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I. ISSUES 

The trial court set bail in accordance with CrR 3.2(b}(4) 

permitting the court to "require the execution of a bond in a 

specified amount and the deposit in the registry of the court in cash 

or other security as directed, of a sum no to exceed 10 percent of 

the amount of the bond ... " 

1. Should the court grant the petitioner's motion for 

discretionary review of the bail order? 

2. Should the court grant the petitioner's motion to expedite 

review of this matter? 

II. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The petitioner Peter Barton was charged with one count of 

Rape of a Child First Degree on August 13, 2012. Appendix A 1• 

The charges arose from an incident that was alleged to have 

occurred on July 1, 2012 at the petitioner's sister's home involving 

a 7 year old female relative. Appendix B. At the time of the alleged 

offense the defendant was on community custody for an earlier 

conviction for Second Degree Assault with sexual motivation. He 

Appendices designated APP(number) are the appendixes to the 
petitioner's motion for discretionary review and expedited review. The State's 
appendices are designated by letter. 
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had a warrant for his arrest for failing to report to his community 

corrections officer. Appendix B, C. 

The State sought high bail at arraignment based in part on 

the nature of the offense. The charged offense was a violent 

offense. A conviction would result in a second strike resulting in 

sentenced to life imprisonment. In addition the State pointed out 

the petitioner had a history of non~compliance with the conditions of 

his community custody. His history of non~compliance included two 

convictions for failing to register as a sex offender. Further, at the 

time charges were filed in the instant case the petitioner was under 

investigation for two additional sexual assaults. Appendix C, G. 

The court initially set bail at "$250,000 by executing a bond 

with sufficient sureties or depositing cash in the registry of the court 

in lieu thereof." App.001. Two days later the court held a ball 

review hearing. At that hearing counsel for the petitioner advised 

the court "Mr. Barton has no financial means to even post the 

amount of bail of $250,000." App.012. At the State's request the 

court increased bail to $500,000 and ordered 10% of that amount 

be posted in cash. App.005, App.016. 
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Trial was originally set for September 28, 2012. Appendix D. 

Trial has been continued twice since the petitioner's arraignment. 

Appendix E, F. Trial Is currently scheduled for January 25, 2013. 

The petitioner brought a motion to strike the "cash only" 

provision of the bail order in August 2012. App.19-26. The parties 

briefed the matter. App.27-51. The court modified the order to be 

consistent with the requirements of CrR 3.2(b)(4). The court 

ordered 

Defendant's order on release, section 1.1 shall be 
modified to read: Defendant shall execute a bond in 
the amount of $500,000 and deposit in the registry of 
the court in $50,000 cash or other security, such 
deposit to be returned upon the performance of the 
conditions of release or forfeited for violation of any 
condition of release. This order is intended to include 
all of the language of CrR 3.2(b )( 4 ). 

App.052. 

The order modifying the bail order was entered on 

October 18. The petitioner filed a notice for discretionary 

review on November 16. App.052, App.081. 
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Ill. ARGUMENT 

A. THE COURT SHOULD GRANT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW 
OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUES RAISED BY THE 
PETITIONER. 

Discretionary review of a trial court order may be granted if 

(1) the superior court has committed an obvious error which would 

render further proceedings useless; (2) the superior court has 

committed probable error and the decision of the superior court 

substantially alters the status quo or substantially limits the freedom 

of a party to act; (3) the superior court has so far departed from the 

accepted and usual course of judicial proceedings ... as to call for 

review by the appellate court; or (4) the superior court has certified, 

or all the parties to the litigation have stipulated that the order 

involves a controlling question of law as to which there is 

substantial ground for a difference of opinion and that immediate 

review of the order may materially advance the ultimate termination 

of the litigation. RAP 2.3(b), 

The petitioner argues the court's bail order involves an 

interpretation of CrR 3.2(b)(4) which conflicts with article 1, §20 of 

the Washington Constitution and the order denies him Equal 

Protection of the law. 
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About two-thirds of the States' constitutions include a bail 

provision that contains the phrase "sufficient sureties". Fragoso v. 

Fell, 111 P.3d 1027, 1032 (Ariz; 2005). Not all States have adopted 

the interpretation of that phrase that the petitioner argues for here. 

Some courts have interpreted that phrase precludes "cash only" 

bail. State v. Brooks, 604 N.W. 2d 345 (Minn. 2000). Others have 

reached the opposite conclusion. Fragoso, supra, State v. Briggs, 

666 N.W.2d 573 (Iowa 2003), State v. Gutierrez, 140 P.3d 1106 

(N.M. 2006) cert denied, 143 P.3d 184 (N.M. 2006). Notably the 

Brooks and Briggs courts both relied In on an historical approach to 

the question, but reached opposite results. 

Since Washington Courts have not addressed this issue, 

review may very well settle the issue raised in this case and future 

cases. The State therefore stipulates that review is appropriate 

under RAP 2.3(b)(4). 

B. THE MOTION FOR EXPEDITED REVIEW SHOULD BE 
DENIED. 

The petitioner also asks the Court to accelerate review of 

this issue on the basis that his liberty interest is at stake. The Court 

should deny this request. 

5 



The petitioner relies on Statu. Taplin, 55 Wn. App. 668, 

779 P.2d 1151 (1989). There this Court's commissioner granted a 

motion for accelerated review of an issue involving the statutory 

interpretation of the community supervision violation statute. The 

issue was not complicated. The amount of time at issue was short. 

Had the Court not granted accelerated review the defendant would 

have likely served the time imposed by the trial court before a 

decision was rendered. 

The petitioner also cites State v. Marshall, 83 Wn. App. 741, 

923 P.2d 709 (1996). There the Court addressed the propriety of a 

contempt order to hold a defendant's former attorneys in contempt 

for failing to respond to questions in regard to a pending motion in a 

murder prosecution. l.Q. In those circumstances the Court 

accelerated review. 

In each of these cases accelerated review was appropriate 

because review in the normal course would either substantially 

delay the administration of justice or could possibly cause the 

defendant to serve a sentence in excess of the court's authority. 

The issues presented in each of these cases were straightforward. 

The Court could resolve the matters by reference to established 

authority in this State. 
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The circumstances of this case are substantially different 

from the authorities cited by the petitioner. As discussed above, 

even if this Court were to strike the portion of the bail order 

requiring the petitioner to post 10% of the total bail amount in cash 

or other security, the petitioner is not in a position to bail out 

pending trial. The court's order in effect reduced the bail 

previously posted. Rather than requiring a bond for $250,000 the 

actual amount needed to secure his release was reduced to 

$50,000. The order did not preclude him from obtaining the 

assistance of a third person to post that amount. However he still 

maintains that he is unable to bail out on that amount. If the Court 

concludes the petitioner is correct and the current order violates the 

constitution, bail will still be $500,000 bondable. He does not argue 

the trial court abused its discretion in setting bail in that amount. 

