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I. IDENTITY OF PARTIES 

Cortney L. Blomstrom, Brooke M. Button and Christopher V. Cooper 

are the petitioners in this case. Respondent is the State of Washington. 

II. ISSUE PRESRNTRD 

Should the petition for discretionary review be denied? 

III. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Cortney Blomstrom: 

Cortney Blomstrom pled guilty to this offense and was sentenced on 

May 12, prior to the filing of the Statement of Grounds for Discretionary 

Review filed on October 1, 2015. Attach. A. She no longer is subject to 

conditions of pre-trial release. On February 1, 2015, Trooper Sanders was 

on routine patrol in Spokane County, Washington. He observed a vehicle 

ahead of him having difficulty staying within its lane of travel. The vehicle 

continued to swerve and drift between lanes. Trooper Sanders made contact 

with the driver, identified as the Petitioner Cortney Blomstrom. 

Ms. Blomstrom exhibited the signs of intoxication and admitted to having 

three drinks that evening. She provided two valid breath samples with 

results of .191/.184. 

On February 2, 2015, Ms. Blomstrom appeared before Judge Tripp 

and the court found probable cause for the crime and set release conditions. 

The court ordered, among other conditions, that Ms. Blomstrom submit to 
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random ETG/THC testing two times per month. On February 27, 2015, 

Petitioner filed the request for a writ of review under Blomstrom vs. 

Honorable Gregory Tripp and District Court; et. al., Superior Court 

No. 15-2-00725-9 alleging that the court exceeded its lawful authority by 

ordering random testing for alcohol/marijuana. 

On March 31, 2015, Superior Court Judge Salvatore Cozza denied 

the request for a writ of review and stated that the petitioners' challenge was 

barred from consideration by writ and that the challenge can only be 

undertaken by a RALJ appeal if the petitioners are convicted or plead guilty 

to the charges. 

On May 15, 2015, the Spokane County Public Defender's Office 

filed a request for direct review to the Supreme Court. The Public Defender's 

Office subsequently filed a motion for discretionary review on October 1, 

2015. Their basis for the request is that this case involves a fundamental and 

urgent issue of broad public importance. They also claim, without any 

supporting evidence, that the pretrial monitoring practices at issue are being 

routinely imposed across the State. 

Brooke Button: 

On June 10, 2015, the defendant was found guilty at jury trial of 

DUI; she was sentenced on June 29, 2015. Attach. B. She is no longer 
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subject to conditions of pretrial release. This Petitioner has a prior 

conviction for DUI (2009). 1 Attach. C. 

On February 27, 2015, Deputy Miller was on routine patrol in 

Spokane County, Washington. He observed a vehicle constantly serving 

from side to side and braking on and off for no apparent reason. He 

contacted the driver, later identified as the Petitioner. She had red, glassy 

eyes, droopy eyelids, slow movements and there was an odor of marijuana 

coming from inside the car. She later admitted to taking some 

hydrocodone in the morning. The Petitioner had difficulty following 

instructions on the field sobriety tests and the officer, who is a certified 

DRE, believed that she was under the influence of a drug. A search 

warrant for blood was obtained. While at the hospital, the Petitioner said 

numerous times that she would "sue" the officer and that she knows why 

people "shoot cops in the face." 

On March 2, 2015, the Petitioner appeared before Judge Tripp and 

the court found probable cause for the crime and set release conditions. 

The court ordered, among other conditions, that the Petitioner submit to 

testing. While the defendant was initially required to install an ignition 

interlock device, at the March 2 hearing Judge Tripp did not require the 

1 In the Statement of Grounds for Review, Petitioner claims the Petitioners 
"have no prior DUI history." Page 1, Issues Presented for Review, No.2. 
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defendant to install an ignition interlock device because the charge did not 

involve an allegation of alcohol use. Attach. D. On March 6, 2015, the 

Petitioner filed the request for a writ of review under Button vs. Honorable 

Gregory Tripp and District Court, et. al., Superior Court 

No. 15-2-00828-0 alleging that the court exceeded its lawful authority by 

ordering random testing for alcohol/marijuana. 

On March 31, 2015, Superior Court Judge Salvatore Cozza denied 

the request for a writ of review and stated that the petitioners' challenge was 

barred from consideration by writ and that the challenge can only be 

tmdertaken by a RALJ appeal if the petitioners are convicted or plead guilty 

to the charges. 

