). A party who objects to the admission of evidence on one 

ground at trial may not assert a different ground for excludlng that evidence on appeal. State v. 
Price, 126 Wn. App. 617,637, 109 P.3d 27 (2005). And a theory not presented to the trial court 

may not be considered on appeal. Price, I 26 Wn. App. at 637 . 
. Here, following M.W.'s cross-examination, the State moved to question both Campbell 

and Detective· Brooks as to M. W. 's prior consistent statenJents that would otherwise be 

inadmissible hearsay. The court reserved its ruling and defense counsel did not argue to the 

contrary or otherwise suggest that he disagreed. 

6 
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Before the State prompted any prior consistent statement testimony, the trial court offered 
a hearing on the issue outside the jury's presence. Crockett declined a hearing and offered no 

objection. Crockett did not object during Campbell's testimony. T.f1e State then asked De_tective 
Brooks several questions about M. W.' s statements made to Brooks about the alleged sexual abuse. 

As those questions continued, Crockett made his sole objection: 

[THE STA TE]: Do you recall if [M. W.] ever said anything that he said to her explaining why -- what he was doing? 
[DETECTIVE BROOKS]: I may have to refresh my memory, but r believe at one point he told her --

[DEFENSE COUNSEL]: Objection, hearsay. 
THE COURT: Counsel, what was the objection? 
[DEFENSE COUNSEL]: Hearsay. 
[THE ST A TE]: Prior consi'stent statement, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: ['II allow it. You may answer the question. 

10 RP at 729-30 (emphasis added). Detective Brooks continued to testify as to M.W.'s statements 
·and Crockett did not object again. 

Crockett did not object at any point to the State's use of M. W. 's prior consistent statements 
under ER 80 l (d)( l )(ii). He neither challenged the notion that the State could seek to introduce the 
prior consistent statements nor did he object to the State's interpretation of the rule. It appears 

Crockett made the hearsay objection that he did because Brooks's answer referred to what Crockett 

told M.W:, and not to M.W.'s statement directly. The answer recounted hearsay withi~ hearsay 

(Detective Brooks testifying as to what Crockett told M.W.). It was the only answer in which 

Brooks relayed something that someone else said to M. W. 

At trial, Crockett objected on hearsay grounds, but not to the State's use of M.W.'s prior 

consistent statements specifically in the mannqr that he now contends was improper. Thus, he did 
not present the same theory to the trial court that he does here. Price, 126 Wn. App. at 63 7. 

7 
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Crockett failed to preserve hls challenge to the trial court's ruling to admit M. W.'s prior consistent 

statements. 

II. PROS£CUT0RIAL MISCONDUCT 

Crockett contends that the State committed prosecutorial misconduct. But even if the 

State's comments were improper, Crockett fails to establish enduring and resulting prejudice ' 
incurable by a jury instruction. 

A. LEGAL PRINCIPLES 

A defendant claiming prosecutoria! misconduct must show both improper conduct and 

resulting prejudice. State v. Fisher, 165 Wn.2d 727, 747, 202 P.3d 937 (2009). Prejudice exists 

when there is a substantial likelihood that the misconduct affected the verdict. State v. McKenzie, 

157 Wn.2d 44, 52, l 34 P.3d 221 (2006). Because Crockett did not object at trial to the prosecutor's 

allegedly improper conduct, we must ascertain whether the prosecutor's misconduct was "so . 
flagrant and ill-intentioned" that it caused an "enduring and resultlng prejudice" incurable by a 

jury instruction. State v. Stenson, 132 Wn.2d 668,719,940 P.2d 1239 (1997). 

Under this heightened standard of review, Crockett must show that "(l) 'no curative 

instruction would have obviated any prejudicial effect on the jury' and (2) the misconduct resul~ed 

in prejudice that.' had a substantial likelihood of affecting the jury verdic~·."' State v. Eme,y, 174 

Wn.2d 741, 761, 278.P.3d 653 (2012) (quoting State v. Thorgerson, 172 Wn.2d 438,455,258 P.3d 

43 (2011 )). 

8 
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8. WITNESS VERACITY COMMENTS 

Ctockett argues that the State improperly asked witnesses to comment on the' veracity of 

other witnesses on cross-examination. In his view) the State was essentially asking witnesses to 

express their opinions as to whether other witnesses had been lying . 

Credibility questions on cross-examination are harmless if they "were not so egregious as 

to be incapable of cure by an objection and an appropriate instruction to the jury." State v. Stover, 

67 Wn. App. 228, 232, 834 P.2d 671 ( I 992). 

Here, the State asked Rhonda, 

[THE STATE]: So my question to you is: Didn't you tell Detective Brooks that [Crockett) admitted to his son and admitted to you that he had touched [M.W.], yes or no? 
[RHONDA]: No. I didn't --
(THE STATE]: And so if Detective Brooks were to state that you said that to her, would she be incorrect·? · 
[RHONDA]: I don't know because I'm not Detective Brooks. 
[THE STATE]: And if Mara Campbell was to state that, would she also be wrong? 
[RHONDA]: I don't know, because I'm not her either. 

9 RP at 536. Crockett did not object. 

Another similar exchange ensued shortly afterward: 

[THE STATE): Didn't you tell Mara Campbell that the reason [M.W.] ran away was because what .~ of what [Crockett] had done to her? 
[RHONDA]: No, I did not tell Mara Campbell that. I gave a letter that [M.W.] had written to Mara Campbell. 
[THE STATE]: Okay. So, if Mara Campbell were to state that you told her 

that, would she be incorrect? 
[RHONDA]: I'm not going to make that conclusion. 

9 



Crockett App. 14

\j 
() 

...... .. ./ 

' \J 
j., ,, 

\j 
\J 
a·I 

\J 
•·,., 

'\,, 

No. 47017-9-11 

9 RP at 541-42. Crockett did not object.4 

As the State points out, each of the questions was presented in the form of a hypothetical 
' question. The State asked that if another witness had given a conflicting account, then would that 

witness be incorrect. Even if we assume these questions were improper, certainly the questions 
were "not so egregious as to be incapable of cure by an objection and an appropriate instruction to 

the jury." Stover, 67 Wn. App. at 232. We reject the argument that the prosecutor's questions 
' 

caused enduring prejudice incurable by an instruction. 

C. APPEALS TO JURY PASSION 

Crockett also argues that the State committed prosecutorial misconduct by making two 
comments that were intended solely as inflammatory remarks meant to appeal to the jury's passion. 
Again, even if improper, Crockett cannot establish that the comments were so egregious as to be 

incurable by an instruction. 

First, Crockett takes issue with the prosecutor's reference to Crockett's testimony that he 

worked with Vietnam veterans who had children, because in his view it unfairly implied to the 

jury that he seeks out children for malicious purposes. But his argument fails because even if 
I improper, he cannot show misconduct incurable by an instruction from this passing somewhat 

ambiguous reference. 

4 There was a third exchange nearly identical to these set forth wherein the State asked Crockett himself whether he recalled making statements about accidentally touching M.W, to which Crockett claimed that he did not. Again, the State asked if a police officer testified that he did, would that officer be "incorrect?" l O RP at 866. 

10 
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The second statement suffers the same fate. In rebuttal closing, the State commented that 

M.W. was affected by this case and that she has been denie~ justice for six years. The. State did 

not' emp~asize the reprehensible nature of the crime nor did it ask the jury to convict in an 

emotionally charged way. The State argued that the victim of a crime should get the justice she 

should have had previously. 

In State v. Pierce, 169 Wn. App. 533,555,280 P.3d 1158 (2012), we held that a prosecutor 

in a murder trial committed improper and highly prejudicial misconduct when the prosecutor 

discussed the final moments of two murder victim's lives, adding emotionally charged 

embellishments that were essentially fabricated. We reasoned that the prosecutor's comments 

were nothing more than an improper appeal to the jury's sympathy. Pierce, 169 Wn. App. at 555; 

see also State v. Claflin, 38 Wn. App. 847, 849-50, 690 P.2d 1186 (1984) (finding an improper 

appeal to the jury's passion when a prosecutor in rape trial read poem to jury). The comments 

made here pale in comparison to cases where our courts have found flagrant appeals to the jmy's 

passion. 

Also, here, the jury was specifically instructed not to 9ecide the case on sympathy, 

prejudice, or personal preference. Thus, we hold that Crockett cannot show enduring and resulting 

prejudice incurable ):,y an appropriate instruction. This argument is unsuccessful. 

III. IMPEACHMENT OF STRICKEN TESTIMONY 

Crockett argues that the trial court erred by admitting impeachment evidence to rebut 

testimony that had previously been stricken from the record. Crockett failed to properly preserve 

11 
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this issue for appeal. As explained above, we do not consider an evidentiary error raised for the 
first time on appeal. Kirkman, 159 Wn.2d at 926. Here, the trial court struck Crockett's 
nonresponsive answer alleging that Officer Chell suggested that he did not believe M.W. on the 
night he responded to the family home. Later, the State explained unequivocally that it planned to 

call Officer Chell as a rebuttal witness both to contradict the facts surrounding Crockett's 
recollection of the accidental touching incident as he conveyed that to law enforcement and also 
to rebut any notion that Officer Chell had developed a personal opinion as to the veracity of one 
complaining witness or another. The trial court agreed to let the State question Officer Chell for 

' a limited pmpose and the State did so. Crockett did not object at any point. Consequently, he has 
failed to preserve this issue on appeal. 

IV. OFFICER CHELL'S INTERVIEW WITH CROCKETT 

Crockett argues that the trial court abused its discretion by ruling that the State had. not 
opened the door to evidence that Crockett had proffered additional explanations as to how M. W. 
could potentially have accused him of inappropriate touching. Again, we reject this argument. 

The "opening the door" doctrine is an evidence doctrine that pertains to whether certain 
subject matter is admissible at trial. Tl~e term is used in two contexts: 

(I) [A] party who introduces evidence of questionable admissibility may open the door to rebuttal with evidence that would otherwise be inadmissible, and (2) a party who is the first to raise a particular subject at trial may open the door to evidence r offered to explain, clarify, or contradict the party's evidence. 

KARL B. TEGLAND, 5 WASHINGTON PRACTICE: EVIDENGE LAW AND PRACTICE§ 103.14, at 66~67 
(5th ed. 2007); State v. Ortega, 134 Wn. App. 617, 626, I 42 P.3d 175 (2006). We review a trial 
court's determination that a party has opened the door for abuse of discretion. The doctrine 
promotes fairness b:y preventing one party fn;)ln bringing up a subject to gain an advantage and 

12 
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then barring the other party from further inquiry. State v. Avendano-Lopez, 79 Wn. App. 706, 714, 

904 P.2d 324 (1995) (citing State v. Gefeller, 76 Wn.2d 449,455,458 P.2d 17 (1969), overruled 
on other grounds by State v. Hill1 123 Wn.2d 641, 870 P .2d 313 (1994 )). 

Here, on cross-examination, the State asked Crockett whether he told Officer Chell that he 

may have accidentally brushed against M. W. as he was moving items out of the home that they 
were moving from. Crockett testified that he did no't t·ecall doing so and that the only time he 

inadvertently touched M.W. was in the earlier demonstration a9out how to defend herself. 
_., Crockett continued to assert that he did not remember telling Officer Chell about any touching 

during a moving day . 

The State called Officer Chell to impeach Crockett's denial about telling Chell that he 
inadvertently touched M. W. when teaching her how to defend herself. Officer Chell explained 
that Crockett had in fact told him that his hand inadvertently brushed against M.W.'s breast when 

they were moving from one house to another. Before cross~examination, Crockett argued at 

sidebar that because the State had introduced evidence of a touching incident that had not been 

previously discussed, that Crockett should be able to ask Chell about any of the three explanations 

for the report of abuse that he had conveyed to authorities at one time or an~ther. The trial court 

refused to rule that the State had opened the door to other potential explanations that Crockett 

wished to offer. 

Crockett does not adequately explain not· does he cite any helpful authority as s11pport for 

the proposition that the State's rebuttal witness that addressed one aspect of a defendane s 

testimony thereby opens the door for the defense to admtt additional matters. Before trial began, 

13 
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the court ruled that evidence of the Tennessee incident would not come in as evidence or be 
discussed as an "explanation" by the defense. The other two potential explanations were each 

before the jury. It is unclear from the record wbat exactly Crockett sought to achieve even had the 
trial comi ruled in his favor. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by rullng that the State had 
not opened the door. The court's decision was not based on manifestly unreasonable grounds or 

untenable reasons. 5 

V. CUMULATIVE ERROR 

Finally, Crockett argues that the cumulative error doctrine compels reversal of his 
convictions. We disagree . 

11The. cumulative error doctrine applies whel'e a combination of trial errors denies the 
accused a fair trial even where any one of the erro1·s, taken individually, may not justify reversal.' 1 

In re Det. of Coe, 175 W11.2d 482,515,286 P.3d 29 (2012). The doctrine does not apply where 
the errnrs are few and have little or no effect on the outcome of the trial. State v. Weber, 159 

Wn.2d 252~ 279, 149 P.3d 646 (2006). 