But if he could not secure his release when bail is set at a lesser 

amount, there is no reason to think he would secure his release as 

the current amount. 

Trial is currently set for January 25, the date this motion for 

discretionary review is set to be heard. The time for trial expires 

one month later. Whether the case may proceed to trial is not 

dependant on the resolution of this matter. This matter has already 
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been pending for five months. As of this writing the trial court has 

not granted an additional contlnuance.2 It appears from the 

affidavit of probable cause that the case is not complicated. 

However, should the trial court grant the petitioner a third 

continuance, the case Is likely to have been tried before this Court 

rules on the bail matter even if accelerated review is granted. 

Finally, unlike the issues. raised in Taplin and Marshall the 

issue here is not straightforward. It is an issue that has not been 

raised before in this State. State's that have considered the issue 

have reached divergent results, sometimes relying on the same 

facts and authority. This is an issue that warrants more thoughtful 

attention than would be afforded should this Court accelerate 

review. 

C. SHOULD THE COURT ACCEPT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW 
AN ORDER PERMITTING THE TRIAL COURT TO PROCEED 
WITH THE PROSECUTION SHOULD ENTER. 

Should this Court grant the motion for discretionary review 

the trial court's authority is limited by RAP 7 .2. Thus, absent an 

order from this Court pursuant to RAP 8.3 the proceedings in the 

2 Counsel for the petitioner on appeal has advised the undersigned that 
the petitioner's trial counsel intends to make a motion for a 60 day trial 
continuance at some point before the current trial date. Whether that motion will 
be granted In whole or in part is not known at this time. 
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trial court will be stayed. If this Court grants review, then the State 

asks this Court to also order that the grant of review will not stay 

the proceedings in the trial court. 

Resolution of the bail issue raised in this motion for 

discretionary review will have no Impact on the evidence presented 

or issues to be determined at trial. Should the Court not grant the 

State's request, and the matter is stayed pending the outcome of 

this appeal, the petitioner would end up spending even more time in 

pretrial confinement, even if accelerated review is granted. 

It is true that should the trial be concluded before the 

resolution of this appeal its outcome would render the appeal moot. 

A case Is moot when the Court can offer no effective relief. Yakima 

v. Mollett, 115 Wn App. 604, 606, 63 P.3d 177 (2003). Once the 

case is tried what bail the court may impose on the petitioner will be 

irrelevant. Either the petitioner will be acquitted, in which case he 

will be released on these charges, or he will be convicted, in which 

case he will be detained pursuant to RCW 1 0.64.025(2). 

Nevertheless the Court may still consider the issue raised 

here because it involves a matter of continuing and substantial 

public interest. Mollett, 115 Wn. App. at 606. The criteria for that 

standard are: (1) the public· or private nature of the question 
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presented; (2) the desirability of an authoritative determination 

which will provide future guidance to public officers, and (3) the 

likelihood that the question will recur. !Q. How bail may be 

imposed is a question of public concern. ld. at 607. The lack of any 

authority in Washington on this issue favors a decision from this 

Court. ld. The trial courfs bail order is specifically permitted by the 

court rules. In recent years the question about the limits of the 

court's authority in regard to bail has been raised multiple times. 

The constitution was recently amended to expand the court's 

authority in granting or denying bail in certain cases. The 

Legislature has also been asked to address the question further. 

Given the events of the past few years it is thus likely that another 

court will enter an order pursuant to CrR 3.2(b)(4). 

Thus, because the issue raised here has no impact on either 

of the parties' ability to try the case, and there are compelling 

reasons to consider the issue even if it becomes moot, it would be 

appropriate to order that review of this issue shall not stay the 

proceedings in the trial court. 

10 



IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons the State does not oppose the 

petitioner's motion for discretionary review. However, accelerated 

review is not appropriate in this case. Further, an order permitting 

the directing acceptance of review shall not stay the proceedings in 

the trial court should enter. 

Respectfully submitted on January 11, 2013. 

MARK K. ROE 
Snohomish County Prosecuting Attorney 

By: ~:i~rt.P-4-.. Lfu0~-~/ 
KATHLEEN WEBBER WSBA #16040 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Attorney for Respondent 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
FOR SNOHOMISH COUNTY 

FJa i::fl ........ .._, 

2012 AUG 13 Pii 2: 37 

ggN'YA KRASKI 

SNOr/~~~1~ ~~~~~SH 

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

1/ 

BARTON, PETER RICHARD 

Ahases 

Other co-<.lefendants tn thiS oase 

Pta1nt1ff, 

Defendant 

No 12-1...01772-1 

INFORMATION 

Comes now MARK K ROE, Prosecutmg Attorney for the County of Snohomush, State ofWashmgton, and 
by thiS, h1s lnformat1on, m the name and by the authonty of the State of Washmgton, charges and 
accuses the above-named defendant(s) w1th the follow1ng cnme(s) comm1tted m the State of Washmgton· 

RAPE OF A CHILD IN TtiE FIR§! Ds~REE .• oomm1tted as follows That the defendant, on or about the 
t'1 day of July, 2012, did have sexualmtercourse With G.R (OOB 3/1 8105), who was less than twelve 
years old and not mamed to the defendant and not m a domestic partnershiP w1th the defendant, and the 
defendant was at least twenty-four months older than G R , proscnbed by RCW 9A 44 073, a felony 

MARKK ROE 
PROSECUTING AITORNEY 

~£~ 
Deputy Prosecutmg Attorney 

DATED thrs 13th day of August, 2012 at the Snohom1sh County Proseoutlng Attorney's Office 

Information Page 1 of 2 
State v BARTON, PETER RICHARD 
PA #12F03363 Updated 1113109 

Snohomish County Prosecut1ng Attorney 
s \Falony\Fonn~\Speaal AGseult\Charglng\deadline package_mrg dot 

SAU/AWCilmp 
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Address 5610 BROADWAY 
HT 508 

vvr 240 

EVERETI 
DOS. 11/1511980 
SEX M 

WA 96203 
SID WA19487703 

EYES Brown RACE Black 
FBI 98486NB7 
DOC 828081 
DOLSTATE WA HAIR Black DOL BARTOPR200QN 

ORIGINATING AGENCY' EVERETT POLICE DEPARTMENT AGENCY CASE# 1212558 

Information Page 2 of 2 
State v BARTON, PETER RICHARD 
PA t112F03363 Updnted 11/3/09 

Snohomish County Pmsec11t1ng Atte~may 
S \Felony\Farms'Speclal Assault\Charglng\daadllne package_mrg dot 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
FOR SNOHOMISH COUNTY 

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plambff, No 12-1-01772~1 
v 

AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE 
BAR.TON, PETER RICHARD 

Defendant 

Aliases 

Other co-defendants m thts case 

AFFIDAVIT BY CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned certifies that I am a Deputy·Prosecutmg ,t;ttomey'for Snohomish County, 
Washmgton, and make th1s affidavit 1n that capactty, that cnm1nal charges have been flied agamst the 
above-named defendant 1n th1s cause, and that 1 believe probable cause ex1sts for the arrest of the 
defendant on the charges because of the followmg facts and Circumstances 