On May 15, 2015, the Spokane County Public Defender's Office 

filed a request for direct review to the Supreme Court. The Public Defender's 

Office subsequently filed a motion for discretionary review on October 1, 

2015. Their basis for the request is that this case involves a fundamental and 

urgent issue of broad public importance. They also claim, without any 

supporting evidence, that the pretrial monitoring practices at issue are being 

routinely imposed across the State. 

Christopher Cooper: 

On February 7, 2015, Trooper Thoet was on routine patrol in 

Spokane County, Washington. He observed a red Acura swerve around a 
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group of vehicles into the outside lane of travel and rapidly accelerate. 

The driver was slowly weaving side to side in his lane of travel and drove 

over the skip line multiple times. Trooper Thoet made contact with the 

driver, identified as the Petitioner Christopher Cooper. Mr. Cooper 

admitted to drinking a few drinks at the "Corner Club." The trooper 

noticed an obvious odor of intoxicants on Mr. Cooper's breath. He 

provided a valid breath sample of .175/.174. 

On February 9, 2015, Mr. Cooper appeared before Judge Tripp and 

the court found probable cause for the crime and set release conditions. 

The court ordered, among other conditions, that Mr. Cooper submit to 

random ETG/THC testing four times per month. 

On February 24, 2015, Petitioner filed the request for a writ of 

review under Cooper v. Honorable Tripp and District Court, et. al., 

Superior Court No. 15-2-00674-1 alleging that the court exceeded its 

lawful authority by ordering random testing for alcohol/marijuana. 

On March 31, 2015, Superior Court Judge Salvatore Cozza denied 

the request for a writ of review and stated that the petitioners' challenge was 

barred from consideration by writ and that the challenge can only be 

undertaken by a RALJ appeal if the petitioners are convicted or plead guilty 

to the charges. 
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On May 15, 2015, the Spokane County Public Defender's Office 

filed a request for direct review to the Supreme Court. The Public Defender's 

Office subsequently filed a motion for discretionary review on October 1, 

2015. Their basis for the request is that this case involves a fundamental and 

urgent issue of broad public importance. They also claim, without any 

supporting evidence, that the pretrial monitoring practices at issue are being 

routinely imposed across the State. 

Mr. Cooper is still subject to pretrial release conditions as he has 

requested that his case be continued pending this action. Attach. E. While 

Mr. Cooper is still subject to pretrial release conditions he has not reported 

for random testing since March 16,2015. Attach. F. 

IV. ARGUMENT OF WHY REVIEW SHOULD NOT BE 
ACCEPTED 

The defendants are requesting that this Court accept discretionary 

review under RAP 2.3( d); however, what they are actually seeking is direct 

review by this Court which is governed by RAP 4.2(a). A party may seek 

direct review in the Supreme Court of the State of Washington of a decision 

of a superior court which is subject to review as provided in Title 2 only in 

the following types of cases: (1) Authorized by Statute; (2) Law 

Unconstitutional; (3) Conflicting Decisions; (4) Public Issues; (5) Action 

Against State Officer; or (6) Death Penalty. RAP 4.2(a). 
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Appealable Decisions: "If the Supreme Court denies direct review of 

a superior court decision appealable as a matter of right, the case will be 

transferred without prejudice and without costs to the Court of Appeals for 

determination." RAP 4 .2( e)( 1). 

Discretionary Review: "A motion for discretionary review in the 

Supreme Court of a superior court decision may be granted, denied, or 

transferred to the Court of Appeals for determination. If the Supreme Court 

denies a motion for discretionary review of a superior court decision, the 

moving party may not file the same motion in the Court of Appeals." 

RAP 4.2( e )(2) 

While there are six allowable grounds for seeking direct review, 

Petitioners seek direct review only under case RAP 4.2(a)(4): "A case 

involving a fundamental and urgent issue of broad public import which 

requires prompt and ultimate determination." 

Petitioner argues that the pretrial requirements imposed by the trial 

court are a matter of significant public importance, which is one of the six 

allowable grounds for seeking direct review. However, release conditions 

are fact specific to each case as outlined in CrRLJ 3 .2. The trial court has the 

discretion, under this rule, to consider factors such as future appearance and 

substantial danger. CrRLJ 3.2. 
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It is not clear what decision the Petitioner is requesting this Court to 

decide. The Superior Court did not decide the issues now presented by 

Petitioner, other than the first issue for review which entails solely the 

question of whether the writ is the only adequate remedy at law. 