5 Crockett also appears to argue that the trial court erred by disallowing him to impeach Officer Chell. In the section he dedicates to this contention) Crockett foils to cite a single time to the record or to any authority relevant or otherwise. RAP I 0.3(a)(6). We decline to reach this issue. Furthermore, what Crockett is essentially asking the cowi to do is to permit him to elicit testimony that would amount to a witness's opinion on innocence or guilt which is improper and inadmissible evidence. State v. Johnson, 152 Wn. App. 924, 930, 2 l 9 P.3d 958 (2009). 
14 
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Here, Crockett has not established that he was denied a fair trial. He has failed to even 
argue how any alleged error effected the outcome of his trial. Thus, this argument fails. We affirm 
Crockett's convictions. 

A majority of the panel having detem1ined that this opinion will not be printed in the 
Washington Appellate Reports, but will be filed for public record in accordance with RCW 2.06.040, 
it is so ordered. 

We concur: 
JOHANSON, P.J. ·-'-cf~----

~-~--MELNICK; J. J 
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) 
) DEFENSE MOTION IN LIMINE 
) 
) 
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COMES NOW, the defendant, James Crockett, and hereby files the following motion in 

limine to admit evidence of M. W. 's behavior leading up to her report made to the police in 

August 2013 that resulted in this case being filed against Mr. Crockett. 

Mr. Crockett's defense is that he did not molest M.W. Instead, the accuser falsified the 

allegations in order to leave the Crockett' household, so she could engage in activities prohibited 

by her parents. She wanted to leave because she found her guardians to be too strict since they 

would not let her do things she wanted to with regard to using computers1 cell phones, telephone 

and interacting with other people in a way that her guardians had forbidden since she was a 

minor child in their care. 

Mil-Lindsey (M.W.) was born on December 31, 1995 and resided in Tennessee with her 

biological mother, until M.W. was almost 2 years old when her mother put her up for adoption. 

DEFENSE MOTION IN LI MINE - 1 
Kannin Law Firm P,S, 

119 SW 152"~ Street 
Burien, Wa~hlngton 98188 

(206) 574-0202 
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In January 2001 Rhonda Crockett adopted M.W. and she moved to Tacoma, Washington to live 

2 with Mrs. Crockett, who was single at the time. Later in 2001 M.W. told Rhonda that her former 

3 foster father Daddy George had sexually molested M.W. while she was living with her foster 

4 family in Tennessee. M. W. stayed with Rhonda Crockett here in Tacoma. As M, W. matured, 

5 Rhonda placed numerous restrictions on M.W. 's activities. For example, she was not allowed to 

6 wear pants, she had to attend church and/or Sunday school, and her schooling/academic 

7 performance was closely monitored by Rhonda. As she grew up her internet and ceII phone 

s usage was also monitored by her mother, Rhonda Crockett. She was not allowed to date nor have 

1·1 9 boys in the family home. Eventually she was not allowed to have a Facebook page or access to i 
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and her cell phone was taken away/restricted and when she was allowed to use the cell phone it 

was closely monitored. M.W. attempted to circumvent these restrictions. During this time period 

Rhonda Crockett would use physical/corporal punishment to discipline M.W. An ongoing 

pattern developed of M. W. trying to evade her Mother's parenting with M. W. using defiance 

and deception to continue doing what she wanted to do, disregarding her mother's behavior 

rules. 

1. The court should allow extrinsic evidence to be used to contradict any potential 
testimony by M.W. because she has a motive to lie and is biased against tb,e 
defendant. 

The Constitution guarantees criminal defendants a meaningful opportunity to present a 

complete defense. Crane v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 683,690, (1986). Essential to the defendanfs 

right to a fair trial are the rights to call witnesses on one's behalf as well as to confront and cross

examine opposing witnesses. Chambers v. Mississippi, 410 U.S. 284 (1973). Further, the 

defendant's right to cross~examine a witness to reveal bias or prejudice is constitutionally 

protected. Davis v. Alaska, 415 U.S. 308,316, 94 S.Ct. 1105, 39 L.Ed.2d 347 (1974). A witness 

DEFENSE MOTION IN LIMINE - 2 
Kannin Law Firm P.S. 

119 SW 15,"'J Street 
Burien, Washington 98188 

(206) 574-oio, 
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may be impeached by introducing extrinsic evidence to contradict the witness regarding a 

material fact or issue. ER 607 Teglund> Courtroom Handbook on Washington Evidence, Ch. 5, 

note (10) at pages 312 -313. Whether a child alleging sexual molestation is telling the truth is 

material and proof establishing a motive to lie is essential to the ultimate issue. 

5 In this case, M. W. is biased against her parents because they raised her in a conservative 

6 and strict home environment. Her parents limited her internet and cel1 and telephone phone usage 

7 and monitored her frequent interactions with boys. Soon after she was removed from the 
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Crockett' home, M.W. is believed to have engaged in behavior causing her removal from her 

first foster home. It may be shown by extrinsic evidence that M.W. has a motivation to lie about 

the alleged sexual assault to effectuate her removal from a strict home environment to one that 

allows her to behave wantonly without restriction or reasonable supervision . 

2. Extrinsic evidence used to contradict a prosecutor's witness in a criminal case is still 
admissible even if it may be obicctionable as evidence on a collateral matter. 

A defendant has wide latitude in a criminal trial to explore fundamental elements such as the 

motive, bias, and credibility of the State's key witnesses. State v. Darden, 145 Wn.2d 612) 619, 

41 P.3d 1189 (2002). Evidence initially deemed collateral may be admissible by a defendant as 

long as the evidence is used to demonstrate bias or improper motive on the part of a 

prosecution's witness. State v. Fankhauser, 133 Wn.A,pp. 689, 138 P.3d. 140, (2006). In this 

case, extrinsic evidence used to contradict M.W.'s testimony may be admissible even if related 

to a collateral matter because it is offered by the defendant to explore the State's key witness' 

possible bias and motive to lie. 
3. The probative value of the extrinsic evidence used to contradict M.W.'s testimony 

substantially outweighs any possible prejudice. 

DEFENSE MOTION IN LIMINE - 3 
Kannin Law Firm P.S. 

119 SW 152"d Street 
Burien, Washington 98188 

(206) 574-0;0; 
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Relevant evidence may be excluded if its probative value is substantially outweighed by 

2 the danger of unfair prejudice under ER 403. However, in this case the probative value of any 

3 extrinsic evidence proffered to contradict M.W.'s possible testimony greatly outweighs its 

4 prejudicial effect because it is materially related to the ultimate issue of whether Crockett' 

5 molested his step-daughter. State v. French, 157 Wn.2d 593, 141 P.3d 54, (2006). In an en bane 

6 decision, the Washington State Supreme Court upheld a similar use of extrinsic evidence directly 

7 and independently related to a material fact in issue to contradict a witness's testimony. 

8 Jacqueline's Washington, Inc. v. Mercantile Stores Co., 80 Wn.2d 784,498 P.2d 870 (1972). 

9 For these reasons the defense respectfully requests that the Court grant its in limine 

10 motion to admit evidence ofM.W.'s bias against her parents and her motivation to lie. 

I l 

12 Dated this 24u1 day of September 2014 and respectfully submitted on behalf of the defendant. 
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By: 

KANN IN LAW FIRM P .S. 

; . -
John Kannin WSBA # 27315 
Attorney for Defendant James Crockett 

Kann in Law Firm P,S, 
119 SW 152"" Street 

Burien, Washington 98188 
(206) 574-0l02 
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Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CROCKETT, JAMES ELLIS, 

Defendant. 

Cause No. 13-1-04758-8 

EXHIBIT RECORD • TRIAL 

, #/ -----------h·--------'---------/---~-..;.-~----l ~$/A, /cJ-/J-1VY 

p 
No. 

D 

p 1 

D 2 

p 3 

p 4 

p 5 

p 6 

p 7 

Description 

Copy of James Crockett's Washington 
Enhanced Driver License 
Three colored photographs of alleged victim 
(Ruling made by the Court with regard to these 
photos on September 29, 2014) 
Facebook page that was given to both counsel 
after an in-camera review bv the Court 
Tacoma Police Department 
Incident Report 
Incident No. 132381111.1 
Tacoma Police Department 
Supplemental Report 
Incident No. 132381111.2 
Tacoma Police Department 
Supplemental Report 
Incident No. 132381111.3 
Tacoma Police Department 
Supplemental Report 
Incident No. 132381111.4 

EXHIBIT RECORD - 1 of 3 
13-1-04 758-8 

Off Obj 

Admitted 
Agreed 
Denied 

Illustrative 
Published 
Redacted 
Reserved 

Withdrawn 

Date 

Rec'd 
by 

Clerk's 
Office 

l 

10/9/2014 
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Admitted 
Agreed 

p Denied Rec'd 
No. Description Off Obj Illustrative 

Date by 
D Published Clerk's 

Redacted Office 
Reserved 
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Withdrawn Tacoma Police Department 

I~ 
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Mon, Aug 26t 2! 113, 7:18 P,M. 

Me: I'm fine I just had a break 
. down. And there'll probably be 
:m:or1e of trh(cisie .th,ff~:ug,h o,ut the. 
next 1 o months; rm .going.to try 
to welather thru this storm the 
best that i can so I can come 
out on top 11naking·her w,fsh she· • 
treated me better. . · . · · · ... .. . ··.; 
Mon, Aug 26, 20 ., 3, 7:23 PM · 

·· ..... -... , . ArthU~ M~mni,,a;: w;~ u del;i®, . 
I. 

• • . • • , • ,, u always rawe. a room rn my,. . ' 
'house._if ·l) .. '\Jyant)t : .. :., .. , . ,~ :· · ... 

. Mt;Jf:l Aug·2:e:·:t01;.3,t·.1·:31'.R:Ms:··1,,:,; . 
• - ••• 1 ••• './~~\, ... :;:;;.>: );~·i'ft:t/fC;!:;;;:,;~;,,;",:;;.,;,,;.~.: '··:~,.,.;,, t 
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MDR,Aug2:161,,·2013r 7:38 PM 
•.><11 ..... ~ • ..., ,,,..,_.r-~,,""·, .. ,.,.,,,. ~ .. .,. .. ~......,-,,a...,., .. _1"r'~"--~ ·~w,i.~ 'c, 

· · ·,""',h··. '1 ·•r· · m·:'···:·.·,,:1··1· .!ti ·n· ··o-k· '{t:''~1/ ",I }u(~ ', / . I' ' ;,·: • .- 1.•; :g:,I,: :-. ' 
. . . 

. .'.ii 
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.. Hadiya: What's go;'ng orl · 
' 

Mon, Aug 26, 2013, 8:59 AM 
.. " . ' ' .. ,..,.,,.,, 

1M,e! Long story. short my.,mom is 
. tr~at\ng.:me 1lk~ dln ar}d l~n1:;i.~'.f~k· .. i 

,v~f it ·And l dd.tf1t1.~,s{ ··,t:cf :t, ·., ·.· · Ji: .. ~.:; .. <''• • ' .. ' '. ::r.."\::,:{ ;;;·\ :( :' ·.: '\, ';,/' ::/ ,; J/~.:·: ' ' \ . 
• H~J~ ,,,.:t~i.y~se If get to .r:rrr,.a:d:;:b1ettai · .· ·:t, ,, . .-. · , 

fi; ! . • I,• ,d'• /.~ i\. ': "! ... \ ll~• ;, ~!~ ,, ' { i .. ·• "f."; ti\ , ,,f;;~,e.l I I k~ , . rtVl·n·.g· .~ ·t\; .. nl,.e, ... ,1?1~:.·w~ }~' ... t 
. ~'·~i sometimes' and :Cl't.f11e)!;tf:t1fers· ; 11~ t: ' . . . • ' ,, ' • ' ; : . .' • I • <, ?: f '. <' / ~;,;;<Ir •,: r 

·:. · ~I ,Hke L~lt!.:~Ii 11 t; g·®1,~,iJ; ·.' . ,· 
.. , :a l\e,r, it r,~er 1', - ' 

I~ l .,. J , ~L ' ~ ' 

', i;~., IJI \.: :f I • • 
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:stie. ,finer lt'' ·. . . '' ',. 