The followmg Information IS based on a rev1ew of po\1ce reports and other wntten 
matenal subm1t1ed m support of the prosecution of Defendant and written and 
transcnbed oral sta1ements from Clvthan witnesses This Affidavit is being submrtted for 
the hm1ted purpose of establlshmg probabl~ cause. Accordrngly, not all facts known to 
the affiant have been t~cluded Affiant has set forth only those facts behaved to be 
necessary and relevant to estabhsh the requrred foundation for probable cause for the 
cnmmal charge set forth below or to appnse the Court of Defendant's other relevapt 
c:nmrnar conduct for the purpose of JUStifying ball Affiant has no knowledge of these 
events mdependent of the reports and statemevts submttted, except as noted 

Affidsv~ of Probable Cause Pa9e 1 of 3 
Stale v BARTON, PeTER RICHARO 
PA#t2F03363 Updated 213110 

SnohOmish County Pro~llng Attorney 
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SUMMARY 

A JUvemle female who Will be referred herem by the tntttals G R. and whose date of birth 
IS March 1 a, 2005, reported to famtly members that Defendant, Peter Barton, had 
sexually assaulted her on July 1, 2012. Defendant and G.R. are second cousms 
Defendant was 31 years old at the ttme of the offense 

G R 's allegattons came to hght soon after Defendant's sister awoke to the sound of 
G.R. crytng When GR.'s stster responded to the child's crymg she found Defendant 
and G R atone tn the dark In the hvmg room of her Everett, Washington residence 
Defendant was confronted by hts stster m light of the aforementioned Circumstances. 
Defendant responded by runntng out of the home and later turntng himself into pollee for 
an outstandmg Department of Correctrons (hereinafter DOC) warrant for Escape from 
Communtty Custody Soon after Defendant fled the home, G R told Defendant's s1ster 
that Defendant had harmed her 

COYtj!ONE 
Rape of a Child First Degree 

On July 1, 2012, G R was staying ovem1ght at Defendant's sister's Everett, Washington 
res1dence Defendant was present 1n the home. In support of G R 's allegations against 
Defendant, Defendant's sister provided a wntten statement to pollee In pertment part, 
the statement reads. 

Unsure of t1me awoke to tG.R.] crying and looked 1n liVIng room and found my 
brother [Defendant}m dark w1th s1x year old niece [G R] crying and I started 
yelling "why didn't you tell me she was awake and crying?~~ [Defendant] then 
jumped up off of the floor and took off running out the door while 1 was yelling 
"what are you even doing here?~~ I then approached [GR.] and asked her what 
was wrong ... she then told me that [Defendant] hurt her feelings and continued 
saying he put lOtiOn on her back and she was cry1ng and he hurt her. 

G R 'smother also provided a wntten statement to pollee concernmg her daughter's 
allegations against Defendant To her mother, G.R. dtsclosed betng sexually assaulted 
by Defendant Specifically, GR.'s mother wrote, "IG R] told me that [Defendant] 
touched her w1th hts gemtals In her private area and then put hss hand in her private 
area" 

A Child Forens1c Interview Specialist (hereinafter ClS) mterv1ewed G R soon after she 
was sexually assaulted by Defendant Broadly, G R told the CIS that she had woken 
up m the m1ddle of the mght to someone calling her 1nto the llv1ng room The child went 
to the living room where she saw Defendant Next, accordmg to G.R., Defendant pulled 
her pants down, held her to the ground, and began rubbtnglot1on on her body. G.R. 
recalled crying and asktng Defendant to let her free so she could go home to her 

Affidavit of P(obabla Cause Page 2 of 3 
State v BARTON, PETER RICHARD 
PA#12F03363 Updated 213110 

Snohomt$h County Prosecullng Attorney 
S \Fetony\Forrn$\Speelal Assault\Charglng\dl!ladhnl\l pacl<age_mrg dot 
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mother Defendant rephed by telling GR. that she could usee her mo1her later" 
According toG R., wh1le she was still crying, Defendant forced his pems mstde of her 
anus and continued to anally rape her unttl her Defendant's stster heard her cnes and 
mterrupted the sexual assault. · 

Defendant was questioned by pollee and voluntanly agreed to speak to them. 
Defendant admitted to betng at hts stster's home on July 1, 2012, but clatmed that he 
did not really know anythmg else because he was Intoxicated. Defendant denied bemg 
alone wtth G R. m the living room and claimed that his sister was angry w1th him, though 
he d1d not elaborate about the nature of the purported conflict. 

1 certrfy (or declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washmgton that the 
foregorng 1s true and correct 

MARKK ROE 
Prosecutmg Attorney 

~ 
ADAM W CORNELL, #32206 
Deputy Prosecutmg Attorney 

DATED this 13th day of August, 2012 at the Snohom1sh County Prosecuting Attorney's Office 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
FOR SNOHOMISH COUNTY 

6 THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

9 Plaintiff, 

10 vs 

11 PETER R BARTON, 

12 Defendant 

13 AFF1DAIVT BY CERTIFICATION 

No 12-1w01772~1 

AFFIDAVIT OF DEPUTY 
PROSECUTING ATIORNEY IN 
SUPPORT OF BAIL AND·CONDITIONS 

14 The undersigned certifies that I am a Deputy Prosecutmg Attorney for 

15 Snohomtsh County, Wash1ngton, I make thts affidavit 1n such capactty, and I am 

16 fatniiJar wtth the facts of the above entitled cause The followmg lnformabon'is based 

17 on a revtew of pohce reports and other matenal submitted .n support of the 

18 prosecution of Defendant This Affidavit JS being submitted for the hm1ted purpose of 

19 seek1ng the requested amount of ball Accordingly, not all facts known to the affiant 

20 have been tneluded Affiant has set for:th only those facts believed to be necessary 

21 

22 
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1 and relevant to establish ba1l Affiant has no knowledge of these events mdependent 

2 of the reports and statements submttted, except as noted 

3 Summa,Q! 

4 Defendant's propensity to commtt acts of mdtscnmlnate sexual vrolence, h1s 

5 fatlure to engage m court-ordered sex offender treatment, and his rnabtllty to follow the 

6 rules of commumty custody make htm a clear and present danger to the commumty 

7 Furthermore, the charged offense whtch 1s the subject of th1s Affidavit would constitute 

8 a "second stnke" reqUJrrng mandatory hfe m pnson upon convtct1on RCW 

9 9 94A 030(37) Defendant's pnor crtmmal convtct1ons, other relevant cnmtnal conduct, 

1 0 and h1s fatlure to abtde by court and Department of Corrections' (heremafter DOC) 

11 orders support the State's request for 1mpostt1on of barlm the amount of $1,000,000 