The petitioners otherwise request this Court review the factual and 

legal issues involved in each of the separate individual cases, to determine 

whether pretrial conditions, individually determined on case by case basis, 

pursuant to CrRLJ 3 .2, should have or could have been imposed. [Issues 2 

and 3, Page 1-2 Statement of Grounds for Discretionary Review]. The 

superior court did not address these individual factor~. The proper procedure 

would have been to file a notice for (direct) appeal in Division III on the 

denial of the writ, which is a separate action from the lower court's cases. 

Moreover, two cases are apparently moot, as Ms. Cortney 

Blomstrom and Ms. Brooke Button are no longer under pretrial conditions of 

release. The third defendant, Mr. Cooper is still under pretrial release 

conditions but has not been complying with the complained off requirement 

of random testing since March 16, 2015. 
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The only issue presented that was addressed by the superior court is 

one of law which was settled by this Court in City of Seattle v. Holifield, 

170 Wn.2d 230, 240 P.3d 1162 (2010): 

We hold that, for purposes of RCW 7.16.040, an 
inferior tribunal, board or officer, exercising judicial 
functions, acts illegally when that tribunal, board, or officer 
(1) has committed an obvious error that would render 
further proceedings useless; (2) has committed probable 
error and the decision substantially alters the status quo or 
substantially limits the freedom of a party to act; or (3) has 
so far departed from the accepted and usual course of 
judicial proceedings as to call for the exercise of revisory 
jurisdiction by an appellate court. 

We borrowed this formula from our rule governing 
interlocutory review, see RAP 13 .5(b ), and that governing 
discretionary review of a trial court decision. See RAP 
2.3(b). These standards for granting the statutory writ of 
review under the "acting illegally" prong lie somewhere 
between the standards sought by each party here. They are 
not so strict that the writ applies merely to cases that 
exceed jurisdiction. Nor are they so lax that the writ applies 
only to correct mere errors of law. In any event, these 
standards are "specific and stringent." Geoffrey Crooks, 
Discretionary Review of Trial Court Decisions Under the 
Washington Rules of Appellate Procedure, 61 Wash. 
L.Rev. 1541, 1545 (1986). They are also "simple and 
straightforward." Id. at 1554. 

I d., at 244-45 (footnotes omitted). 

Nothing in these separate cases demands this Court's immediate 

attention. The petitioners' claims that these cases involve a fundamental and 

urgent issue of broad public import which requires prompt and ultimate 

determination, and that the "pretrial monitoring practices complained of by 

Petitioners are being imposed routinely in other Counties around the State" 
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are claims that are unsupported in fact or in law. Two cases are over and the 

other case would be better addressed by a district court motion to modify 

conditions of release under CrRLJ 3 .2, or by direct appeal to Division III 

under RAP 2.2. 

V. CONCLUSION 

The petitioners' motion for direct discretionary review should be 

denied. The petitioners fail to provide any reason necessitating immediate 

and direct review other than their unsupported opinion that such review is 

warranted. 

Dated this 13 day of October, 2015. 

LAWRENCE H. HASKELL 
Prosecuting Attorney 

~nW~~ 
Katherine McNulty, WSBA 48448 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Attorney for Respondent 
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SPOKANE COUJU-rv DISTRICT COURT, SPOKPNer WASHINGTON . 
JUDG~/SENTENCE/COMMITME[[/PROBA~ ORDER 

Alcohoi/Drug-~hS tifehses . 

STATE Of WASHll'-IGTON1 PLAINTIFF MAY 1 2 2015 CASE NUMBER(S): t; 1;;d..C \..Y ~14- . 

vs. 'i?::liAtlt CuUIITY DISTRICT COURT 

B\Db\Strcto. C'o\gJtK_U · l~· 
DEFENDANT 

2 
) 

q )1 l tt: C) REPORT NUMBER(S): I~- L1 G (,::Z,C1 c;-
DOB · D Inmate 

Th C t h t d . d t f GUILTY d . h ~ II ' e our as. en ·ere a ]ll gmen o · an lmQoSes t. e o o~J_!lg sentence: 
CASE# CHARGES JUDGMl' fiNE SUSP DAYS SUSP Cl'TS EHM MAN, 

· b v "~ :c12 z~ J 
MIN. 