. ~'1"1 f>;. 9· -~s A: ·M ·" .. · . i ,4V .. ;;,,~ .. .,.,;, . . . . ·. : . 
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;t/\'t . i ; ' /.' : .' ' ;1: • t ''., ;' I ! · ,, t : r.r . ' riJ:, !II .llTl : :{]. :tin:1tl:ierstii'rid # ,, ' '.•• ' . I ji( 
'ii',,,.,.,t' · •. •· ,, ' , .. :. ' "·. • ' ' ' ' ,,' ',:t', ' 

·· I/.A,,u·g 1 ~:) 2013 8·36· r~1M"',· .. · · \t .. 4; .. , 4~ l :1·,·,1""' '' , ,11w·~, t , • , 'fi'~ [,I:[, ,, ~ ,.~ •. ,·,::'\ ::,.~ :·. '' ' ,, ' ' . ' '' .. · >ti:Jt 
h"'4;e;.Just know ill .be 10· 1k18\1

))(.: • t:·m going to keep you P.O ' ., .. ', 
Me and my br9ther have·a.PI(' 
to get Justice ·· ·. ··:·:\·: 
Mon, Aug 19, 2013, 8:42 PM. · · 

·· · . ieHWare: Ok·cool tr\iffit, .• .. · 
· · ~)1.b:,lieVe in.yo.~:~ ·· · 

. .,1;:.~?1 .. ' '~.ft"t'if' :1~.11, ' '.' ' ':j, ,,,.;;;Ji.~. ' i:;:1;1<,, ~ , ,r; ' ' ' 
~, . .'){I;','.. ~f ' - ' •I - ' 11 1; ';',,i'1!!,' 
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. . .... ': · v,aJ11~::,1: ,,t1,.,a,,.: I . 
' H 'ii l' ' . ''ll •. ~ ,, 1•!,1 ,"'4 ,, ~ 

,".· ,.,:, Ch:;~'9'.):~,:,J;~ ,,.~, 
q·µi:et a :ri·itf: ::sh:clt1t :d·(l', 
Y9tf can treat a'·t~y: .· ...• :iµi;i-4' ·2<l1s.''1r~;J~, .... , .,. ., / t ':·\ ,; -~~·: /::'.:'•. \,:,' 
l.is.t-:aw.n •. f\ . :,~i, 

.::ijy:ite o·hei}~·; ··: ,i,: · ..... . $at. Aug24,··2013·~·1f:t:,~l:. . / ,~i ·:··.-·.· .. . 
' . ,,, • ,, • ,,·, '.::~>th:l,i;?h! > I : o (,.,, 

M Ah · y· ··. · h I1· · . ··1~ ·. . d . h . e: a. ea .. · Vie., 1,\i:~ .':.. .t atl. 
So you a·re from V!ii:~ijlh1'rfia: .·j ; • 

Sat, Aug 24, 2.013, 11 :2~:A/Mi ··· .. · 
< 

I ""'' IJ'i \ 

'Dishawn: No im from knoxviHe 
,, got tooken from my··mom when 

i' was 12 · 
· St,J.t~ Aug 24, 201~, 11:i$:AM, .. ·. 

=" '4, r 

. . \ ·O' .... h . ~\1,,1:~: 
' ' ' ~ \I I~ ,:\,Ji;11, 
'. ~ I .'\•~ }· .·: ."/\ ,,'. 1 
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(Transcripts of conversations /e~ding people to believe she is having a traumatic experience and need to 
getaway.) 

Mon, Aug 14, 2013, 9:30 am 

Arthur : Hey what you up to 

9:32, MiHindsey: Nothing just thinking 

.. 9:32, Arthur 1: About? Loi 

9:34, Mil-Lindsey: Loi just about how I am going to manage my money and be able to get all the things I 
n'eed for senior year 

9:35, Arthur I 

9:38, Arthur 1 

: sound like y stressing Instead of simply thinking lol 

1: Senior yr is a lot to deal with 

9:41, Mil-Lindsey: Yeah I know. But I like a challenge. Besides I arn just really pumped to turn'18 and get 
out of hlghscho9!. 

~ug 16, 2013, 8:16 pm 

Arthur : R u pregnant lol 

8t17, Mil-Lindsey: Lmfao no my sister is. But-it's a secret 

8:23, Arthur : Oh witch 1 lol 

8:26, MIi-Lindsey: Streets fol 

8:26, Mil-Lindsey: Syreeta 

8:30, Arthur 

8:30, Arthur 

I 

: Oh I wat bout to say lol 

: Wat savauhn been up 2 

8:31, Mil-Lindsey: Lof I put that as my status because I new pp! would think l was and l wanted to see 
what ppl would say. But he been working on his music he is going back to pell!slpl so he can transfer to 
ut 

**************** 

QOOOBb 
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i 
I 
I 

In a textlng conversation with someone named Terrell ' 

August, 19, 2013, 8:15 pm 
Mil-Lindsey: I called my brother 

8:16, Terrell ' 1: Howed it go? 

8:17, Mll~Lindsey; Fine I guess I just have to get through the week 

8:19, Terrell :·And then what? 

8:23, Mil-Lindsey: Then if thlngs get bad or worse or something call ~he police and he gonna come get 

me 

8:29, Terrell : So your going to wait for her to attack you again? l 

8:33, Mil~Llndsey: No I'm.going to see how this week goes 

8:36, Terrell · : Im not quiet sure I understand. 

8:42, Mil-Lindsey: Just know ill be okay and I'm going to keep you pasted. Me and my brother have a 
plan to get justice 

**"'******* ' 

o.o O Q ~ l 

'Ex, C-
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Aug 20, 2013, 10:15 pm 

Arthur' 1: How was your day 

10:16, Mil-Lindsey: It was actually good consider the past few days I went through hell 

10:is, Arthur 1: That's good I had a rough day 

10:19, MIi-Lindsey: What happened? 

io:221 Arthur 

overwhelming 
: Stress depression and anxiety then not having nobody to verit to it was just 

10:23, MIHlndsey: Oh I understand! I have days like that a lot 

10:24, Arthur : My grandmother passed away this time of the ye;:1r n every sense then. its been 
a struggle to cope 

10:25,· Arthur : Yep it caught me of guard today through 

10:25, Mil-Lindsey: Aw. Ok sorry to here that. And I understand it's a hard time of the year for you. But 
she doesn1t have to struggle on earth anymore 

10:30, Arthur ' : Yea I hear that a lot and it make me feel selfish that its not easy to let go but I 
never lost a love so deep like that b4 

10:3~1 .Mil"llndsey: That's understandable. You shouldn't feel selfish because you loved. her. It wa·s Just 
her time to go I lost my aunt when I was 5 and l was closer to her than my own mom and I know how 
hard it is losing someone you love so deep 

**************** 

ooooea 

3/t:L 
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In a text to biological mother: 

August 21, 2013, 6:04 pm 

Mil-Lindsey: If any thing ever happened to you I would not be able to handle it. I love you soo much 

and I can't wait to get back so we can form a actual mother daughter relatlonshipl 

********** 

ooooaq . ' ' ·, 

, E:x I c;. 
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August 24, 2013, 9:43 am 

Oishawn: Hey its dishawn 

9:44, Mil-Lindsey: Hey. What you up to7 

9:47, Dishawn: Bout to get ready for my uncle cook out wby 

9:49, Mil-Lindsey: Getting ready for whatever comes my way today. Your pie looks familiar where do you 
stay In Knoxville? 

9:51, Dlshawn: East sJde up the street from waiter p 

9:52, Mil-Lindsey: Oh okay. Though I seen you in the ville 

9:55, Dishawn: I just moved back down here 

9:56, Mil-Lindsey: Oh okay. I just left Knoxville temporarily 

9:57, Dishawn: Where you go 

9:57, Mil-Lindsey: Washington state. For a few months 

9:58, Dishawn: Oh for college? 

10:01, Mil-Lindsey:. No for my.senior.year .•. well.1 semester anyway. I'm going to college in Knoxville so I 
can be close to my mom (referring to biological mother) 

10:07, Dishawn: That's whats up what you going to college for. 

10:09, Mil-Lindsey: Civil engineering. You in college? 

10:12, Dishawn: No im an army man 

10:13, Mil-Lindsey: Oh okay. What rank? My mom was in the army 

10:18, Dishawn: me when I leave 

10:18, Dishawn: I just graduated in june I got kl~ked out my house In va had to move down here now Im 
just waiting on my paper work to transfer down here then they tell 

10:21, Dishawn: No I haven't went yet im waiting for them to tell me when I leave for bootcamp 

10:23, Mil-Lindsey: Oh okay. I get it. So when did you decide you wanted to be in the army and why 
army? 

10:27, Dish awn: Well I don't have mdney: for college don't want to deal with student loans 

5(!;>-. 
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10:29, Mil-Lindsey; Oh okay I see. So are you going to go ~o college later so the army can pay for it. Then 
you can become an officer. 

10:32, Dishawn: I prob~bly get out way before I become an officer im just going for school 

10:34, Mil-Lindsey: I know but if you wanted to reenlist afterwards you could and you'd be an office. 
Person~lly military life isn't for me though but I come from a very military family 

10:37, Dishawn: Why isn't it for you 

10:44, Mil-Lindsey: Because I don't take disrespect well because I get mad if some one is yelling at me 
and in the military getting disrespected Is lneyitable no matter what rank you are some one is always 
above you. 

10:48, Dishawn: Ha r here ya but the mllitary is mostly for ppl with no oth¢r option. From the sound of it 
you have plenty 

10:54, Mil-Lindsey: Yeah, I guess I do but only because of the military. I can use my moms G. I. bill and 
my step~dads G.I. bill. And they insist that I go to college then join the military as an officer In training 
because l would get treated better than enlisted ranks but I've heard sergeants take out all their anger 
out on officers In.training and I'll be done fought somebody. 

11:00, Oishawn: Lol so you are a fighter 

11:02, Mil~Llndsey: Loi sometimes. But I don't fight just because I can. 

11:05, Dishawn: You do it to teach ppl respect 

11:07, Mil~Lindsey: Yeah. 1 mean r do it to teach people just because I'm quiet and short doesn't mean 
you can treat any ki11d of way. 

11:10, Dishawri: They always say the quite one is the deadliest. 

11:27, Mil-Lindsey: Aha. Yeah I've heard that. So you are from Virginia 

11:29, Dishawn: No im from Knoxville got token from my mom when l was 12 

11:29, MIi-Lindsey: Oh okay. So you were adopted? 

11:32, Dlshawn: I was in foster care for a year but my grandma from my dad side got us 

11:35, Mil-Lindsey: 9h. Dang. I was adopted when I was four. 

11:39, Dlshawn: Wow are you back with your mom 

11:41, Mil-Lindsey: Not yet. I was living with my grandmother but I had to go back with my adoptet O O O q I 
mom to Washington. · · . .. 

Ex, C .. 
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11:44, Dlshawn: Oh so by next se·mester you should be back with your mom 

11:50, Mil-Lindsey: I'm trying to. My cas.e Is that I am not In a safe envlronment 

11:52, rv'!il-Lindsey: *environment 

. 11:52, Dishawn: Why Isn't It safe 

11:57, Mil-Lindsey: My adopted moms husband raped me which is why I went to go stay with my 
grandmother. My mom is very abusive not like spanking your kids when. they do wrong but you do what 
I say go where I say wear what l say say what I say when I say or I'm gonna punch you in the face type. 
And I've snapped twice already but each time I catch myself but third times the charm. 

12:02, Dlshawn: Its messed up on both ends tm sorry that tjat had to happen to you 

12:04, Mil-Lindsey: Yeah. But ill be 18 ln Dec. And I'm just ready to be In control of my own life. 

1:02, Oishawn: I had to start paying rent soon as I turned 18 

1:04, MiHindsey: Damn. Not me my adopted mom won't even let me get a job. 

1:05, Dishawn: Why not 

1:07, Mil~Llndsey:. She controlling as hell and the way she see it I get so much ssl and money from the 
state of TN l don't need to work. She just don't want me to have. My own money. Because she use all 
my money 

1:12, Dishawn: She take your ss check 

1:13, Mil-Lindsey: Yeat:i she take all my money 

1:14, Dishawn: Damn well when you turn 18 youll get that to yourself. 

1:15, Mil-Lindsey: Not if its still going to her address 

i:17, Oishawn: Yea that's what happened to me she wont be able to cash it anymore 

1:18, Mil-Lindsey: I hope not. I feel bad always going to my brother and my grandmother for everything 
I have to pay for 

1:20, Dlshawn: I know the feeling I don't like to ask ppl for things like money 

1:49, MU-Lindsey: Yeah me either. I'm independent 

********"'*** 

7(1:).-
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August 24, 2013, 12:19 pm 

Mil-Lindsey: You gonna be tired after your baby comes I 

~2:21, Arthur. 

12:22, Arthur 

1: maybe lot 

: No Im not I been raisen kids 4 years 

12:24, Mil-Lindsey: Ha. It's just wishful thinking. And oh okay well we'll see then. Oh l m!ght be moving 

~o Knoxvllle with my grand.mother In December.or January 

12:25, Arthur 

12.:25, Arthur 

: That will be good 

Ima be there Christmas 

12:32, Mil-Lindsey: Oh okay. t hope I can move back. I can't stay here anymore 

**"'*******'** 

-1:•'. 
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In a textlng conversation with Hadiya, granddaughter to Mildred Davis: 

Mon, Aug 2.6, 2013, 8:58 am 

MIi-Lindsey: Hey 

8:58, Hadlya: Hey 

8:59, Hadlya: What's going on 

9:02, Mil-Lindsey: Long story short my mom is treating me lrke dirt and l'm sick of it. And I don't want to 
Jet myself get to mad because I feel like driving a knife through her sometimes and other times l feel like 
Jetting it go and forgiving her and going on with my life either way I don't want to live here and she was 
like lf you go anywhere I'm gonna find you and hurt you but I ducking hate it here I just want to leave 
and go back to Tennessee with my real family and they want me back too they didn't even want me to 
leave in july 

9:02, Hadiya: Oh Lord, is she getting a divorce? 