12 I. The nature and circumstances of the offense charged. 

13 Defendant 1s currently charged m a one count Information w1th Rape of a Child 

14 Ftrst Degree, a Class A felony des1gnated by statue as a "v1olent offense " RCW 

15 9 94A 030(54) The charged offense IS pumshable by up to hfe 1n pnson and subjects 

16 Defendant's release to the dtscretlon of the lndetemunate Sentence Rev1ew Board 

17 RCW9 94A 507 Notw1thstandmg the penalttes faced by Defendant for the charged 

18 offense, Defendant has a quahfytng conviction that would requrre the 1mpos1tion of hfe 

19 m prison should he be conv1cted as charged 

20 Defendant 1s alleged to have brazenly and forcefully anally raped hrs seven 

21 year-old second cousin As an older relative of the v1cttm, Defendant had a duty to 

22 
ST v BARTON J 

23 Affidavit 1n Support of Ball and Cond1t1ons 
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1 care for and protect the ch1ld, who w11l be referred herem by the tnlttals GR. Instead, 

2 Defendant vtolated a posttton of trust to sat1sfy his own selfish devu::tnt sexual destres 

3 Defendant's tmmedtate flight from his stster's home after the sexual assault was 

4 .dtscovered further evidences h1s character for fl1ght 

5 II. The history and characteristics of Defendant and other relevant 

6 criminal conduct 

7 Defendant was oonv1cted m September 2001 of Second Degree Assault With a 

8 Deadly Weapon and Sexual Mot1vat1on See Snohomish County Supenor Court 

9 Cause Number 01 .. 1-011604 Defendant was sentenced to 54 months m pnson He 

10 was released 1n January 2005 Stnce Defendant's release, he has had 24 DOC 

11 heanngs w1th numerous vtolatrons of condttrons at each hearing Furthennore, 

12 Defendant farled to complete a requ1red mMpat1ent treatment program and has not 

13 completed a required lntensrve out .. pattent treatment. Significantly, Defendant has yet 

14 to begrn Sex Offender Treatment-treatment that should have begun years ago At 

15 the t1me of Defendant's arrest for the rnstant offense, he had an outstandmg warrant 

16 for Escape from Communtty Custody 

17 Defendant has two pnor convtctrons for Fatlure to Regrster as a Sex Offender, 

18 the most recent of whtch led to a 14 month term of tncaroerat1on Defendant has one 

19 other felony conv1ctton for possess1on of Methamphetamrne For hts drug conv1ctton, 

20 Defendant was ordered to complete chemtcal dependency treatment, yet he failed to 

21 complete that program 

22 
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1 In addttJOn to the tnstant charge, Defendant 1s alleged to have sexually 

2 assaulted two other IndiVIduals Detecttves Wtth the Everett Pohce Department's 

3 Spectal Assault Untt are currently mvesttgat1ng these allegations. Depend1ng on the 

4 outcome of the pollee rnvest1gattons, other cnmmal charges may be filed by 

5 understgned counsel 

6 Defendant's most recent alleged vtcttm IS an adult male who clatms that in 

7 March 2012, Defendant anally raped h1m Thts victim, who Will be referred herein by 

8 the Initials R T , reported the tnctdent approxtmately two months after at occurred 

9 because he Witnessed Defendant attempt to sexuaUy assault a female fnend. R T 's 

1 0 fnend provided a written statement to pohce and remarked that, "[Defendant} pulled 

11 me into h1s bedroom I thought he was being playful unt1l he grabbed me by the wnst 

12 and basically threw me on the bed I was pretty drunk at th1s pomt He got me on the 

13 bed, I remember screammg " 

14 Pollee learned from G R that a JUVemle female who wtll be referred heretn by 

15 the 1n1t1als S B had been sexually assaulted by Defendant when she was eight years~ 

16 old S B 1s Defendant's coustn Detectives 1nterv1ewed S.B , who provided a wntten 

17 statement to pohce as well as a JOurnal that 1ncluded an entry from 2004 Accordtng to 

1 a S B.t the 2004 JOurnal entry was wntten soon after Defendant raped her The entry 

19 reads m pertinent part "[G)ot molested and raped by my own cousen (SIC) Wonder 1f 

20 I'm pregnut (s1c) " 

21 (/ 

22 
ST 'II BARTON/ 

23 AffidaVIt m Support of Ball and Cond1hons 
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... . • 

1 IU., Gonclusion 

2 The nature and circumstances of the charged offense as well as the history and, 

3 characteristics of Defendant establish that Defendant has a propensity to commit acts 

4 of sexual vtoiemcerand hrs release would endanger the commumty. Additionally, given 

5 his failure to follow the rules as required by DOC he 1s a sign•ficant risk of non-

6 appearance Defendant IS an unrepentant and untreated sex offender Only ball m 

7 the requested amount can assure the safety of the communtly and assure Defendanfs 

8 appearange. 

9 Should Defendant post bond, the State requests the foltowmg condtttons of 

10 release· no contact w1th G.R., S B, R T.; no possession of firearms; no possession of 

11 drugs or alcohol, no contact with minors, reg1ster as reqwred by law; and comm1t,no 

12 new law vtolatlons 

13 I cert1fy (or declare) under penalty of pef]ury under the laws of the State of 

14 Washtngton'that the foregoing Is true and correct to the best of·my knowled-ge 

15 

16 
Adam W Cornell, WSBA #32206 

17 Depyty Pros.ecut1ng Attorney 

18 DATED th1s 13th day.of Augu$t, 2012, at the Snohomish County Prosecutmg 

19 Attorney's Office in Everett, Snohorrush County, Washington. 

20 

21 

22 
ST v. BARTON I 

23 Affid-avrt 10 Support of Ball and Conditions 
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FROM 
(TUE)AUC 1_~ 2012 t$; 26/ST •• 13: 2$/Nc>, EI30561S:S20 p 11 

'' 

~fLED 

2Ull·AUG J 4 P/1 ~: 16 

SuHYA 1\RASKI 
GOUNTY CLERK 

SHOHOMISH CO. WA ~~~ 

SUPeRIOR COURT Or. WASHINGTON 
FOR SNOHOMISH COUNTY 

THE STATE OFWA$.HINGTON, 

Plaintiff~ No. 12·1·0177~•1 

ORD!RSEn'JNG 
TRlAL OATE 
(INI"I'JAI.:) 

v. 

BA~TQN. Pfm;R.RICHARD ' 

~endant. (Cietk'a Actltm Required) 

1. An omnibus ooarlng IS aatfor .aht!zTe., oqq.,.c-a.. 

2. Trlal Is set for _f.?! e.j ''= 
.,Q 3. The last'al!owable.,date forttial pursuant to Crft'3;31e ... (Q,~- c :z... 
~!}Vor 90 daye;1 after the date specified above}. 

at 10:30.a.m. 

at·1:00 p.m . 