S'~UtoL11 G 'S:t!K? St~ )t') 
. 

·4or..q 
-· 

"' 

REPORTT · ~POKANE COUNTY 'JAIL D GElGER R E kJN CENTER 0 OTHER FACIUTY 
ON: ~tl ~ "2... 6 ·20..l.L at G~ER ~ t'U You must appeQr drug & alco_hol free. 
0 Geiger Confinement D Work Release 0 ~ D Weekends 0 24-l-lr. Alternative 0 GPS 
0 Electronic Monitoring (0 with Sobrletor) D Other:-:-::---------~~~-----~-- ___ _ 
0 Contact; Jail/Geiger/Other Facility by telephone w\t'hin 48 hours to arrange a report date. 

JA1l PHONE: 477-2278/ GEIGER PHONE: 477·3259 
FAILURE TO CONTACl' OR REPORT AS ORDERED MAY RESULT lN TtlE lSSUANCE OF A BENCH WARRANT 

! 0 ORDER Of RELEASE (Releas~ Defendant Immediately) 

The Defendant is placed on D Supervised 0 Monitored Probation for; 0 60 Months ~4 Months D 12 Months 
or Months and SHALL XMMEDIAli:LY (unless directed otherwise): 

D Probatio·n shall terminate upon successful completion of all tenns of probation and payment of all costs. 
0 DUl Intensive Supervision Therapeutic Court (Inctud\ng MRT and testing), 
O Apply for Ignition Interlock Ucense or 0 Monitor for alcohol use for __ months on through ~-----· 
0 Obtain a Mental Health Evaluation and complete the recommended treatll'lent. Device Agency 
[!31n5ta\l and Maintain the Ignition Interlocl< Device as requ\red by DOL 0 lgnltlon Interlock for an additional ~ months. 
ga,mplete an Alcohol/Drug Evaluation w+tl:ihl da~ and enroll in the ~:ecommended treatment by: li cl d 01 '1' 
~omplete the DUI Victims Impact Panel within 50 ~af 0 Complete the Minors In Prevention er~am wlthln 90 days, 
~Ae_pear for a Treatment Review hearing on_ · :?t , 20 IG , at _£]_{amY pm. 
\Stl'fave no violations of any criminal \aws. 0 No simi ar criminal law violation. 0 No crim1naltm7liclaw violations. · 
Ql-Df]Ve a motor veh!de only with a 'valld driver's license, Insurance, and liD (If liD requlred by DOL), D Have no IJICohOI related vlolations. 
[51JO not possess or consume any alcohol or controlled substances unless prescrib~ by a plwslcia~ 1vr, / v J J .. 1.. ,.41 "v ,' J v.; .......-<.... 
0 Other: .J ' . 
Pa ail fines fe and restitution as directed below: 

COst'S: &t-Probatlon Fee (Pg 2) $ 
0 Conviction Fee $-~--
0 BAC Fee $. ___ _ 

D Restitution $...........,~=--
JAPUI Recoupmentfee $ 7....1"3..t.S.~ 
i2fpp Recoupment Fee $ "?-- JJ? 

o Jail Fee 
0 Warrant Fee 
o Booking Fee 

$. __ _ 

$·--~ 
$ 

PAY TOTAL AMOUNT DUE TO COURT WITHIN THIRTY (30} DAYS OR MONTHLY TIME PAYMENTS WILL BE SET UP 
THROUGH PAR ACCEPTANCE CORPORATION AS DIRECTED ON PAGE 2. . 

DATED ln Spokane County, WA this~· day of 20 ~. 