9:04, Mil-Lindsey: No but I honestly dgaf what happens to her or goes on in her life she has been evil to 
me my whole life and I tried to past it but this is my breaking point 

9:07,·Hadlya!.(1/4) Maybe it's a time rn her life that shss stressed idk. I herd she was evrl and rude but 
she a!ways been koo with mee. Just a little scary you know?.B 

(2/4)ut I mean your about too be 18 ln december .. you can move out.. but In order to do that u need a 
Job and money and stuff its not easy. You only a 

(3/4)few more months till u graduate too. Then you can go to Tennessee with your real family cause ik 
they Jove you and really miss you but so will your ronda 

(4/4) .. 1 don't feel its nice to be rude and pick on you and shit sou need to have a adult conversation 
witfJ her or write hrr a letter 

9:11, Mil-Lindsey: Once I turn 18 she won't be able to cash my checks from the state of Tennessee so for 
a whlle money won't be a thing. But I've never worked and wouldn't know where to go for a job and I 
am going to see if l can nice back to Tennessee second semester and Naw I'm cool off talking to her and 
writing letters I been trying to do that my whole life I'm at the point where I don't care how she feels or 
what she says or does. ! just l<now that if she keeps talklng to me like I'm stupid and I'm the devil I'm 
going to kill her. Ami haha who told you she was evil before? 

9:21, Hadiya: Hella people, && damn cuzzl I Chill. 

9:22, MIi-Lindsey: I wish 1 could chill but this is years and years built up that's why I need to get but of . 
here I don't want to ruin my life O·:O:O:Q q q 
9:23, Hadiya: I feel It. I Didn't you run away before? 
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9:231 Mil-Lindsey: Yeah. ·And I regretthat I let the dumb rattle snake find me. She treated me like ish 
wheri they brought me back. l should kept running 

9:35, Hadiya: Hiw she find u 

9:36, Mil-Lindsey: Her friend was driving down the street saw me and talked me into going back 

9:37, Hadiya: W~ere did u stay 

9:40, MIHlndsey: On the street 

9:41, Hadiya: Omgl 

9:42, Mil-Lindsey: Yeah but it was for a night 

9:46, Hadiya: That's fucking crazy! Ide never sleep outside. Wtf, at least you were okay 

9:48, Mil-Lindsey: Yeah and 1 was going to my boyfriend's house butt didn1t want to get caught out at 
night by the police s_o I hid in a park till the morning 

10:00, Hadlya: U have a bf? 

10:01, MIi-Lindsey: No I had a bf when I ran away remember the one you met? 

10:02, Hadlya: Yes. So what haooebd with yall. 

10:03, Mil-Lindsey: ldk we just broke up in may. Which sucks because I really love him but he wants to 
see other girls so w.e 

10:10, Hadlya: That's hella crazy 

10:11, MIi-Lindsey: Yeah. But I'm gonna try to get him back soon just to see if It could happen 

************* 

Ex. C-

·· oo·o··q·, o:, ,' .. _:. ·, 
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In a te><ting Conversation with Chanel Fountain's daughter: 

Mon, Aug 26l 2013, 2:08 pm 

Abrei ,: ~ey Lindsey, my mom wants you to stay with her when im gone she said shell take care of 
you. 

2:35, Mil-Lindsey: I can't stay.with you mom. I can1t burden her like that. This Is something I have to go 
through alone 

2:38, Abref Not a burden she doesn't want to be alone anyway fol she wants you to come really bad 
she will be able to take you to any and everything and shell i;ome to your meets and cheer you on like 
always:) she really wants you to Lindsey, you should 

********** 

fl /1;;_ 
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August 26, 2013, 7:18 pm 

Arthur :·: Where r u?. Ru ok 

7:23, Mil-Lindsey: I'm fine I just had a break down. And there 11l probably be more of those through out 
the next 10 months. l'rri going to try to weather thru this storm the best I can so l can come out on top 
making her wish she treated me better. 

7:31, Arthur 

7:32, Arthur 

Wen u decide u always have a room ln my house if u want It 

1: N we well handle her husband n due time 

7:38, Mil-Lindsey: Okay. I think she almost kicked me out today. But she probably won't kick me out 
until the checks stop coming which will be sometimes either early next year or after l graduate. But 
depe,ndlng on how things go I might just leave when I Jan 1st after f turn 18 

:Ok 

: Ima make my way to Washington soon 

: God don't like ugly 

7:43, Arthu·r 1 

7:43, Arthur 

7:44~ Arthur 

7:45, Arthur I Its wild that she Judge your real family witch she knows nothing about 

Me.and my wife talk abol.\t u all the time 

7:46, Mil-Lindsey: Oh gosh. I don't want any trouble_ I Just want piece and quiet for a little while. And 
yeah that broke me into tears lfke how could she say ya'II don't love me? I'm gonna try to respect her 
and Jove her through because I'm not accountable for anyone's actions but my own 

7:58, Arthur · : No trouble at all ill take care of it 

8:03, Mil-Lindsey: Like how? 

8:03, Arthur I : ima get me a pit puppy fo·r my bday J cant wait Im so happy I was gonna wait till 
the baby gets a yr old but its my puppy not hers lol 

8:04, Arthur' : Oh !ill sis no worries 

8:04, Mil-Lindsey: Aww fol pits are cute! And I'm worried I'm worried 

8:07, Arthur • lkr 

o, .• ,I.Ii.ti ·A,, 
V-:·fl.i'·\7·V 'l· 
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PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

No. 13-1-04758-8 
JAMES E. CROCKETT, 

Defendant. 

INTERVIEW OF 

MIL-LINDSEY R. WILLIAMS 

11:00 a.m. 

Thursday, September 25, 2014 
930 Tacoma Avenue South, 7th Floor 

Tacoma, Washington 

JAMIE D. CASEY, CCR 
NORTHWEST COURT REPORTERS 

1415 Second Avenue, Suite 1107 
Seattle, Washington 98101 

(206) 623-6136 
www.northwestcourtreporters.com 
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On Behalf of Plaintiff: 

On Behalf of Defendant: 

Also present: 

APPEARANCES 

MR. MARK A. SANCHEZ 

Pierce County Prosecuting Attorney 

930 Tacoma Avenue South, Room 946 

Tacoma, WA 98402 

MR. JOHN J. KANNIN, IV 

Kannin Law Firm 

119 SW 152nd Street 

Burien, WA 98166 

MS. LISA WANNER 
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EXAMINATION INDEX 

Examination By: 

MR. KANNIN 

* * * 

EXHIBIT INDEX 

No, Description 

1 Printout of Ms. Williams' Facebook account. 

2 Language Arts writing assignment, 09/25/2008. 

3 Printout of text conversations, 08/26/2014. 
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Q 
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Could you please tell us your name and spell that for us. 

My name is Mil-Lindsey Williams; spelled M-i-1, hyphen, 

L-i-n-d-s-e-y, W-i-1-1-i-a-m-s. 

And, Mil-Lindsey, what is your birth date? 

My birth date is December 31st, 1995. 

So how old are you now? 

I'm 18. 

Where do you currently live? 

Do you want the address? 

You can just say the general town. 

Oh, I live in Lakewood, kind of by the B&I. 

And where you live in Lakewood, is that with a family member 

or with somebody else? 

No, it's with a roommate. 

How long have you been living on your own? 

Since the end of August. 

Of which year? 

This year. 

Do you have a cell phone? 

Yes. 

What's your cell phone number? 
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The (253) 883-9020. 

So how do you know Rhonda Crockett? 

She's my adoptive mom. 

So if she's your adoptive mom, who is your biological mom? 

Her name is Marquita Walton. 

When was the last time that you saw or talked to Marquita? 

I talked to her over the phone on Tuesday. 

Of this week? 

Mm-hmm. 

What were you talking to her about? 

Well, she was just saying how much she missed me and wanted 

me to come visit for a holiday. 

Where does she live? 

She lives in Knoxville, Tennessee. 

Have you been back to see her recently? 

No. 

When was the last time you saw her? 

The last time that I saw her was the summer of 2013. 

Where did you see her? 

I saw her in Knoxville, Tennessee. 

Whom did you go to Knoxville with? 

I went by myself. 

Do you remember what month that was? 

I think I left in July. 

So would that have been before you talked to the police 
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about what happened in this case? 

Yes. 

Did you go with either Rhonda or James Crockett? 

No. 

Did they know you were going to Tennessee? 

Yes. 

Did they pay for your plane tickets? 

No. I think my grandmother paid for it. 

Okay. When you were back in Tennessee last year, did you 

talk about what you told the police in this case? 

Yes. 

Who did you talk to about that? 

I told my sister who is closest to my age. 

What's her name? 

Her name is Christina. 

What did you tell Christina? 

I told her that, when I was 12, I was molested by my mom's 

husband. 

And which mom and which husband were you referring to? 

Rhonda Crockett and James Crockett. 

Where were you at when you told this to your sister? 

I was in Knoxville. I don't remember exactly the exact 

location. 

What's your sister's name? 

My sister's name is Christina. 
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So what did Christina say about all this? 

She just told me that, when she was younger, she went 

through a similar situation. 

After you talked to Christina about this, did you put any of 

that on your Facebook page? 

Not -- not after I talked to -- well, I guess after I talked 

to her, but not, like, right after I talked to her. I 

didn't put that on my Facebook until after I came back to 

Washington. 

When did you come back to Washington? 

I came back -- I don't know. I think it was either the 

beginning of August or the end of July. 

Of 2013? 

Yes. 

And then what did you put on your Facebook page? 

That -- I don't remember the exact words, but something 

along the lines of, I -- I've been forced to live here 

with -- in the same house with my mom's husband and he 

molested me, and I can't take it anymore. And that's 

paraphrased. That's not exactly what I said, but something 

along those lines. 

Did somebody help you decide to put that on your Facebook 

page? 

No. 

Did you tell anybody you were going to do that before you 

7 



Crockett App. 56

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

did it? 

No. 

And is that still on your Facebook page? 

I believe it was deleted. 

Did you take it off, or somebody else? 

I think I did. 

Do you remember when you would have taken it off? 

It was after I left the residential care in Olympia, so like 

sometime in September. 

Of what year? 

2013. 

So since putting that on your Facebook page, did you put any 

other did you write anything else on Facebook or make any 

other entries on Facebook about what you're saying happened 

with James Crockett? 

I don't think so. 

So could you tell me, you called Rhonda Crockett your -- how 

are you related to her? 

By adoption. She adopted me and so I'm her adopted 

daughter. 

How old were you when you were adopted by Rhonda? 

Four. 

Where did that occur? Do you know? 

I believe that the adoption was finalized in Tacoma, 

Washington. 
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Were you living here or somewhere else? 

I was -- I had just moved here with her. 

From where? 

From Tennessee, from Knoxville, Tennessee. 

Were you living with her in Tennessee? 

No. I was in a state foster home in Tennessee. 

Okay. How did you come to meet Rhonda? 

She was my -- I was told she was my foster mom when I was an 

infant. 

Who told you that? 

She did. 

So she was taking care of you in a foster home in Tennessee? 

Yeah. Yes, Until she moved to Washington. And then I 

stayed in Tennessee and went to like a foster home with 

other kids. 

Okay. How long were you in foster homes in Tennessee? 

I don't know. 

And you were four when you moved to Washington State? 

Yes. 

And so from -- how long was Rhonda Crockett your -- how long 

did you live with her? 

From when I was four. 

Uh-huh. 

Until I was 17. 

So 13 years? 
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Mm-hmm. 

When did you first meet James Crockett? 

When I was 12. 

Do you remember where you met him? 

At church. 

Which church? 

This church in Seattle called Madison Temple Church of God 

in Christ. 

So who were you at church with? 

My mom and my sister. 

Do you know, about what year was that? 

I believe it was 2008, but I'm not sure. 

Okay. And so at that time, when you first met James 

Crockett, you and Rhonda were living together. Is that 

correct? 

Yes. 

And where were you living? 

When we met him, we were living in Tacoma on -- right across 

the street from Truman Middle School. 

Okay. So after you met James Crockett at that church in 

Seattle, did anything change in your relationship with your 

Rhonda? 

Not -- not right away, like not before they got married. 

Okay. So were you happy that your mom had met this man, 

James Crockett? 
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I was happy for my mom. 

Did you tell your mom that? 

Mm-hmm. Yes. 

So when you were thinking about answering my question, it 

seemed like you were thinking, well, okay, something did 

happen, but not right away. What did you mean by that? 

I was just thinking because I wasn't exactly happy that she 

was getting married, but I was just -- I just told her I was 

happy for her, because she was never married and so she was 

finally getting married. 