4. Trial and. all hearingG wiU be held In .th& Crimlnai.Hearings Department, Room 304, . . . 
S. For~. of compu_tlng the allowable tim<J for trial under CrR 3.3, the 

eommen~ment dat~,!s ~e date of thl9 order OR the following ~te: . .:-. ~-----­
If a date other than the ~of this order ha& been sp&;lfled. that dats Is: 

[ ] the date of actual arraignment. 

( J the date on whldnnralgn.ment should have ocet~ma~ pumuant to c~ 4,1 (a) . . 
[ ] the date specified 1!"1 the detend.ant's waiver of rights Ul)der OrR 3.3. 

[ l The ~fendant haa otlje,eted to the date of arraignment, and the court Is unable ,at 
thli tlmo to determine tha validity of U,)e obfedlon. A hearing to estabtish th$ proper date of 
arralgnment is·Det tor 
The i:Jetandant sna'il fi:>"'le,....a~b~nof.._..tsy-:_-_-_-_-:_.-. _-_-.... -_-_-_-_-_-_ -------_:;, -=Th~e-p_r_osecuto-~r'""!ah-a-::-U _t="ite-.a 
reaponslve~brlefby ______ ........ _______ ...._ _______ .. 

APPENDIX D 

,• 
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It the defendant ot:ljadls.to th~ arraigntn~t data set out abOve on the ground that it.iu nol within 
the tima lim!W prescribed by Crft 4.1 (B1)1 the defendant must etate the objection to \he court at 
this time. If the defendant doo& n~~.objott, he or ehe will lose th& right to obJect to the 
arraignment date 

It the de'fendar:tt objeots to the trial ~ate on the ground that it Is nQt yvithin the time limits 
pro$Ct'lb¢ by CrR ·3.3, ttl~ defendant must, within 10 days from today. mow tli~ the e.Ourfflet a 
trial Within those time Hmite. The defendant mU$t abo promptly nota that mo\lon for hearing'in 
accoraanee with local ~dums. It the defendant falls to do thl&. he or sne will toea· the right to 
obj$0\ that~ trial commented on.that date is not within thO time .limits J)$Cribed by CrR·3.3. 

THE DEFENDANT MOST AP.PEAR. FOf{ TRIAL AND FOR AI.~ SCHEDlJl.ED HEARINGS. FAILURe 
TO APPeAR MAY RESULT IN ISSU~NCi:.Of' ~N tfiRE$T WARRANT, FORFEITURE OF BAH., ANO 
C~IMINAL. PROSECUTIQN FOR BAIL JU!VIf'ING.; . r ' 

OONEIN CP!iN.COUR:rm~ ~ <!ov~2. 

Judija 

PreSf?lntea by: . 

~ 
Deputy Pr0$GCI.rill'lg Attoll,ley 

Approved for entrYi oopy !'eQOII/ed. 

Detendan(s Addre811: . 
sa~ as. in loot Order of Reloase~Detention 

New~dress: 



2012 OCT -5 PM I= 14 

SOHYA KRASKI 
COUNTY CLERK 

SHOHO"'ISH CO. WASH 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN ANO FOR THE COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH 

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintflf, 
v. 

Defendant. 

1. On the agreement of the proSEICUtltif 

I 

No. rz-J .. ()t t rl. - I 
AGREED TRIAL CONTINUANCE 
(Clerk's Action Required) 

defendant, trial is hereby continued to the foltcmlng date: 

/ at 1:00 p.m. in 0304. 

2. The following tteannss are set in the eoumr.r 304~ I 
;i60mnibus Hearing /// JO£,L~ttfridoy at 10:30 a.m. 

[ 1 Omnibus I Plea Hearing at ( } 8!45 a.m. 
[ ) Sentencing Hearing _ at t ] 10:30 a.m. 

Mlt'f'W~~nyfll.()~IHli~m Old.d~yt&Mom 

[ ) Plea [ ] Sentencing Hearing 

( 1 3.5 Hearing [ J 3.6 Hearing 

[ ] Arraignment on Amended Info 

_ at 3:00p.m. 

at 8:45a.m. 

__ at 8:45a.m. 
M ffr Thlr.Wy tt FrldRy 

3. Prior U> onby ollh" oolor, lriol was sdteduled !Dr. . {/ /. f b /J Z.. . Tho period 

between that date and the ne>N trial date specified above shall be an imccludad period in computlna the 

ellCNd'able time for trial. CrR 3.3(e)(3). L 
4. The last all.oNable date for trial pursuant to CrR 3.3 Is :2 / ~ ~ / 3 . [The e1epiration 

I ' date is the Iabar of (a) 30 days aftBr the trial date specified above or (b) 60190 days after the ccmmef'ICGfflent 

date, plus any muded periods.] 

THIS ORDER IS VALID ONLY IF PERSONALLY SIGNE:D BY THE DEFENDANT. IF THE DEFENDANT 
CHOOSES NOT TO SIGN, OR IS UNABLE TO SIGN, A CONllNUA.NCE MAY ONLY BE GRANTED 
PURSUANT' TO CrR 3.3(f)(2). 

APPENDIX E 
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THE DEFENDANT MUST APPEAR FOR TRIAL AND FOR All SCHEDULED HEARINGS. FAILURE TO 
APPEAR MAY RESULT IN ISSUANCE OF AN ARREST WARRANT, FORFEITURE OF BAIL, ANP 
CRIMINAL PROSECUTION FOR BAIL JUMPING. 

THe DEFENDANT SHALL MEET WlTH HISIHER AT10RNEV PRIOR TO THE OMNIBUS HEARING SeT 
fORTH IN SECrtON (1). FAJLUR£: TO COMPLY WiTH THIS ORDER MAY RESULT IN THE 
REVOCATION OF BAIL ANOIOR PERSONAL ReCOGNIZANCE PREV10USLY ORDERED IN THIS 
CAUSE. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this~ day ot~-~-¥1-...::...~-T----' 2012. 

Defendant's Address: 
Same as in last Order of Rele8$e/Oetention 

New Address: 



SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
FOR SNOHOMISH OOUNTY 

2012 SEP -6 AM 8: 59 

SONYA KRASK! 
COUNTY CLERK 

SNOHOMISH co. WA ~ I 

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 
v. 

BARTON, PETER RICHARD 

No. 12-1.{)1772·1 

AGREED TRIAL CONTINUANCE 
(Clerk's Action Required) 

Defendant 

1. On the!:ment of the proseoutor and the defendant, trial is hereby continued to the fQ!Iowing date: 

Nove.m~:?&rj£20]2. at 1:00 p.m. In C304. 

2. The following hearings are set In the Courtroom 304: 

[X) Omnibus Hearing OCtober 4, 20~12:::------- at 10:30 a.m. 
S6i I& Yii'tiSd~y iiFI'iday 

[ ] Omnibus J Plea Hearing 
[ ] Sentencing Haering 

( ) Plea [ ] Sentencing Hearing 

[ ] 3.5 Hearing [ 1 3.6 Hearing 

( ) Am~ignment on Amended Info 

at ( )8:45 a.m. 
---:.-:~~,.,...,-..,...-:...,.....,~~~~~~~---· at[) 10;30a.m. 