YOU MUST COMPtY WITH THE ORDERS & INSTRUCTIONSIDENilFlED ON BOT. SIDES OF THIS FORM 
· I HAVE READ & UNDeRSTAND THE RIGHTS, CONDffiONS & WARNINGS ON BOTH SIDES o·F IS RM, .. Dd ~/- . - . .. . . .. !UDGR / n; --~1 

· <Jnda trs Signature ') ==.J 
, ~. . C)' IS t lLU: \·'\ t tVe ~;g Jc 0 V1 e. t-v! I (.r1& 7-· ( ~509 o ( c 8:-~~ -

Defendant's Address Defendant's Phone Number 

J&S Commlt/Prob Order (REV 1q/10) COURT- Whlte PROBATION- Canary DEFENDANT- Pink 
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SPOKANE COUAL1J' DISTRICT COURT1 SPO~E, WASHINGTON .. 
JUDG~:~//SENTENCE/COMMITMENT/PROB,IMf:)N ORDER 

Alcoh~£!"f!lf-elated Offenses 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, PlAINllFf 
JUN 2 9 2015 CASE NUMBER(S): 52..?>} a_"]~ 

vs. 

bu .t\m, ~OJ)~· ~KANECOUNTY~B 
DEFENDANT \ DOB .. 

REPORT NUMBER(S): I¢::>--- Q (alt '62> 
0 Inmate 

sentence: The Court has entered a ud ment of GUlL 1Y and lm oses the followln 
CASE # CHARGES JUDGMT FINE SUSP 

REPORT TO:~ OKANE COUNTY 'JAIL GEIGER CORRECTION CENTER Cl OTHER FACILDY 
ON: 20___, at "S: .. am (j:)n)) You most a/lJ}.ear drug & afrolt-ol~ti-re-e-~ ~---~ 
0 Geiger Co ne ent bl.Work Release 0 Work Crew t:jfreekends 0 24-Hr. Alternative 0 GPS 
D Electronic Monitoring (0 with Sob!ietor) 0 Other: 
0 Contact Jall/Gelger/Other n -;;48::-;h:-o~urs--.:-to_a_rra_n---:-ge_a_re_p_o-;-rt-;d-:at-e.-~---~-~-----

JAlL PHONE: 477·227B GE!GER PHONE: 477·3259 . 
FAILURE 'TO CO DEREO MAY RESULT IN THp ISSUANCE OF A ~ENCH WARRANt 

I 0 O~DER Of RELEASE (Re[ease Defendant Immediately) ~ 
The Def'?'}fl?t is placed on 0 Supervised D Monitored Probation for:. 0 60 Months D 24 Months 0 12 Months 
or ~ ~ Months and Sl-tAI.l.lMMEDIAlELY (unless dlreded otheJWise): 

0 Probatla·n shall tennlnate upon successful completion of all tenns of probation and payment of all costs, 
0 D\Jllntenslve Supervision Therapeutic court (Including MRT and testing}. 
0 Apply for Ignltlonlnterlock Ucense or D Monitor for alcohol use fm· __ , months on through.11#":JfUJ/.~Y 0 Obtain a Mental Health Evaluation and complete the recommended treatment. Devlca\A.JYn 
0 Install and Maintain the Ignltlon Interlocl< Device as required by DOL. 0 Ignition Interlock for a~ atlditlonal--,.-.;L,--/1' 

'\Z1_Comptete an Alcohoi(Drug Evaluation within 2i) days and enroll in the recommended treatment by: ~l,l41.,.Lf,.""4'JI.~....:: 

§Complete the DUI VIctims Impact Panel within 50 da s J!'Q.Plete the Minors in Prev~~ Program w!thln 90 days. 
Appear for a Treatment Review hearing on t C . 20 at am 1 (fl!rt;) 
Have no vtolat\ons of any crlmlnal.laws. 0 No similar crl lnallaw violation. 0 No crimlnaltmffl'clawvlolations. · 

;;a_ Drive a motor vehicle only With a i,ralid driver's license, Insurance, and UD {If llD required by DOL). 0 Have no atcohql related Violations. 
~not possess or consu e any al hoi or control! subst~s unl pre· bfXI by a p yslcl n. "'Y\...Q m ttr lj u M.q 

ba'Other: ' · :0$ · ' 
Pa• aU ftnes fees and re tutlon as lrected low: \it! ' · · 

COSTS: 0-Probation Fee (Pg i) $ l <fl.(() 
0 Conviction fee $ __ _ 

o Restitution $ f'/'1 0 Jan Fee $ 
fJi't-;O.Ul Recoupmentfee $:;2, :fl~ 0 Warrant fee $:=::::: 

0 BAC Fee $ 0 PD Recoupment Fee $ o Booking Fee $ 

PAY TOTAL AMOUNT DUE 1'0 COURT WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS OR MONTHLY TIME PAYMENTS WILL BE SET UP 
THROUGH PAR ACCEPTANCE CORPORATION AS DIRECTED ON PAGE 2. 