How did Rhonda react when you told her that? 

I didn't tell her that I was -- that I wasn't really happy 

that she was getting married, so she just thought everything 

was fine. 

Where were you when you told that to Rhonda? 

I don't remember. 

So what did you call Rhonda as you were living with her? 

Would you call her Mom or Rhonda? 

Yes, Mom. 

How about James Crockett? What would you call him? 

Elder Crockett. 

Elder Crockett? 

Yes. 

Did he tell you to call him that or did somebody else tell 

you to call him that? 
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Well, when we first met him, he was an elder in the church, 

and that's how like we were supposed to address people at 

church, so I just called him Elder Crockett. And then like 

a few weeks before they got married, he told me and my 

sister to start calling him Dad, but I still called him 

Elder Crockett. 

What is an elder in the church? 

An elder is like someone who he's not exactly a pastor 

because he doesn't have his own church and he doesn't like 

go out and like -- well, sometimes he can go out and like 

minister at other churches, but he's mainly just like a 

second in command for the paster of a church who kind of, 

like, helps him, like, read scriptures and pray for people 

and stuff. 

So would you go to church with Rhonda and James? 

Yes. 

Which church would you all go to? 

We would go to Madison Temple Church of God in Christ in 

Seattle. 

Did you like going to church? 

Yes. 

So what was it like after they became married? And they 

became married you think about in 2008. Is that right? 

Yes. 

So how old were you then? 
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Twelve. 

What was it like living with Rhonda and James after they 

were married? 

It was kind of awkward. 

Why is that? 

Because I'd always just lived with my mom and my sister or 

just my mom, and now, like, he was there and they would 

argue a lot. 

What were they arguing about? 

I don't know. I guess things that people argue about when 

they get married and they don't really know each other that 

well. 

So where were you all living at the time now? 

We were still living across the street from Truman Middle 

School. 

In Tacoma? 

Yes. 

And who lived with you at that time? 

It was just me and my mom and Elder Crockett and my sister, 

my little sister Lilly. 

Lilly. When did Lilly move in with you and Rhonda and James 

Crockett? 

Well, Lilly lived with us when she was born in, I think, 

either 2001 or 2002. And then Elder Crockett moved in with 

me, Lilly, and my mom. 
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Okay. So you were living with Rhonda and Lillian before 

Mr. Crockett moved in? 

Yes. 

Before he married Rhonda? 

Yes. 

And who is Lillian's biological mother? Do you know? 

Rhonda Crockett. 

Rhonda. Okay. Were you living with Rhonda when she was 

pregnant with Lillian? 

Yes. 

Did anything in your relationship with Rhonda change after 

Lillian was born? 

Yes. Just that, like, we weren't -- we weren't as close 

anymore, and like she just kind of paid more attention to 

Lilly and like more attention to her, I guess, like feelings 

and stuff, but, like, I tried to be understanding because, 

like, she was a baby and she was younger and like that was 

her blood child, so. 

Well, how did that make you feel when she was paying more 

attention to Lillian? 

It made me feel sad and depressed and, like, kind of -- kind 

of alone. 

Did you tell anybody about that? 

Not -- not like seriously. I mean, I told, like, my friends 

at school, you know, like, oh, like my sister gets more 
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attention than me or whatever, but not, like, seriously 

telling people that, like I felt like there was a problem. 

After you came to live with Rhonda, did you ever go to any 

psychological counseling? 

No, not that I know of. 

How about when you were living with Rhonda? Would she take 

you for medical doctor appointments? 

Yes. 

How often would you go to the doctor? 

When I was sick or when I needed, like, a physical to play 

sports in school. 

What sports did you play in school? 

I only ran track. And when I was in high school, I ran 

cross-country and track. 

So would you get physical exams at least once a year? 

Yeah. 

And who would take you to the doctor? 

My mom. 

And -- okay. And would she be there in the room when the 

doctor was doing his exam, or would she 

Yes. 

-- wait outside? 

She would be inside the room. 

Did you want her to be inside, or did you not care one way 

or the other? 
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I wanted her to be inside the room. 

Why is that? 

Because -- I don't know. Because she was just always in the 

room for my doctors' appointments. 

Okay. So before you came to live with Rhonda in Washington 

State and before you were living in her foster care in 

Tennessee, you were in another foster care home. Is that 

right? 

I don't know. I think it was -- it's the other way. Like, 

I was in her foster home, and then I was in another foster 

home. 

Oh, okay. 

And then I moved to Washington State with her. 

Okay. Thank you. 

Did you so you're saying, when you were really 

small, you were in Rhonda Crockett's foster care home? 

Yes. 

And then you left there and went to a different foster care 

home? 

Yes, 

Who were your parents in that different foster care home in 

Tennessee? 

I think that their names were Momma Jean and Daddy George, 

but I'm not sure. 

Okay. So when you were living with them, can you tell us, 
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what was that like? 

I remember that I liked it sometimes because there was a lot 

of kids my age so we always played. And then I also 

remember like one morning I was left in my crib a really 

long time, and I just remembered thinking, Why am I in this 

crib? I'm too big for this. 

How old were you then? 

I think I was like three and then like four, three and four. 

And I also remember getting soap put in my mouth, and I 

remember, yeah, just there being a lot of kids and older 

kids too. 

Who put soap in your mouth? 

I think it was Momma Jean. 

Why did she do that? 

I think I wasn't being nice or I said something mean to 

another kid, but I don't remember. I just remember having 

soap in my mouth, but, I mean, I would assume it was because 

I was being mean or I said something not nice. 

When you were living with Momma Jean and Daddy George, did 

anybody do any inappropriate sexual contact with you? 

Yes. So I remember that, like, Momma Jean had to go 

somewhere. Like, I don't remember, like, why she had to go 

somewhere, but she just left, and she just told us that he 

was going to watch us. 

So we were all sitting down, watching the television, 
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and I just remember him making us, like, touch his private 

part, and then, like, after that, he just made us sit down 

and eat cookies and watch TV again. 

So who were the other children there with you? 

I don't remember their names. They were just like kids that 

were around my age. 

So they weren't any of your sisters? 

No. 

And when he would make you do this, was it one time or more 

than one time? 

I only remember one time. 

Did you tell anybody else about this? 

I think, when I was real small, when I had, like, came up to 

Washington, I told my mom. 

Rhonda? 

Yes. 

What did you tell her? 

I told her what I just told you, that he would make us -

like, he made us touch his private part and then sit down 

and watch TV and eat cookies again. And I do remember that, 

like, she made me talk to someone, like, I think it was a 

social worker, when I told her that. 

And then I remember, like, we just went back there to 

that foster home when I was, like, still small, and I just 

remember it being really awkward and we were sitting in the 
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living room, and that's all I remember. 

So when you told Rhonda about this, how old were you? 

I don't know. I think I was between the ages of four and 

six. 

Was anybody else around when you told Rhonda? 

No. 

So did you ever get taken out of that home with Momma Jean 

and Daddy George? 

Only when my mom came to get me and take me back to 

Washington. 

Rhonda Crockett? 

Yes. 

And then you moved here? 

Mm-hmm. 

And when you were living with her before she was married to 

James, did you have your own bedroom? 

Yes. 

So how about Lillian? Would she have her own room too? 

Uh-huh. 

And then Rhonda had her own room? 

Yes. 

And then when you moved in or when James moved in with 

Rhonda when he was married to her, did you have your own 

bedroom then? 

Yes. 
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And did Lillian still have her own bedroom? 

Yes. 

And what about Rhonda and James? They had their own 

bedroom? 

Yes. 

When you were living with Rhonda and James, can you tell us, 

did Rhonda -- who was the primary parent? Was it Rhonda or 

James or both? 

It was Rhonda. 

So your day-to-day taking care of you was mainly Rhonda? 

Mm-hmm. 

Would Rhonda ever use any form of discipline? 

Yes. Like, when she was mad at us for doing something, 

like, she would, like, whoop us with extension cord, like 

the extension cord that you plug in, or she would go and get 

a switch from a tree or use her hand or throw her shoe. 

When you say "whoop us," what do you mean by that? 

Well, like, usually she would, like, hit us on the legs, 

but, like, after -- like, after, like, I got older, maybe 

like fifth grade, like 11 and 12 in sixth grade, like, she 

would sometimes hit me in the face like with her fist or she 

would like grab my hair. 

So when you first moved in with Rhonda and James, you were 

how old? 

Twelve. 
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And then when you moved out, you were how old? 

Seventeen. 

So you lived with them for a total of five years? 

Yes. 

And it was during this time that you're saying Rhonda would 

use these forms of discipline on you? 

Yes. 

Would James Crockett ever do that to you? 

One time she told him to whoop me. I don't remember for 

what, but .. 

Did he do that? 

No. He just made me lay across his bed, and then he like 

hit the belt on the bed. 

To make it seem like he was using a belt to spank you? 

Yes. 

And so what would you do that would cause Rhonda to whoop 

you with an extension cord? 

I don't know really, like, know. Like little stuff 

sometimes and big stuff sometimes, like big stuff as in like 

lie or, like, push my little sister or just argue with my 

little sister or not do my chores or -- or, like, get an 

attitude with James Crockett. 

What does that mean, "get an attitude"? 

Like, if he told me to do something, I'd role my eyes or I 

wouldn't do it right away or I would tell him, like, "You're 
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not my dad." 

So how many times do you think this happened where you'd be 

disciplined like that? 

I don't know. Like, often enough to think it was normal. 

What do you mean? You're saying you thought this 

disciplining of you was normal? 

I mean, like, yeah. I mean, just even getting hit in the 

face, like, it was her right because she, like, she's my 

mom, so there's not a problem with it. 

What are some of the -- you said that, if you told a lie, 

she would whip you. What were some of the lies that you 

told that then resulted in you being whipped? 

Like, "Did you clean your room?" 

"Yeah, I cleaned my room." 

And it wasn't clean, or one time I -- I don't know. I 

guess it was just stupid stuff. 

Like one time I had hurt myself at school. I think 

that I -- like, I was rushing, and then, like, on accident, 

like, a pencil just kind of stabbed me in the hand. So I 

told my mom I went to the nurse and that someone had stabbed 

me in the hand with a -- with a pencil, and then I went to 

the nurse. 

And then she called the school and was, like, "How come 

you guys didn't call me? My daughter went to the nurse. 

Like, you're supposed to call every time, like, a kid goes 
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to the nurse or something," and then -- that was in middle 

school. That was in sixth grade too, and --

So what was not true about that? 

That I went to the nurse and I was -- and that somebody else 

did it. 

So just so I'm clear. You did go to the nurse and you had 

a --

No. 

-- stab wound -- you did not? 

I did not go to the nurse. 

So you told your mom that when you got home? Is that -

Yeah. 

-- what you're saying? 

That I went to the nurse. 

Then what did she do? 

I think either the next day or the same day she called the 

school and found out that I didn't go to the nurse and that 

someone -- and that -- and that I lied about someone also 

doing it to me and that I lied about letting someone know 

that I got stabbed in the hand. And so she asked the school 

security guard to put me in three days of lunch detention, 

and then she whooped me for lying. 

How did she whoop you for lying? 

I don't exactly remember, but it was either extension cord 

or a switch. 
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What is a switch? 

A switch is a thin, flexible, like, kind of stick from a 

tree, like a young tree, and it's just really long and 

flexible. 

What would Rhonda do with the switch? 

She would just hit me with it. 

Where at? 

Usually on my legs, but I guess, like, if I moved around, 

she would hit me wherever it hit me, like, if it hit me on 

my arms or my face or my stomach or anywhere. 

Did you ever have any bruises or marks on you from these? 

Sometimes they would leave like tiny, little, like, 

scratches, but they were barely noticeable, or sometimes, 

like, on my legs they would leave like little, tiny, long 

welts. 

So how did this make you feel when you had to be treated 

like this? 

It made me feel angry and unloved, but, like, I just kind of 

ignored those feelings because, like, she always said -- and 

like a lot of people, they always say, like, spare the rod, 

spoil the child, so that means, like, you know, you gotta, 

like, whoop your child to make them do right. 

Do you believe that? 

No. 

Why not? 
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Because I just find it true from experience that, if you 

just, like, talk to someone, talk to a child, they're not 

stupid, so they understand English, and so they'll -- like, 

if you just talk to them and have, like, compassion and 

patience with them, they'll do right or they'll, you know, 

want to do right. But, like, whenever she would whoop me, 

it just made me mad and it made me, like, kind of not like 

her. 

Did you ever tell anybody how you were feeling? 

No. 

Did you ever tell anybody about what Rhonda was doing to 

you? 

I mean, like, not when it happened, because, I mean, like, 

it's always embarrassing. Like, you tell someone, oh, I got 

a whooping, and they just laugh at you or something, but, I 

mean, after the fact -- like, I guess, like, even now 

sometimes or in high school or eighth grade or seventh 

grade, I would just be like, oh, yeah, I can't do this or 

that because my mom like, if I ever talked to my mom like 

that, she would beat me or she would whoop me and stuff like 

that. 