Seticv'Wr.<tll&Wyh!~y U4511m ru~Gaiidy llU:h m 

-------~=-~~------- at3:00 p.m. 
MottdDy • f:fiday 

------~~=~o:-PI':'J':1~------ at8:45a.m. Gel w Thtt$day (JI' f!ifday 

-------=:"l':":";===~------ at8:45 a.m. Siit tor nri;;Joy cr-l"iid11y 

3. Prier to entry of this ofder1 trial was scheduled for §EPTEMBER 28. 2.012, The period between that date 

and the new trial date spedfied above shall be an excluded period in computing the allowable time for trial. 

CrR 3.3(e)(3). 

4. The last all0111able date for trial pursuant to CrR 3.3 is December 1~ 2012. rrhe ell!piration date is the 

' later of (a) 30 days after the trial date specified abO'te or (b) 60190 days after the commencement date. plus 

any el'oluded periods.] 

Agreed Trial COntinuance Page 1 of 2 
State 11. BARTON. PETER RICHARD 
PA f12F03363 Updated 814110 
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THIS ORDER IS VALID ONLY IF PERSONALLY SIGNED BY THE DEFENDANT. IF THE DEFENDANT 
CHOOSES NOT TO SIGN, OR lS UNABLE TO SIGN, A CONTINUANCE MAY ONLY SE GRANTED 
PURSUANT TO CrR 3.3{f)(2). 

114E DEFENDANT MUST APPEAR FOR TRIAL AND FOR ALL SCHEDULED HEARINGS. FAILURE TO 
APPEAR MAY RESULT IN ISSUANCE OF AN ARREST WARRANT, FORFEITURE OF BAIL, ANO 
CRIMINAL PROSECUTION FOR BAIL JUMPING. 

THE DefeNDANT SHALL MEeT WITH HtSIHER ATiORNEY PRIOR TO THe OMNIBUS HEARING SeT 
FORTH IN SECTION (1 ). FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER MAY RESULT IN THE 
REVOCATION OF BAIL AND/OR PERSONAL RECOGNIZANCE PREVIOUSL V ORDERED IN THIS 
CAUSE. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this f/' day of Septem 