DATED In Spokane County, :;;;;;;;;;c;;e. day of ::_z;:;: , 20 _./..L, 
YOU MUST COMPlY WUH THE ORDERS & INSTRUCTIONS IDENTIFIED ON 1IQ11:(SIDES OF THIS FORM c ~s;:~EruG~~,ooND~~Ns~w~RNINGT::8&~ ~~ _] 

~ s ?J7..2 ¥WM.Dn __ Cf!_"t __ \ Y-~-~ 
Defendant's Address Defend;;mt's Phone Number 

J&S Cornrnii:/Prob Order (REV 19/10) COURT- White PROBA110N- canary DEFENDANT- Pink 
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FIRST JUDICIAL C . iRICT COURT, ST ATEOF IDAHO, CODJ; 1 OF KOOTENAI 
324 W. GARDEN A,-ENUE, P.O. BOX 9000, COEUR D'ALENE, "'""'AHO 83816-9000 

STATE OF IDAHO V 
BROOKE MARlE BUTION /) ·, _j 
· · ~~B 1\rth.~O?r 5 1 z, o.2Z... H vCit7m 
' ~~ tf;ril~ ffpJ;(o 

DL# BUTTOBM199JW WA tf'u/': 1 ~-7 
DOB: 4/16/1981 AGENCY~ COEUR D'ALENE PD 

CASE# CR-2009-0025552 CITATION# 101372 
CHARGE: 118-8004 M · DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE 
AMENDED: 

#')()(). 

---J.,~-9~-AT ~.m. 

CLERK OF Tl-ill DISTRICT COURT 

BY [01 ~~Jf{J(j~ n~a!lEPUTY 
BOND: Surety $2000,00 

Suspended$-~--~--

Insurance Fee$-~--~--

... !.IE SUSPENDED PENAL TIES ARESUBJECTTO YOUR COMPLIANCE WITH ALL TERPMil-u--w 
.... lE DEFENDANT HAS THE RIGHTTO APPEAL 
THIS JUDGMENT WITHIN 42 DAYS 
Copies To: /) "/) .,{j J -::-~~;'IJA..r.r.:)-1-,~Jt------Judge #...,.::..~'f:I-...-..--.-----
Def. L(l Def. Nf:WJ~. [ ] ProU.YQ"'-'-=~'-'-

""'LJt\~RBjlia't44MS67-(re:·N60)t .. l~~ncy:::::;;-· ··===tfclx . : i ~-T··(re:N60) 
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STATE OF aHINGTON- SPOKANE COUNTY o&ICT COURT 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Plaintiff, Case No. 

520312786 
1. DUI 

FILED 

Report No(s). 15..067133 
vs. 

MAR o 2 2015 
~Q;qrrosroor~-

BUTTON, BROOKE MARIE 
Defendant. 

PROBABLE CAUSE: The Court finds: 

ORDER~ ON PROBABLE.CAUSE, 
SETIING RELEASE CONDITIONS, 
COURT DATE &/OR COMMITMENT 

~ Probable cause exists to believe the accused committed the offense(s) charged. CrRLJ 3.2.1 (e)(2) 
I8J Not Guilty Plea entered: 3/2/15 

CONDITIONS OF RELEASE: after finding probable cause, reviewing the case file, examining defendant~s 
criminal and warrant history, the court orders the defendant to comply with conditions ordered below; 

~ Jail/Geiger to RELEASE Defendant on OWN RECOGNIZANCE. 
~ Must not commit any further criminal law violations. 
~ Must not use, possess, or consume alcohol or drugs Including marijuana except as prescribed for the 

defendant by a physiclan. 
r8l Within 24 hours defendant must report to: Absolute Dr.ug Testing, 523 S Division, Spokane WA. 99202, 

509.747.8855 . 
For: D EHM 0 GPS 0 Alcohol Monitor Bracelet 0 UA f8l ETG/THC 0 Home Alcohol Monitoring 
Frequency: ( Random four times monthly testing) 
CLERK ACTION: fax to Monitoring Agency. Agency to confirm/deny compliance by e-mail to 
DCProbatlonEMtesting@SpokaneCounty.org 

0 The current offense and a prior qualified offense involve alcohol 
D Defendant MUST install Ignition Interlock Device on ALL vehicles operated by him/her 

AND PROOF of installation must be filed with the court through Its Probation Department within 
5 days of the date of release to Smart Start. email:spokane24~7@smartstaninc.com. 