And, I mean, like, with my friends at school, you kind 

of just say that jokingly, but I just -- like, some people, 

they don't realize, like, how true it is. 

So are you still mad at Rhonda about what she did? 
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No. 

When did you stop being mad at her? 

I stopped being mad when that -- I stopped being mad when I 

was in residential care in Olympia and we had the family -

the team decision-making meeting or whatever it's called, 

and she was like, "She doesn't have a home to come back to." 

That's when I stopped being mad. 

So when was that, if you can tell me a month and year? 

It was in August 2013. Either actually, it was the end 

of -- either the end of August or the beginning of 

September. 

And so whose house were you living at then? 

I was in a residential shelter care for youth in Olympia. 

Why did you get placed there? 

Because they didn't have, like, anywhere for me to go, like, 

no family in Washington or no, like, foster home or anything 

like that. 

What was this meeting that you were at where you had this 

idea that you lost your anger? 

It was a meeting to basically determine my placement, like, 

if I was going to go back home or if I was gonna -- like, if 

there was someone else I could be placed with. 

When you say "back home," which home would you go to? 

Well, to Rhonda Crockett. 

Who was at this meeting? 
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It was my case manager. Her name was Kelly something. She 

was the -- she's the director of the Haven House in Olympia. 

And, yeah, it was just me, her, and then -- it was over the 

phone, so, like, over the phone, Rhonda, and I think my 

social worker, her name was Mara Campbell, and then I think 

that there was another lady that was kind of representing 

Rhonda or -- I don't know for sure. 

Did Rhonda talk at the meeting? 

Yeah, she did. 

What did she say? 

She said things like, ever since I came back from Tennessee 

from meeting my sister, who at the time was 19, that I was, 

like, mad, or she said that and she said that she she 

heard that from my grandmother. And she also said that I 

didn't -- like, I couldn't come back home because she didn't 

trust me, and that -- she basically just implied that I was 

just bad, 

How did that make you feel? 

It made me feel angry and hurt. 

Did it feel to you like she wanted you to come back and live 

with her and James? 

No. 

When she told you she couldn't trust you, did she say what 

she couldn't trust you about? 

No. She just said that she couldn't trust me and that I 
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didn't have a home to come back to. And she was telling 

them to keep me at the residential center and like put me in 

school in Olympia and not let me come back to Tacoma. 

So did you say anything to Rhonda? 

No. 

What happened next at the meeting? 

My caseworker was basically like telling her that since I've 

been at the Haven House, like, I've been, like, one of the 

most behaved kids and, like, helpful with chores and 

respectful, and that I wasn't bad like she was saying I was. 

Like Rhonda was saying you were? 

Yeah. 

So did you tell anybody at the Haven House how Rhonda would 

do this type of physical discipline, using an extension cord 

and switches? 

No. Because we can't talk about that stuff at Haven House. 

Okay. So when were you living with Rhonda and James for 

those years, did she ever -- did she ever give you chores to 

do? 

Yes. 

What sort of chores were you assigned? 

Wash the dishes, wash my clothes, take out the trash, clean 

my room. 

Did you have any problem doing that? 

No. 
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And did you have your own phone in your room at the time? 

I had -- I had a cell phone. 

A cell phone? 

Yeah. 

How old were you when you first got a cell phone? 

When I first got a cell phone, I was 12. 

Was that your very own cell phone? 

Yes. 

Do you remember the number, the phone number? 

No, I don't. 

Do you still have that cell phone? 

No, I do not. 

Who would pay for the cell phone? 

James Crockett would pay for the cell phone. 

How about a computer? Did you have a computer in your room 

when you were living with the Crocketts? 

Not at first. 

But then eventually you did? 

Yeah, like, after, like, a long while, like, probably, like, 

when I was 14. 

So is the computer in your room or was it in a family area? 

It was in my room. 

Were there any rules regarding you and using the computer? 

Not at first. But then, like, I think when I was, like, 15 

or 16, my mom didn't want me to have Facebook. 
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So prior to that, you were allowed to go on Facebook? 

Mm-hmm. 

And then at some point she told you not to? 

Mm-hmm. 

Why is that? 

Because -- oh, it was because I was going to Europe at the 

time. Like, in a few weeks I was going to go to Europe, and 

this was the summer of 2011, and me and my mom weren't 

getting along or, like, she -- I don't know. 

Like, I just wasn't happy at home, like to the point 

where, like, I really just didn't want to be there. So I 

made a status, saying I'm excited to go to Europe and 

hopefully, like, by some chance, I lose my passport so I 

have to stay there. 

And you put that on Facebook? 

Yes. 

And so did anybody ever say anything about that? 

No. A lot of people just liked it, liked the status, and 

they were like, "Have fun, lucky." And then my mom posted 

on or commented on the status, and she was just like, "You 

don't need to be posting things like this. If you post 

something like this again, then I'm going to make you delete 

your Facebook status and you don't need to have friends who 

are supporting this kind of behavior." 

So how did that make you feel when you saw her response to 
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your posting? 

Annoyed. 

Annoyed. Did you say anything to her about it? 

No. 

So where were you going in Europe? 

I went to three countries. I went to Greece, and I went to 

Italy, and then I went to France. 

How long were you there in Europe? 

For about 28 days. 

(Ms. Wanner exits the room.) 

Who paid for your plane tickets? 

I believe that my mom did. 

How about for your hotel and lodging? Who paid for that? 

My mom. It was like a total of $7,000, somewhere around 

there, just because I went with the student ambassadors 

group out of Spokane, Washington. 

Okay. What is that group? 

I think that President Eisenhower, like, he started 

something or, like, his -- I know his name is on it, and 

he -- like, it's basically just where a group of students 

from each state, from, like, each state of the United 

States, they get chosen to go on different, like, different, 

like, trips around the world to different countries and 

different cities, and it's -- you get like a history credit 

for it, and you basically just learn the culture, learn some 
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different languages, and food and stuff like that. 

Did you have fun on your trip? 

Yes. 

So when, if ever, did Rhonda stop you from having a Facebook 

page? Was that before or after you went to Europe? 

It was after. 

How did she go about doing that? 

She just basically stood over me while I deactivated the 

Facebook. 

She deactivated it? 

I did. But she watched me. 

And then after that, did she spank you or do any of this 

hitting you because you had a Facebook page? 

No. 

Did you ever reactivate your Facebook page after that? 

Yes. 

So when would you say you deactivated it, after you came 

back from Europe? When was that? 

I don't remember. 

Was it in the year, what, 2011? 

It was it was either late 2011 or early 2012. 

Because you went to Europe. Can you tell me again when you 

went? Was that 2011 or 2012? 

It was 2011. 

2011 in the summertime? 
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Yes. 

So later that year, you think you may have deactivated your 

Facebook page? 

Yes. 

Because your mom Rhonda made you do that? 

Yes. 

And she watched as you did it? 

Yes. 

So when, if ever, did you reactivate it? 

Probably like a month or two later. 

Did you tell Rhonda you were reactivating it? 

No. 

Did she know you reactivated it? 

No. 

If she would have found out, what do you think she would 

have done? 

Probably whooped me. 

So when you reactivated it, did you put any postings on 

there about Rhonda? 

No. 

Anything on there about James Crockett? 

No. 

Do you still have a Facebook page today? 

Yes. 

Is it the same one that you reactivated? 
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Yes. 

What was your Facebook login password? 

I don't want to give that to you. 

Why not? 

Because it's my Facebook. 

Okay. So is it your understanding that, if someone had your 

Facebook login password, they could go on the Facebook page 

and see what's on there? 

Yes. 

Is there something on there you wouldn't want somebody to 

see? 

No. 

Is there anything on there about James Crockett? 

No, not that I know of. 

Could there be something on there that you don't know of? 

I would say there's a 5 percent chance that there could be. 

Could be what? 

Well, like, I said earlier, that I -- I'm pretty sure I did, 

but maybe, like, maybe I didn't, but I'm pretty sure I did 

delete the posts that I posted, like, in August of 2013. 

Did you make any other posts after that about what you're 

saying he did? 

No. 

Have you ever put any postings like that about anybody else? 

No. 
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When you were living with James and Rhonda, what were 

Rhonda's -- what were Rhonda's rules about boys and dating 

for you? 

Couldn't date, couldn't talk to boys, simple as that. 

How did that make you feel? 

Honestly, I didn't care until I was like a junior in high 

school, and then I started caring because, like, she would 

say things like, "Oh, you're going to prom alone, like, 

you're not going to have a date," so I would get mad. 

How old were you when you were a junior in high school? 

I was 16 and 17. 

Did you have any boyfriends at that time? 

Yes. 

Who were they? 

His name was Montique Smith. 

And where did you meet Montique? 
, 

At school. 

Is he the same class as you're in? 

No. We were just friends since freshman year. We had one 

class together freshman year. 

Is he in the same -- was he a freshman too, or was he in a 

different year of high school? 

He was a freshman too. 

So what would you do with Montique? 

Well, we were in track together and saw each other at 
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school, ate lunch together. He started going to our church 

because I invited him, and that's pretty much it. 

So did you ever introduce Montique to Rhonda? 

Yeah. 

How was that? 

It was fine. I just told her he was my friend, and she was 

fine with it because he was going to church with us. 

Okay. So he would go to church with you and Rhonda and 

James? 

Mm-hmm. And my sister Lilly. 

And Lilly. 

Did you ever develop a sexual relationship with 

Montique? 

No. 

Did Montique appear to you to want to have a sexual 

relationship with you? 

No. 

When, if ever, have you become sexually active? 

MR. SANCHEZ: I don't think that's an appropriate 

question, Counsel. 

MR. KANNIN: Okay. 

Can you say? 

No. 

Is that in your life, have you had sex before? 

MR. SANCHEZ: I think that's an inappropriate 
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question, Counsel. 

MR. KANNIN: I hear you. 

I don't wish to answer that question. 

Why is it you don't want to talk about that? 

I don't know. 

So when you were living with the Crocketts, did James 

Crockett ever attempt to have sex with you? 

Yes. 

What did he do to attempt to have sex with you? 

He would touch my chest under my shirt and my bra, and he 

would feel in my underwear and try to kiss me, and he would 

rub me. 

So let's take each of those. When he would do this, how old 

were you? 

Twelve. 

You were 12 years old? 

Yes. 

So this would have been in around 2007 or 2008? 

Yes. 

And when you say he put his hands under your 

breast, is that what you're saying he did? 

Yes. 

onto your 

Was that over your clothes or under your clothes? 

Under my clothes. 

And what type of clothes were you wearing when he did this? 
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A regular shirt, pants, sometimes sweats, skirts, sweaters. 

Okay. Would you be wearing a bra? 

Yes. 

And would he put his hands over that or under that? 

Under. 

And where were you at, physically located, when you're 

saying he did this? 

Sometimes it would be in the house across the street from 

Truman, or sometimes, when my mom was sick or she didn't 

feel like going to church, he would do it. He would make me 

sit in the front seat of the car and like he would do that 

while he was driving back from church. 

So when you're saying he did this at your house, what street 

was that house on? Do you know? 

Visscher Street. 

What room in your house was he doing this in? 

Living room, the kitchen, sometimes he would come into my 

room when my mom wasn't home. 

What time of day or night would he do this in the living 

room? 

It was around, like, 10:00 when wrestling would come on. 

Daytime or nighttime? 

Nighttime. 

Was anybody else home? 

My sister. My mom was asleep. My sister would be in her 
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room or sometimes -- sometimes she would, yeah, just be in 

her room. 

And when this happened, you said -- what other room did it 

happen in? 

Kitchen and sometimes my room. 

What time of day or night did it happen in the kitchen? 

Around the same time of wrestling, 10:00. 

And where was your mom, Rhonda Crockett? 

Most of the time she would be in her room asleep. 

How about Lillian? Where was she? 

In her room. 

Was she awake or asleep? 

I don't know. 

So what would you do when you're saying he tried to do this 

to you? 

I guess I would just freeze. Like, I wouldn't know what to 

do, so I'd just stand there or sit there, and then after a 

while I'd go to my room and lock the door. 

So when he would do this, how long would it go on for? 

I don't know. Like five, ten minutes. 

Did you make any noises? Did you say stop or anything like 

that? 

No. 

Did you call for help? 

No. 
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If you would have yelled out, would somebody else in the 

house hear you? 

Probably. 

So you told me about him putting his hands under your shirt. 

Where else did he put his hands, if anywhere? 

My underwear. 

And when would he do that? 

After he put his hands in my shirt. 

So it would be the same, all at the same times? That's what 

he would do? 

Yes. 

And when you said he put his hands under your underwear, 

where specifically would he put his hand? 

Like, on my vagina. 

Would he have both hands there? 

No. 

One hand? 

Yes. 

Can you say which of his hands was there? 

No. 

And did he touch you on your body directly or over your 

underwear? 

On my body directly and over my underwear sometimes. 

Did he ever try and -- did he ever try and penetrate your 

vagina with his hand or fingers? 
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Yes. 