ADAMWffNE~$2206 
DeputY Prosecuting Attorney · 

ApprO\Ied for entry; copy received. 

~~~ 
LINDA W, COBURN, 30002 
F\ttorney for Defendant 

~Trial Continuance Page 2 of 2 
Siltte v. BARTON, PETER RICHA.RO 
PA f12F033t33 Updated 6/4110 

p~~ 
Defendant 

Defendant's Address: 
Same as in last Order of Release/Oetention 

New Address: 

-----------------------------~---------------



SNOHOMISH SUPERIOR COURT 

CASE#~ 12-1-01772-1 
TI"I"LE ~ ~3"1"PtTE~ OF:' vU:it:H··IU.IG"I"ClN VEl 
FILED~ 08/18/2012 

HE!::1CJL.U''!":l:CJN :: 
CClt'IPL.E"f'TOi\1 :: 

N·\"fE~ 

Df'·~T'E :: 

01-09-13 18n50 PAGE 1 

CASE STATUS; STY DATE= 11/16/2012 ON DISCRETIONARY REVIEW/STAY 
f.'~1 H C ! .. ·1 I \.l t.::: D :: 
C 0\\!GCll. .. I :O'T 1: 

NOTE11*PROTECTIVE ORDER #21 
NDTE2~TRIAL 1/25/2018 

----------------------------------- PARTIES ------------------------------------

CDNhl .. 

PL.f.\01 
:o~:::F:·o 1 

Pi"I"PO:L 
E:tH~:I* 
(.:~"!"DO.i. 

0(..\iF~:FI: 

LAST NAME, FIRST MI TITLE 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
BARTON, PETER RICHARD 
E<l·\F<"f'Ol\1 ,, F'CTE:::1::1 HICI .. ·l{·~HI) 

............................................................ , ................................................................. , ..... ..... ~3 EN T r:;: 1\l~~ E~: T. NF U. H 1"1{\'T 1: 0 h! ............. , ..................................................................................................... ._ ....................... .. 

BARTON, PETER RICHARD 

DEF. RESOLUTION CODEn 
'T'Hif.-11.. .. JUDGC :: 

SENTENCE DATE 1 SENTENCED BY 
SENTENCING DEFERRED ~ NO APPEALED TO 

PRISON SUSPENDED ....••....••. t:::· :r.: l\fE~: II 'II ~~ II 11 II II II II II ~~ II !I 11 II U Lr 11 It 11 ·:~~ 

... Jf.\IL. F:iUGPI:::.l\IDED ......... " ...... .. COURT COSTS .............. ,,$ 
PRDB/COMM. SUPERVISION ....... .. 

DUE: J.:)(.)"f'E :: 

,_,,., .. ·•• ............ , .......................... ,.. .......... C i"·if.\F<CiE J: NF C) F/.JV\(.1 "I" :1: ON ............................................... ·•· ........... .. 

Dr:::F'O:J. GARTON, PETER RICHARD 

CHARGE:: DESCRIPTION 

...................... --· ......................................... _. :r Ne::· u Rl"t{\ ·r 1 Dt--.t 
1 9A.44.073 RAPE OF A CHILD 1ST DEGREE 

APPENDIX F 

D'\J TNF'Cl/\J::CCJL... F\i::::~;:;ut.'r 
.............. D (.~ ·r E........ ..... .. ........ D (':1 'T' E:: ....... . 

OEl / :\3/1.?0 :t 1:::: 

1\! 0'/ /0'1. /1.?0:1.1.:!. 



SNOHOMISH SUPERIOR COURT O:l·"··0 1·.1· .. ·:t·:;.; 

-----------~-------------------APPEARANCE DOCKET-------------------------------·-

HUE1:!~: 

CUDE/ 

(:JD 1 :1. 3/ ;~?o :1. ;:::~ !J;c~:~ 

00/ :t.:;l/f.::'.O:f.l.·:.: li\IFt] 
f.\'T'PO:l. 

OU/:1.3/:eO:I.c?. {\DF>C 
08/13/2012 OMAPA 
o~::~ / :L3 / ;:~~o :!. ;:?. (.)F:· 

() f:~ ./ :1. ::?; l ~~·~ <:) :t. 1:~ J\l ·r 

OD/ :l. ::?./EO 1 /.~ i]J~DT 

08/18/2012 ORSTB 
0 E!l / :1. ::::? / ;;:: 0 :1. i.i~ C::t F~~ i\l c 

DESCRIPTION/NAME 

cu~rrl::; f.::lbBF!J(::;c:.o 
I NFU FxJvJf.\r "l" I Cll\l 
ccmNEL .. I .... , r.mPd"l 
AFFIDAVIT/DECLARATION PR08 CAUSE 
OMNIBUS APPLICATION OF PROS ATTY 
AFFIDAVIT OF DPA 
NOTIC:E::: en::· lNTI::::i'ff' ·ru PHUCDUCE: 
Tr::::r:rr II''1DN\' 
ORDER OF DETENTION 
ORDER SETTING BAIL (%250,0001 
NO CONTACT ORDER 

JDG28 JUDGE ERIC Z .. LUCAS 
08/13/2012 EXWACT EX-PARTE ACTION WITH ORDER 

/~;()()" 00 

7 08/14/2012 ARRAIGN INITIAL ARRAIGM1ENT 

("'• 
~::t 

10 
:1. :J. 

:i.!.?. 

:1.6 

:1.'/ 

;:.: l 

08/14/2012 ORSTD 
,!q(; ·r :r: Ol\1 

08/14/2012 ORSOH 
?\CT:HJI\1 

08/14/2012 ORSXP 
o~:l/1.1.,. / E'.O :1. :::1. n PT 
08/:1.5/2012 MTHRG 

... J DCit.:!.:::l 
013/:l~;:.;~;Q:ll:?. Clf~DT 

08/15/2012 ORSTB 

()(i!l J 1. :::>/EO :1. ~~?. C1 F~I\!C 
08/15/2012 NTARO 

f;~TDO :1. 

Ot.:l / rl!. 1:'?./2! 0 l ~i!. i''l "I" 

09/06/2012 MTHRG 
(.:iC"!"IDI\1 
,.J DG!J.t.,. 

09/06/1?.0:1.1.:·:, (\GTC 
f::.iC"l" ICJN 

09/07/2012 MTHRG 

,J DG~!·:~::! 
OS>/ 0'7; 1.:.:o :1. ;::~~ r~sp 

Ott /;~:~~::~/t:·:r.o J.;;:~ t:)BDT 
(Y:.~ / E~5 /20 1.i·:~ (..~FE>n 

Or.'f/C.:6/20J.~·:~ PCJl~D 

BAIL HEARING OS/15/12 C304 1PM 
JUDGE ERIC Z. LUCAS 
t:JH:OEP GE"l"TINCi "!"H:WL. D(Y'I"E: ()9 .. ··;:!:D·<~~~Ot/.~~,.rr 
STIP CONT 11/16/2012 
C:lROf~::r~ iSE::T"I"II\!G I.::WfNII0:UE I· .. IE(-.H~II\Ic:i ()<).' .. ··O!.:J···EO :1.1.::~9 
0 1"1 N I Ft. U :::3 J .. ·ll:::: f.~ F~ :I: l\l G 
ORDER FOR SEXUAL ASSAULT PROTECTION 
REPORT /OPD/PTS INTERVIEW WORKSHEET 
l''lClT::CDI··.! HE::l~PING 

JUDGE ERIC Z .. LUCAS 
ORDER OF D~TENTION 
ORDER SETTING BAIL ($500,000) 
10% MUST BE POSTED IN CASH 
NO CONTACT ORDER 
NOT OF APPEAR AND REG FOR DISCOVERY 
COBURN, LINDA WV 
MOTION TO STRIKE CASH ONLY 
PROVISION ON ORDER OF DETENTION 
STATE'S MEMORANDUM IN RESPONSE TO 
OFDT'S MOTION TO STRIKE GASH BAIL 
(JI\ILV PFmVIl:!l:X:Dl'·.l 
MOTION HEARING 10-04-20129 
DI''INIBU~~) HE(:iF~INCi 

JUDGE DAVID A. KURTZ 
AGREED TRIAL CONTINUANCE 11-16-2012JT 
STIP CDNT 1/25/2013 
1"\Cl"I":IDt,! Ht:::0~niNG 

BAIL REVIEW HRG; OFOT'S MT TO 
STRIKE CASH ONLY PROVISION ON ORDER 
ON DETENTION; RESERVEDp CRT WILL 
(.\ L .. 1.. .. C\\hl P {:~ vn· n::. ~3 ·r D \:;;\,} EWI I "I" F U H ·r \··lf;::v:l 
~;~ 1:~ 'I E::F I 1\lf::!i 
JUDGE ERIC Z. LUCAS 
DEFENSE RESPONSE TO STATE'S BRIEF 
ON TERMS OF BAIL 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
AFFIDAVIT/DCLR/CERT OF SERVICE BY 
EI"Jf..\,IL. 
AGREED PROTECTIVE ORDER REGARDING 



SNOHOMISH SUPERIOR COURT 

~------------------------------APPEARANCE DOCKET--------------------------------
CCJ'(:JE/ 

SUB# DATE CONN DESCRIPTION/NAME SECONDARY 

IMAGE/AUDIO EVIDENCE VIA DVD 
F\1~:: CD t:I.:D I I\IG 

JDG25 JUDGE BRUCE I. WEISS 
09/ Fl.h I EO 1 1;~ E XI,~Jl~C T EX ..... F;){·'l FrTE (.:~tC TJOI\l \l.li T l .. ·l OFIDE:F<: 
09/28/2012 TCNTSTP TRIAL CONTINUED: STIPULATED 

22 09/28/2012 BR SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF REGARDING 
HARMONIZING CONSTITUTIONAL 
PROTECTIONS AND THE COURT RULE ON 
CCJND:l:'T'J.Cll\1~:; OF !:<{\XL .. 

:ii.': :::\ :f. 0/ 0 .1., / ;:;;, 0 1. l.il. I"! Tl .. ·! h:G I"!Cl T :x: Cl N H C 1{:·1 F\ I !·· .. I(J 
JDG26 JUDGE GEORGE APPEL 