CLERK ACTION: Email order. to Monitoring Agency . 
. Agency to confirm/deny compliance by e-mail to DCProbatloniiLD24-7monltorlng@SpokaneCounty.org 

f2l Must not drive motor vehicle after/while using, consumlngt possessing or under the influence of drugs or 
alcohol. 

lRI Must not operate motor vehicle without valid driver's license~ insurance & ignition interlock device (if 
ordered). 

I2Sl Timely appear for all court dates scheduled for defendant 

COURT DATE: DEFENDANT MUST APPEAR for: Pre Trial H!aring on Aar. 1. 2015 at 9:00am 

before JUDGE gregory Tripp in Courtroom 4. [Public Safety Bldg. Floor 2] 

DEFENDANT MAY BE ARRESTED AND I OR HAVE BOND OR RELEASE REVOKED IF 
DEFENDANT VIOLATES RELEASE CONDITIONS OR FAILS TO APPEAR FOR COURT DATE. 

Order on PC/release conditions/court date/commitment (rev 11/13) 5Z0312786 pg. 1/2 



WORKING COPY 

Defendant 

··~ ' . 

r-~~~~~~~~---------------~~------~ 
Judge Gregory Tripp 

DATED in Spokane County, WA on March 2, 20j Q ;};49 PM 

Dlstnct court complies with Americans with Disability Act requirements • for accommodations conl$ct Court O~rauons Manager 4 77 ·2903 (Rev. 1 0/1 1) 

. I 

Order on PC/release conditions/court date/commitment BUTTONB pg. 2/2 
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SPOKANE COlil'\TY DISTRlCT COURT, STATE OF WASHINGTO!'i 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 
:J SCHEDuLING ORDER 
D AMENDED SCHEDULI~G ORDER 

&. SPEEDY TH!AL WAIVER 

FILED 
JUL 0 2 2015 

SPGI\AN:; CJ/JI(fY D:STAICY COURT 

MOTlOJ\'. 

' /A 

The 0 Plaintifr""D Defendant moves the Court, pursuant to CrRLJ 3.3, to colltinue the: 

0 Arraignment .6. Pre-Trial 0 Trial Ready & Trial 0 Mitigation Hearing 
CJ Motion 0 Show Cause CJ Contested J nfraction Hearing 

The ba~isfor 1!he "'~tnpe ~s: S h; /( , W ~ ~~\~,...::..·i_r-U'~oc-c·,__,ro---h-·0~( --~--"v"""'1_,_/_._{-"f~l/'"'1, __ -<~ 
Guc +- . \..._1~lO"\ .Q.J) kof-,<.t &· i)~(f.tOf\c.r-:.,. T<.cJ:~~~v 

and the granting ofthc motion to continue will not prejtK!ice the Defendant. ' 

I
I am aware that t"have the right to a tria! within 60 days of the commencement date if I am in jail on this case. or 
within 90 days of the commenc~nt dt::tl a91 no! i~ case. i voluntarily give up this right and I agree 

\ to the dates as ordered below. -'~· ·::Jc. ... .--., _, Defendant \ 

· I have explained tl?is waiver to my client. ~l§.c:Lil:ihl_l:Jfti§he understands it and is voluntarily giving up I 
Lh.&,rnerrighlasseUort~above. . ,,··: .. ; -~ .Alto~ -o 
··~ u~ 11~. c'~vL · ,..,>~ ..... , .. _ · · ~ ~~ · 
Duren dam nidellsc Anornc;vtwsuA ~~ Y

1
GI8" f.?./ Pr~~~S~~Y;;~sS fl c-{6 { ( q 

ORDER · ~~ 

TT IS ORDFR.P.D thnt the motion for contlnuunce is: u GRANTED CJ DENIED and the following court 
dates are set: 
EY,Arraignme"!!t/J;;_ __ @ ~ ~ I pm u Motion ------·--@ ___ am I pm 
~:re~Trlal _ · ·::___@ ~!JYI pm 0 Contested @! am I pm 
0 Show Cause ·· @ am I pm 0 Mitigation----~ (@ am/ pm 
CJ Trial Relldy ~· @; am I pm with Trial .-. @\ am / pm 