What did he do to do that? 

Stuck his fingers in. 

Stuck his fingers in where? 

My vagina. 

How many fingers did he stick in your vagina? 

One. 

And when he was doing this, would he say anything to you? 

Sometimes he would say, "Don't tell, you'll get me in a lot 

of trouble." And then sometimes he would say, like, "Your 

mom's like really happy so don't tell because I just want to 

provide for her and stuff." 

So did you say anything back to him? 

No. 

How many times did he do this to you? 

I don't know an exact number, but a lot. 

Well, you -- as I remember, you told the police that this 

happened from August of 2008 till November of 2008. Is that 

what you remember? 

Yes. I told them from August to until Thanksgiving that 

year. 

So Thanksgiving Day of 2008? 

Yes. 

And so did you tell them that he did this to you every day? 

No. 
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Did you tell them that did you tell the police he did 

this something like 15 to 20 times between those dates? 

I don't remember what exactly I told the police. 

Well, do you remember how many times this happened to you? 

I just know that it happened a lot. 

Would you say it happened more than five times? 

Yes. 

More than ten times? 

Yes. 

More than 20 times? 

Yes. 

More than 30 times? 

No, don't know. 

So when he was doing this to you, was he doing anything else 

at the same time? 

What do you mean? Like --

Did he want you to do any sort of sexual activity with him? 

Sometimes he would want me to rub his private area. 

How did he relay this to you, that he wanted you to do this? 

He would tell me to. 

What did he say? 

Like, put my foot on his private area and move it or -

yeah, mostly just put my foot there. 

He wanted you to put your foot on his penis? Is that what 

you're saying? 
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Yes. 

And did you do that? 

No. 

Did you ever touch his penis? 

No. 

Did you ever see his penis? 

Yes. 

How did you come to see that? 

Because he pulled it out. 

Where were you at when he did this? 

In the living room of the house on Visscher Street. 

Was he standing or sitting? 

He was sitting. 

And what were you doing? Standing or sitting? 

Yeah, I was standing. 

Where was he sitting? 

He was sitting in a computer chair. 

What did his penis look like? 

I don't know. Like a penis, like a brown penis. 

Have you ever seen a brown penis before? 

Yes. 

Before you're saying you saw this brown penis on 

Mr. Crockett? 

No. 

After, you've seen that? 
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Yes. 

Where have you come to see that? 

Him, 

On Mr. Crockett? 

Yes. 

Have you seen any other penises besides his? 

MR. SANCHEZ: I don't think that's an appropriate 

question, Counsel. 

I don't want to answer that. 

What time of day or night are you saying you saw his penis? 

I don't know. I'm pretty sure it was night, though. Like, 

I don't know what time. 

Was it erect and sticking out, or was it soft? 

I don't know. 

Well, what do you remember seeing? 

Just his penis. 

Did it appear to you that he was aroused? 

I don't really know how to answer that question. 

Do you know what that means, to be aroused? 

I know what it means, but. 

What does it mean to you? 

Like horny or, like, I don't know, yeah, just horny, I 

guess, but I don't know like what -- like, I don't know, 

like, what to say if he was or wasn't. Like, I don't know. 

Well, you could just tell the truth about what you saw. 

44 



Crockett App. 93

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

I just saw his penis. 

Was it limp or sticking up? 

I mean, he was holding it out so -- like, out of his pants. 

Did you ever touch it? 

No. 

Where was -- where was Rhonda Crockett when this was 

happening? 

I don't remember. She could have been at work or she could 

have been in her room asleep. 

So this time you're describing to us now, was this -- did 

this ever happen again where he --

No. 

-- took his penis out of his pants? 

No. 

That happened one time? 

Yes. 

And you never touched it? 

No. 

Did he say anything to you when he had his penis out of his 

pants? 

He said, "Your mom can handle this, she's a real women, but 

you're not ready for this." 

What did you take that to mean? 

Just that -- I don't know. I guess, like, obviously he just 

meant my mom's experienced and I'm not. 
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Experienced with what? 

Sex. 

Did you have any feelings about that when you heard him say 

that? 

No. I was, like, leave me alone, you're stupid, why are you 

talking to me? 

Did you say that to him? 

No. 

Did you ever tell him you thought he was stupid and didn't 

want him talking to you? 

Maybe. And most times that I was rude or disrespectful to 

him probably I told him that he was stupid and I didn't want 

him talking to me. 

was that before or after this incident you're describing? 

After. 

Was anybody else around when you told him that? 

I don't know. 

So when did you first tell anybody about what had happened 

between August and November, what had happened to you 

between August and November of 2008? 

I first told my, like, my best friends when I was in Truman 

Middle School, and, like, that was in the month of, like, 

October. And, like, they were basically, like, trying to 

force me to tell and stuff like that, but I made them swear 

that they wouldn't say anything. And then -- then I lied to 
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them and I told them that I told, and then finally, like, I 

just told my mom on Thanksgiving. 

You told Rhonda? 

Yeah. 

Thanksgiving of what year? 

The same year, 2008. 

What did you tell her? 

I told her that, like -- something like she wants me to 

respect him, and he wants to respect me -- or he wants me to 

respect him, and he, like, says that he wants to be like a 

father or something like that, but you can't do something 

like that to your child. And then she was like asking me 

what happened, and then, like, I just told her, like, he 

was, like, molesting me. 

What specifically did you tell her he did? Did you use the 

word "molesting"? 

No. Actually, I think I used the word "rape." 

You told Rhonda that Mr. Crockett had raped you? 

Yeah. 

Where were you at when you told her this? 

We were in a different house that we had just moved to. It 

was this address was 1766 North Harmon Street, and I was in 

the kitchen. We had just came back from the grocery store, 

and, like, I ran in the house because my mom was in the 

house cooking and I told my mom. 
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Who else was home? 

It was just me, my morn, him, and my little sister Lilly. 

What did Rhonda do? 

She called us into the office. She asked him if, like -- I 

was crying, and she asked him, like, if he was doing that 

stuff, and he kept saying, no, no, no, and I was crying. 

What did Rhonda specifically say to James Crockett? 

I don't remember the exact words, but she was just asking 

him, like, if he touched me. And then he was like, no, no. 

And then finally, like, he said, yes. And then, like, she 

told him to call the police on himself, and then he picked 

up the phone and he called his son, and he told his son, he 

said, "Hey, Son, I just want you to know I'm going to go 

away for a while. I did something bad, I touched my 

12-year-old daughter." And then -- and then, like, my morn 

was like, "Call the police on yourself now," and then he was 

like --

Rhonda said this? 

Yeah. 

And then he said, "Can I just talk to you? Can we just 

talk?" 

And so my morn sent me out into the living room and they 

talked or whatever. I don't know what was said between 

them. Then my morn called me back, and she said something 

along the lines of, you can't turn your person -- you can't 
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turn your brother to the law, like something from the Bible 

or whatever. And then she said, "But we can work through 

this as a family. We just have to pray, and you have to 

learn how to forgive and you and we can talk to -- we can go 

to Madison Temple and talk to Pastor Gray about this if you 

want or I can put you in counseling or, like, you have the 

choice to not do that." 

And so I just said, no, because -- and she said she 

hoped that I didn't resent her for that, but I did. I 

just -- like, I was like, well, like, that's dumb. If he's 

not gonna go away, then, like, whatever. You obviously 

don't care, so whatever. 

If who's not going to go away? 

James. 

What do you mean by that? 

Like, I just didn't want to live with him. I didn't want to 

see him. 

Did you tell Rhonda that? 

No. And then she said that -- I think she said that at that 

time or maybe the next day or a few days later, she said 

that she would send me to go live with my biological 

grandmother in Tennessee if I wanted, but I said no, 

because, like, I didn't know them. I didn't know my 

biological family at that time, so I just said no, I'd 

rather stay there. 
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And when you had this conversation with Rhonda, who else was 

present? 

I'm not sure if he was present, if James was present or not, 

or if it was just me and my mom. I can't remember. 

How long did you spend talking to Rhonda about this? 

Five or ten minutes. 

Was any decision made on what to do? 

She just said that we were all gonna just sit down and pray 

and that -- that he couldn't take me or my sister anywhere, 

like, in the car. We couldn't ride in the car alone with 

him, and that he couldn't knock on my door or go in my room. 

That was pretty much it. 

Were you satisfied with this resolution? 

No. 

Why not? 

Because I didn't want to see him. I didn't want to be 

around him, and I felt like my mom didn't believe me because 

she wasn't like really taking action. She was just kind of 

brushing it off, like, okay, we're just gonna -- I'm just 

gonna set this up, maybe it will make her feel good, and 

then not worry about it. 

So after that time, did you ever talk about it again? 

With my mom? 

Mm-hmm. 

once. It was a long time -- well, it wasn't a long time. 
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It was like three years after. It was like when I was 15, 

and we were going to church, and she just asked me if he was 

touching me again, and I said no because he wasn't. 

Did you tell anybody else about this? 

First time I went down to Tennessee, I don't remember what 

year it was, but I was 14 years old, I told my sister 

Crystal. 

So that would have been about, what, two years later? 

Yeah. 

Did you put any of this on your Facebook page? 

Not at that time. 

Did you ever put it on your Facebook page? 

Not conversations that I had with my mom, but obviously, 

like, in August of 2013, I put what I stated on Facebook. 

When you were talking about the TV set and wrestling, what 

is that? 

What do you mean? 

Was that something you were watching on television? 

Yeah. So it was called Monday Night Raw. 

Monday Night what? 

Raw. 

Raw? 

Yes, WWE. 

Okay. And so you would watch that show on television? 

Yeah. 
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And it was a wrestling show? 

Yes. 

So would you ever wrestle with James Crockett? 

No. 

Would you and Lillian wrestle with each other? 

No. 

Would anybody do any sort of wrestling moves with each other 

like you saw on the WW Raw? 

No. 

Usually who would be there watching wrestling? 

Me and my sister and James. 

Where was Rhonda when you'd be watching wrestling? 

Cooking or asleep or in her room. 

Can you remember, when you said James was doing this 

inappropriate sexual touching of you, what was he wearing? 

What clothes was he wearing? 

I don't remember, 

Can you remember what clothes you were wearing? 

No. 

MR. KANNIN: So you want to take a little break? 

I'm going to look over my notes here. 

MR. SANCHEZ: Okay. 

MR. KANNIN: We'll take a little break and come 

back and finish. 

(Recess.) 
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(Exhibits Nos. 1-3 marked for 

identification.) 

So Mil-Lindsey, can you tell me, please, in August of 2008, 

what school were you going to? 

Truman Middle School. 

Truman Middle School? 

Yes. 

And how old were you at that time? 

Twelve years old. 

Twelve. You didn't tell any of your teachers about this, 

did you? 

No, I did not. 

Who was your favorite teacher at the time? 

In sixth grade? 

Yeah. 

I don't remember. 

Okay. You didn't tell any of your teachers at school? 

No, I did not. 

You didn't tell any of your friends at school? 

Yes, I did. 

Which friend did you tell? 

I think that I told -- I think that they told my friend 

named Jocelyn and my friend named Crystal and my friend 

named Atra. 

What was the last name? 
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Atra. 

Atra? 

Yeah. I don't know the spelling. 

Okay. Didn't tell any adult people; right? 

No, I did not. 

So what was going on in your life in 2013 that happened that 

made you want to talk about this all of a sudden? 

When I came back from Tennessee, my mom was just extremely 

angry towards me. 

Rhonda? 

Yeah. And she had said one thing that just made me not even 

want to be quiet anymore, and it was -- she told me, "You 

walk around here and you try to put my husband against me. 

You're the reason for all the stress and the chaos in this 

house. And you want to run around here and be buddy-buddy 

with him and friends with him." 

And that's when I was just like -- I was angry, and I 

was like, "Well, I'm not going to be quiet anymore because 

obviously, like, you never cared how I felt, because if you 

did, you would know that I don't like your husband, you 

would know that I don't like" -- I don't know. I was just 

hurt because she was blaming all her problems with him on me 

and saying that I was putting him against her when I had 

nothing to do with anything. 

Who were you angry at? 
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I was angry at her, I was angry at him, and I was angry at 

myself. 

What did you decide to do about it? 

I didn't know what to do, like -- and I guess I didn't 

really, like -- I wasn't really, like, thinking. Like, I 

was just angry, and -- like, it was also, like, right around 

the time my mom was, like -- she would, like, get -- she was 

getting more physical with me, like more physical than she'd 

ever been, like not extension cords and things, but punching 

me in the face. 

This was in the summer of 2013? 

Yes. She was punching me in the face and, like, throwing me 

down. 

When did she punch you in the face in the summer of 2013? 

It was in August sometime when I came back from Tennessee. 

I don't remember an exact date. It was -- it might have 

been a week before August 26th. She punched me in the face 

and --

Why? 

Because I was practicing, like -- because I had my permit 

and also I was practicing getting my license and stuff, and 

I had driven her to the park, and she was yelling at me, 

like, the whole time I was driving, so it was making me 

nervous, and I didn't feel comfortable or safe to drive. 