10/04/2012 HCNTPA CONTINUED: PLAINTIFF/PROS REQUESTED 10-05-20129 
ACTION OMNIBUS HEARING 

24 10/05/2012 MTHRG MOTION HEARING 11-30-20129 
ACTION OMNIBUS HEARING 
JDG26 JUDGE GEORGE APPEL 

25 10/05/2012 AGTC AGREED TRIAL CONTINUANCE 01-25-2013JT 
26 10/05/2012 MM STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM 

IN RESPONSE TO MOTION TO STRIKE 

r··~ "'J.' t.: .. ! 10/18/2012 MTHRG 
CASH ONLY BAIL PROVISION 
t"'!O "I" :1.: 0 1\1 l· .. fE::: (.0 1:~ I l"-1 G 
DFDT'S MT TO STRIKE PROVISION IN 
THE BOND THAT REQUIRES 10% CASH 
BAIL TO BE POSTED FOR RELEASEu 
DCI\!IE:D 

JDG23 JUDGE ERIC Z. LUCAS 
10/18/2012 DRMD ORDER MODIFYING SECTION 1.1 OF 

ORDER OF RELEASEn DFDT TOEXECUTE 
$500.000 BOND AND DEPOSIT INTO THE 
COURT REGISTRY $50,000 CASH OR 
OTHER SECURITY (SUCH DEPOSIT TO BE 
RETURNED UPON PERFORMANCE OF 
CONDITIONS OF RELEASE OF FORFEITED 
FOR VIOLATION OF ANY CONDITION) 

11/16/2012 NTDRCA NT OF DISCR. REVIEW TO CT OF APPEAL 
11/16/2012 TCNTSTP TRIAL CONTI~~ED1 STIPULATED 
11/19/2012 MTAF MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT/DECLARATION 
11/19/2012 ORPRFP ORDER TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 
:t:l./19/i::~:O:f.ci!. cmt~HC OITDE::F~ f~lU'T'! .. IOn H~:::r····ICJ\1(.:\!.. .. OF' CDUrn· r;:·:·.u.J::: 

JDG22 JUDGE MICHAEL T DOWNES 
11/19/2012 EXWACT EX-PARTE ACTION WITH ORDER 
11/20/2012 TRLC TRANSMITTAL LETTER - COPY FILED 
11/80/2012 MTHRG MOTION HEARING 

JDG19 JUDGE ELLEN J. FAIR 
:1. :1. /:JO/EO:t.t:. (JI:~HU( .. ·I ClPD\::::1~ F~f.:::·- .. \:;)Ei:"f'"!":J.:I\IG C.)l'''/NIB\..If:; l .. ·IE::f.\F\II\1(1 :I.E· .... '.\. 1;··"·1:::.0'.1.~·::~9 

ACTION OMNIBUS HEARING 
12/14/2012 MTHPG MOTION HEARING 

JDG29 JUDGE JANICE E. ELLIS 
12/14/2012 ORSOH ORDER RE-SETTING OMNIBUS HEARING 01-18-20139 

ACTION OMNIBUS HEARING 
12/17/2012 NT NOTICE OF F8~S PAID 
12/17/2012 IAFF APPELLATE FILING FEE 290.00 
12/18/2012 AFSR AFFIDAVIT/DCLR/CERT OF SERVICE 



' ' t ;~~-- '"" :l "" 0 :l. '7 7 ;::?. ""' 1 SNOHOMISH SUPERIOR COURT 01-09-13 13u50 PAGE 4 

-------------------------------APPEARANCE DOCKET--------d·-----------------------
CODE/ 

SUB# DATE CONN DESCRIPTION/NAME SECONDARY 

., j • 
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APPENDIX A TO PLEA AGREEMENT 
PROSECUTOR'S UNDERSTANDING OF DEFENDANT'S CRIMINAL HISTORY 

(SENTENCING REFORM ACT) 

REGISTERED SEX OFFENDER 

DATE: Januari 9, 2013 (dhw/gp) 
DEFENDANT: BARTON, Peter Richard 
DOB: 11/15/80 M/B 
SID: WA19487703 FBI: 98486NB7 
DNA TAKEN: Yes 

CRIME 

ADULT FELONIES: 

Second Degree Assault With 
Deadly Weapon and Sexual 
Motivation (B) 

Failure to Register (C) 

Failure to Register (C) 

VUCSA- Possession (C) 
(Methamphetamine) 

ADULT MISDEMEANORS: 

1. Possess Liquor by Minor 
2. Disorderly Conduct 
3. No Valid/Expired License 
4. Possess Liquor by Minor . 
5. First Degree Criminal Trespass 
6. Fourth Degree Assault- OV 

JUVENILE FELONIES: 

None 

JUVENILE MISDEMEANORS: 

None 

DOC: 828081 

DATE OF PLACE OF 
CONVICTION CONVICTIQN 

9/18/01 

3/6/08 

1/30/09 

8/3/10 

12/18/98 
2/20/99 
9/5/00 
11/20/00 
7/10/07 
10/12/08 

Snohomish County 
01-1-01160-4 

Snohomish County 
08-1-00381-1 

Snohomish County 
08-1-0301 0-0 

Snohomish County 
10-1-00737-1 

Snohomish County 
Snohomish County 
Snohomish County 
Snohomish County 
Snohomish County 
Yakima County 

Incarceration/Probation 
DISPOSITION 

54 Mos. Confinement 
(inc enhancement) 
36-48 Mos Comm. Custody 
1/5/05 Released 

30 Days Confinement 
12 Mos. Comm Custody 

14 Mos. Confinement 
36-48 Mos. Comm Custody 
12/14/09 Released 

18 Mos. Confinement 
12 Mos. Comm Custody 

!Date of Conviction reflects the sentencing date on felonies & offense date on misdemeanors. 
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Appendix A to Plea Agreement- Page 2 

BARTON, Peter Richard 

AFFIDAVIT BY CERTIFICATION 

I am a legal specialist employed by the Snohomish County Prosecutor's Office, and make this affidavit in that 
capacity. I have reviewed the following databases maintained by federal and state agencies to determine the 
above named defendant's criminal history: NCIC (maintained by the FBI), WWCIC (Washington State Patrol 
Criminal History Section), JIS (Judicial Information System), Washington State Department of Licensing, [ ] 
Washington State Department of Corrections. A review of those sources indicates the defendant's criminal 
history Is as listed above. 

I certify (or declare} under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing Is true 
and correct. 

DATED this lb day of ~ , 2013, at the Snohomish County Prosecutor's Office 



Sanders, Laurie 

From: 
Sent: 

Kremenich, Diane [Diane.Kremenich@co.snohomish.wa.us] 
Friday, January 11, 2013 2:07 PM 

To: 
Cc: 

Johnson, Rich; Sanders, Laurie; 'jeffcoopersmith@wt.com'; 'anthonywisen@dwt.com' 
Kathleen Kyle; Webber, Kathy 

Subject: State v. Peter R. Barton 
Attachments: SKMBT _60113011114420.pdf 

Good Afternoon ... 

RE: State v. Peter R. Barton 
Motion for Expedited Discretionary Review 
Court of Appeals No. 69630-1-1 
Hearing Date: January 25th @ 9:30a.m. 

Attached is the state's Answer to Motion for Discretionary Review. 

Please let me know if anyone has trouble opening the attachment. 

Thanks. 

Diane. 

Diane K. Kremenich 
~· Snohomish County Prosecuting Attorney -Criminal Division 

Legal Assistant/Appellate Unit 
Admin East, 7th Floor 
(425) 388-3501 
Diane. Kremenich@snoco. org 

CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT 
This message may contain information that is protected by the attorney-client privilege and/or work product privilege. If this 
message was sent to you in error, any use, disclosure or distribution of Its contents is prohibited. If you receive this message in 
error, please contact me at the telephone number or e-mail address listed above and delete this message without printing, copying, 
or forwarding it. Thank you. 

~please consider the environment before printing this email 
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