New Commencement Date: OJ .... 0 -l c::? New Expiration Date: 

Date r 1 .it1dge 

DEFf::NDANT MUST APPeAR AT ALL HEARINGS OR A WARRANT FOR ARREST MAY BE ISSUED. 
DEFeNDANT'S FAILURE TO APPEAR AT INFRACTION HEARINGS WfLL RESULT IN 
ADJUD!CA TION OF COMMITTeD AND ASSIGNMENT TO A COLLECTION AGENCY 

District Co\lrts comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Persons with disabilities that require 
accommodations should call the Court at (509) 477·2903. TDD AVailable. 
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WORKING COPY 

11' 
~ABSOLUTE DRUG TESTING LLC. 

Corporate Office: 
5433 N. Government Way, Su~e B, 838154 
Phone :(208)758-0051 
Fax: (208)758-0401 

Spokane Office 
523 S, Division St., 99202 
Phone:(509)· 7 4 7-8855 
Fax: (509)·747-9966 

Spokane Valley 
1521 0 E. Sprague AVe #7, 99216 
Phone:(509}-92&.5859 

Kellogg Office 
204 Oregon St. 

Phone(208)· 758-0051 

Non-Compliance Notice 

Case# 

Client Name: 

Report Date: 

Date: 

5Z0066463 

Christopher Cooper 

February 10, 2015 

April 23, 2015 

Report to: Spokane County District Court 

-' .. RECEIVED. 
_ ..... · APR 2 7 2015 . :. 

DISTRICT COURT PROBATION 

The above referenced client was to test with Absolute Drug Testing 1 time per 
week. The above client has not reported since 3/16/15. Client is being archived 
from testing. 

Absolute Drug Testing 
Spokane Valley Office 

~!d for ht'nring 
~-

--
-

OrdNtot SC 

Order forB W 

_Pretrial 

_sentence 

·Bond:. __ _ 

.. ·Judge . .....u.'(~~-

Date ~f{kf 



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Respondent. 
v. 

CORTNEY L. BLOMSTROM, 
BROOKE M. BUTTON, 
CHRISTOPHER V. COOPER, 

Petitioners, 

No. 91642-0 

SC# 2015-2-00674-1 
2015-2-00725-9 
2015-2-00828-0 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I, Kim Cornelius, do hereby certify under penalty of perjury that on 

October 13, 2015, I hand delivered to the Spokane County Public Defender's 

Office, a true and correct copy of the State's Response to Motion for 

Discretionary Review. 

DATED this 13th day of October, 2015. 

Kim Cornelius 



OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK 

To: Cornelius, Kimberly A 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Lindholdt, Karen S.; Heintz, Steve; Sterett, Rachel; McNulty, Katie 
RE: Gortney Bloomstrom et al, No. 91642 

Received 10-13-15 

Supreme Court Clerk's Office 

Please note that any pleading filed as an attachment to e-mail will be treated as the original. Therefore, if a filing is bye­
mail attachment, it is not necessary to mail to the court the original of the document. 

From: Cornelius, Kimberly A. [mailto:KCORNELIUS@spokanecounty.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2015 8:59AM 
To: OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK <SUPREME@COURTS.WA.GOV> 
Cc: Lindholdt, Karen S. <KLINDHOLDT@spokanecounty.org>; Heintz, Steve <SHEINTZ@spokanecounty.org>; Sterett, 
Rachel <RSterett@spokanecounty.org>; McNulty, Katie <KMCNULTY@spokanecounty.org> 

Subject: Cortney Bloomstrom et al, No. 91642 

Attached please find the State's Response to Motion for Discretionary Review. Note the Proof of Service is attached as 

the last page. 

Kim Cornelius 
Spokane County Prosecutor's Office 
kcornelius@spokanecounty.org 
(509) 477-2873 

Cg_nfldllntlal & Pr.I.Ylle9f!.!1 Le~I/Personnel Materials -PLEASE NOTE: This e-mail, Its contents and attachments are 
confidential and privileged. If you are not an intended recipient, promptly notify sender that you received this e-mail in error and destroy all 
copies. You are not to print, copy, forward or use this e-mail or Its contents for any purpose. Thank you. 
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