And so, like -- so when I got home, I was asked to 
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drive my mom to the hospital on that Friday for her surgery, 

for her foot surgery, but her husband had told me that, if I 

didn't feel comfortable doing it or I couldn't do it, just 

tell him, that he would take off work to do it or whatever. 

James Crockett told you that? 

Yes. So, like, I told him when I got there. I was, like, 

"I can't drive my mom on Friday because I don't feel 

comfortable driving her or whatever, and so, like, can you 

do it, because I just can't do it." 

And then I believe that day was a Monday, but I'm -

like I said, I'm not really sure. It was around sometime a 

little bit before around the 26th of August, and she -- or 

he went inside, I guess, and told my mom that I said that I 

wasn't going to do it so she needs to find someone else or 

something like that. 

And so she came downstairs and, like, she was yelling 

at me and saying, "You don't tell me what you're not gonna 

do." And then like she just punched me in the face, and, 

like, she was hitting me, and then she threw me on the 

ground and grabbed my hair and started twirling my hair 

around with my ponytail. 

And then I grabbed her arm. I was screaming, crying, 

and grabbed her arm to stop her. And then I just let go, 

and then she was screaming in my face again, saying, "Hit 

me, hit me, hit me. You want to hit me. Hit me." 
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Was anyone else around? 

James and Lilly were outside. And later that night, like, 

my sister told me, "Oh, I heard you screaming from inside 

the house but I didn't know like what was wrong. It was 

like faint screaming, so I couldn't hear you that well." 

I was, like, "Oh, yeah. I just got a whooping," and 

then so, yeah. 

So what did you decide to do after that happened? 

After that, I was extremely mad and hurt, And I can't 

remember if I made the status like right after that 

situation or after a few days later after she told me I was 

the reason for chaos and I was pitting her husband against 

her. I don't remember whether I did that before that or 

after that. 

When you say "did that," you mean the Facebook post? 

Yeah, Facebook. But I know I did call my brother Savonne in 

Tennessee, and I told him that I -- I told him that she had, 

like, got really physical with me and that I was scared. 

And then he was just like, "Hang in there. You only 

have one year left, a couple more months left, and then you 

can come to school down here." 

What did he mean by that? 

Well, like, because my plan was to go to the University of 

Tennessee. 

To leave the Crocketts' house? 
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Yeah. After my -- after I graduated high school, I was 

going to go to the University of Tennessee in Knoxville, 

Tennessee. 

How were you going to pay for that? 

Well, like, I was always told that I didn't have to worry 

about, like, cost of college. I was always told that. Like 

even when I started asking in my senior year, like, how am I 

gonna get financial aid and how am I gonna pay for this and 

that, I was just always turned away, like, "Don't worry 

about it. I got it figured out." 

Who told you that? 

My mom. 

I'm handing you what's been marked as Exhibit 1. 

Do you recognize that? 

Yes, I do. 

So is that the posting you put on Facebook? 

Yes, it is. 

And you put that on in August of 2013. Is that right? 

Yes. 

So what do you mean by this, "My mom's husband raped me and 

I'm forced to live in the same house"? 

Basically everything that I've been telling you, like, 

that -- like, what he did to me and that my mom chose not to 

do anything about it. 

Okay. Just so we're clear. He didn't try to have 
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penis-vagina sex with you, did he? 

He did, but. 

Oh, he did? 

Yeah, but never happened. 

It never happened? So are you talking about here in this 

Facebook page what you told us earlier when he was putting 

his hands under your clothes or are you talking about 

something else here? 

I'm talking about what we were talking about earlier. 

Okay. Just so we're clear, what you told us earlier, 

involved him touching your vagina. It didn't involve you 

touching him in any way. Is that right? 

Yes. 

So when you say, "My mom has been beating me and hurting 

me," what were you referring to? 

Like, punching me in the face and her grabbing my ponytail 

and throwing me on the floor and, like, screaming at me and 

hitting me and stuff, like whoopings. 

And how did she almost break your neck last Sunday? What 

was that about? 

Because it was -- she had grabbed my neck or she -- when I 

told you she grabbed my ponytail and was like twirling my 

head around, like, she was twirling my head around, so like 

my head was going one direction and my body was going 

another direction, and then she threw me on the floor. And 
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like after that, like, my neck was, like, really hurt, like, 

sore, and, like, she could have broke my neck. 

And so what about that last sentence, "She told me my real 

family doesn't care about me"? Who said that to you? 

My mom. 

Did she, in fact, say that to you? 

Yes. It was when we had the conversation about -- when I 

told you we had the conversation about how I've been pitting 

her husband against her and about how I'm the reason for the 

chaos in the house and stuff like that. 

She said, "And, like, you think you can just go and 

live with your biological family, but they don't care about 

you." 

What about this, "I'm a dead girl walking"? What do you 

mean by that? 

Basically, like, after she, like, hit me and beat me and 

stuff, like, the anger and the strength that I felt from 

her, like, I was literally scared of her. 

Scared in what way? 

Like, scared that I could do anything, something, whatever I 

did, like, next was gonna make her like so mad that she was 

just not even going to care or stop. She was just going to 

keep hurting me until until I just died or she killed me 

or something or broke my neck or something. Like, she 

didn't -- she looked at me with no compassion, like she 
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doesn't care about me or nothing. 

Is that why you decided to tell everybody about what James 

Crockett did you're saying? 

I wouldn't say that that's the full reason behind why I 

told, but it is a part of the reason why I told. 

What's the full reason? If that's a part of the reason, 

what's the full reason? 

Because, like, I was just tired of him, like, walking around 

and, like -- basically, like, I felt like he was just, like, 

putting me and -- or my mom against me and like just kind of 

like not wanting there to be a relationship there or like 

wanting it to get worse and worse so he could control my mom 

or control me. 

And then, like, I was just tired of seeing him, and I 

was tired of walking around, like wondering, like, if it's 

ever gonna happen again. Like, he could just come 

downstairs, go in my room, and I was just tired of like 

always just, like, seeing his face and remembering, like 

remembering what he did. 

Like, every time I would -- like, just even sitting in 

church, because, like, eventually he became Pastor Crockett 

after we stopped going to Madison Temple. So even just 

sitting in church and hearing him like, I love God, and 

I'm a Christian, and I like going to church, but just 

sitting in church and hearing him, like, talk about this and 
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talk about that and talk about like other people, like they 

did bad things, but it's like, you're not any better than 

these people. 

Did you ever bring any of this up at the church? 

Not at church. 

Why not? 

Because it wasn't my place. Like, I just feel like it's 

not -- it wasn't -- like that just -- that would have just 

been just a whole nother bad situation. 

What would have been bad about it? 

I would have said something, and then, like, you have some 

people that are like, no, like you're just mad or you're 

just this or you're just that, so you're making all this up. 

And then other people will be like, no, I believe her 

because he's weird or he's this or he's that. 

And then just people against -- and then also, like, my 

little sister was there, so I didn't feel like there was a 

need to drag her into that. Like, I just felt like I didn't 

want her to like have to worry about anything, worry about 

me or anything like that, so I just stayed quiet. 

So this -- I'm showing you what's been marked as Exhibit 2. 

Can you tell what that is? 

MR. SANCHEZ: Do you have a copy of this, Counsel? 

MR. KANNIN: Here, 

This is -- I believe that's from either sixth or seventh 
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grade. 

Okay. 

And it was -- it has "LA," so I'm guessing it was free write 

journal from Language Arts. 

From your class? 

Yeah. 

And is that your writing on there? 

Yes. 

Whose writing is on the side in the margin? 

My Language Arts teacher. 

So was this when you had told her that the boys at school 

were touching the girls in what you thought was an 

inappropriate way? 

What do you mean? 

Well, what were you writing about here? "This week at 

school boys have been grabbing girls in inappropriate places 

and I don't like watching." 

What was that? 

If I can remember, in middle school, like, I don't know, 

like, kids would just -- like, boys would run around and, 

like, smack girls' butts, and, like, it would be like a 

game, and, like, then girls would run after them or they 

would like try to cover their butts or, like, go against the 

wall or something. 

Okay. And so did you bring up to anybody that, about this 
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touching and grabbing at school by the boys, the boys 

grabbing the girls at school? 

No. Only in this writing, in this Language Arts writing. 

Did you tell anybody at your school? 

(Interruption at the door.) 

Did you tell anybody at home? 

No, I don't believe I did. Maybe I did tell my mom, but I'm 

not sure. 

Did you tell Rhonda? 

I don't know. 

Could you have told her? You just don't remember? 

I could have and maybe I don't remember. 

And then -- but the writing in the margin, then, that's your 

teachers? 

Yes. 

Okay. 

(Pause in the interview.) 

(Exhibits Nos. 4-6 marked for 

identification.) 

(Exhibits Nos. 4-6 withdrawn.) 

So when we left off, we were asking you some questions about 

the exhibits, and I have what's been marked Exhibit 3. 

Have you seen this before? It's a listing of text 

messages. I don't know if you have seen it. It's okay if 

you haven't. 
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MR. SANCHEZ: Counsel, did you restart the 

interview without me? 

MR. KANNIN: We just started. Come on. 

MR. SANCHEZ: Okay. Well, TPD is on their 

collect the photographs. 

MR. KANNIN: That's fine. 

way to 

MR. SANCHEZ: Okay. But I'm waiting downstairs 

for them because they need to know where to go. 

MR. KANNIN: Okay. 

MR. SANCHEZ: All right. So --

MR. KANNIN: Why don't you just -- we're almost 

done with this. I'd like to finish this if we could. 

MR. SANCHEZ: My preference is to take care of 

what possibly needs to be investigated first, Counsel. 

MR. KANNIN: All right. Well, you keep going on 

that and we're going to keep going with this. 

MR. SANCHEZ: Do you wish to have me present 

during the interview, Mil-Lindsey? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

MR. SANCHEZ: Then 

MR. KANNIN: It's about two minutes. I'm just 

going to ask you about this and we can be done. 

MR. SANCHEZ: It's your choice. If you want me to 

be present, I will be present, but I need to go downstairs. 

MR. KANNIN: Then we can all leave. 
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MR. SANCHEZ: Well, I have to go back downstairs. 

What is your choice? Would you rather have me here during 

the interview? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

MR. SANCHEZ: Counsel, I'd ask that you stop the 

interview at this time until I return. 

2:12 p.m. 

MR. KANNIN: Now concluding the interview at 

(The interview concluded at 2:12 p.m.) 

(Exhibits Nos. 1-3 attached.) 
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1 CERTIFICATE 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 

2 ss. 

COUNTY OF PIERCE 

3 

4 I, Jamie D. Casey, a certified court reporter in and for the 

5 State of Washington, do hereby certify: 

6 That the foregoing interview of the witness named herein was 

7 taken stenographically before me and reduced to typewriting 

8 under my direction. 

9 I further certify that the said witness was afforded 

10 the opportunity to examine, read, and sign said interview after 

11 the same was transcribed, unless indicated in the record that 

12 the parties and the witness waive the signing; 

13 I further certify that all objections made at the time 

14 of said examination to my qualifications or the manner of taking 
15 said interview, or to the conduct of any party, have been noted 

16 by me upon the said deposition; 

17 I further certify that I am not a relative or employee 

18 or attorney or counsel of any of the parties to said action, or 

19 a relative or employee of any such attorney or counsel, and that 

20 I am not financially interested in the said action or the 

21 outcome thereof; 

22 I further certify that the witness before examination 

23 was by me duly sworn to testify the truth, the whole truth, and 

24 nothing but the truth; 

25 I further certify that the interview, as transcribed, 
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1 is a full, true, and correct transcript of the testimony, 

2 including questions and answers and all objections, motions and 

3 exceptions of counsel made and taken at the time of the 

4 foregoing examination. 

5 

6 

7 Witness my hand this 30th day of September 2014. 
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9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

JAMIE D. CASEY 

1960 

Certified Court Reporter in and 

for the State of Washington, 

residing at Tacoma. 
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To: 

RE: 

NORTHWEST COURT REPORTERS 

1415 Second Avenue, Suite 1107 

Seattle, Washington 98101 

(206) 623-6136 

September 3, 2014 

NOTICE RE FILING OF ORIGINAL INTERVIEW 

Mr. John J, Kannin, IV 

Attorney at Law 

Kannin Law Firm 

119 SW 152nd Avenue 

Burien, Washington 98166 

STATE OF WASHINGTON vs. CROCKETT 
Pierce County Cause No, 13-1-04758-8 
Interview of MIL-LINDSEY WILLIAMS 

14 Taken September 25, 2014 
15 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the original transcript of the 

interview noted above, taken before Jamie D. Casey, Notary 
16 Public, Pierce County, Washington, is hereby delivered. The 

original signature page and changes, if any, received by this 
17 office will be forwarded to all counsel. 
18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 enc. 

24 cc: Court 

25 Mark Sanchez 

Jamie D. Casey 
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