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I. 
ARGUMENT 

On December 10,2014, this Court invited the Washington 

Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers to file an amicus brief in this 

case, WACDL relies upon the availability ofvohmteer lawyers to author 

amicus briefs on the Association's behalf, Given the short time between 

this Court's invitation to file the brief and the due date, the Association 

was unable to locate a volunteer who had sufficient time to draft a 

comprehensive brief on the Intrastate Detainer Act, Nonetheless, after 

reading the unpublished decision of the Court of Appeals and the 

supplemental briefs filed by the parties, the Washington Association of 

Criminal Defense Lawyers urges this Court to affirm the unpublished 

decision of the Washington State Comt of Appeals, We note that Peeler's 

supplemental brief, filed on November 19, 2014, fully explains why the 

appellate court's statutory interpretation is correct, 

Requiring the strict compliance with the Intrastate Detainer Act 

enhances the timely and fair resolution of oases for both parties and the 

public, The purpose of the Act is to encourage the expeditious and orderly 

disposition of pending charges despite the incarceration of the defendant 

in the DOC, The Act comports with Wash. Const. art. I,§ lO's command 

that justice be administered without "unnecessary delay," The State's 
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arguments for ignoring the plain language of the statute would contl'ibute 

to unnecessary delay and would insert unnecessary ambiguity in the 

processing of demands for adjudication of the pending charge based solely 

upon the location of the defendant at the time the local prosecutor receives 

the demand. This Court should r~ject these argumens because they do not 

serve the public's interest clear procedures for the timely resolution of 

pending criminal cases. 

II. 
CONCLUSION 

This Court should reject the State's arguments and affirm the wellw 

reasoned decision by the Court of Appeals, 

DATED this 30111 day of December, 2014. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Suz 1e Lee Elliott, WSBA #12634 
At o ney for Amicus Washington Association 
of riminal Defense Lawyers 
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