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

IN RE PERSONAL RESTRAINT PETITION OF: 

ARMONDO RAY SEPULVEDA, 

PETITIONER. 

PERSONAL RESTRAINT PETITION 

Jeffrey E. Ellis #17139 
Attorney for Mr. Sepulveda 

Law Offices of Ellis, 
Holmes & Witchley, PLLC 
705 Second Ave., Ste. 401 
Seattle, W A 98104 
(206) 262-0300 (Ph) 
(206) 262-0335 (fax) 



A. STATUS OF PETITIONER 

Armondo Sepulveda (hereinafter "Sepulveda") challenges his 1989 

King County convictions for Rape in the First Degree and Robbery in the 

Second Degree (89-1-04558-0). Mr. Sepulveda is no longer incarcerated 

on this offense. However, he remains under several disabilities as a result 

including the fact that these convictions served as a necessary predicate 

"strike" to Sepulveda's current persistent offender status and life sentence. 

This is Sepulveda's first collateral attack on this judgment. 

B. FACTS 

On September 14, 1989, Sepulveda pled guilty to Rape in the First 

Degree and Robbery in the Second Degree for crimes that occurred several 

months earlier, on August 11, 1989. See Judgment and Sentence attached 

as Appendix A. 

Sepulveda's Statement afDefendant an Plea afGuilty (Appendix B), 

which is signed by Sepulveda, his attorney, the prosecutor, and the Judge, 

states that the maximum sentence for the rape is "twenty (20) years to life 

imprisonment." In fact, the maximum penalty was life. Sepulveda's plea 

to rape was part of a "package deal" or singular plea to both the rape and 

robbery counts. 



Sepulveda was sentenced on November 3, 1989. The Judgment 

repeats the error from the plea form, stating in Section 2.3 that the 

maximum term is "20 yrs. to LIFE." 

C. ARGUMENT 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Sepulveda's Judgment is facially invalid because it reveals, on its 

face, a mistaken maximum term of imprisonment. The maximum penalty 

was not ''twenty years to life." It was life. Sepulveda's maximum penalty 

was not a discretionary range which bottomed out at 20 years. Unlike pre­

SRA cases where the sentencing court had the discretion to cap the 

maximum at 20 years (or set it at life), in Sepulveda's case neither the 

sentencing court nor any other authority had the power to set the maximum 

term at twenty years. As a result, it is clear that Sepulveda's Judgment is 

invalid on its face. 

Sepulveda's facially invalid judgment reveals an involuntary guilty 

plea. Because Sepulveda's plea was based on misinformation about a 

direct consequence (the maximum possible punishment), it was 

unconstitutional because it was neither knowing nor voluntary. Sepulveda 

does not need to show that he would have made a different choice if he had 

been correctly advised that the maximum could not have been set at 20 

years, but only at life. Instead, Sepulveda is entitled to withdraw his plea. 
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Finally, because both pleas were part of a "package deal," Sepulveda is 

entitled to withdraw his guilty pleas to both counts. 

2. SEPULVEDA'S JUDGMENT IS INY ALID ON ITS FACE 

Since Sepulveda's conviction has been final for more than one year, 

he must address the time bar issue-arguing first that his Judgment is 

facially invalid and then moving to his guilty plea to show that it was based 

on a "manifest error." 

RCW 10.73.090 establishes a one-year time limit for collateral 

attack on a judgment. More that one year has elapsed since this conviction 

was final. However, the one-year time limit does not apply to a judgment 

invalid on its face. RCW 10.73.090; In re Restraint of Goodwin, 146 Wn.2d 

861,866, 50 P.3d 618 (2002). 

A judgment and sentence is invalid on its face if it evinces the 

invalidity "without further elaboration." Goodwin, 146 Wn.2d at 866. The 

phrase "on its face" includes the documents signed as part of a plea 

agreement. Id. at 866 n. 2 (citing In re Restraint of Stoudmire, 141 Wn.2d 

342,354, 5 P.3d 1240 (2000); In re Restraint of Thompson, 141 Wn.2d 

712, 719, 10 P.3d 380 (2000». 

As our Supreme Court has explained: "[T]he relevant question in a 

criminal case is whether the judgment and sentence is valid on its face, not 

whether related documents, such as plea agreements, are valid on their face. 
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Such documents may be relevant to the question whether a judgment is 

valid on its face, but only if they disclose facial invalidity in the judgment 

and sentence itself." In re Restraint ofTuray, 150 Wn.2d 71,82, 74 P.3d 

1194 (2003). 

In the case at bar, the maximum penalty on the Judgment is clearly 

erroneous. Prior to the adoption of the SRA, judges imposing sentences set 

the maximum term. For individuals sent to prison, the parole board then set 

the minimum term. For many Class A offenses, the maximum penalty was 

20 years to life. See RCW 9.95.010; RCW 9A.20.020. Rape in the First 

Degree was such an offense. In those cases, a sentencing judge acted 

entirely within her statutory authority if she imposed a sentence less than 

life, as long as it did not drop below twenty years. In other words, "20 to 

life" represented the maximum sentence's discretionary range. By 1989, 

things had changed. RCW 9A.20.021 (4). By that time, the maximum for 

first-degree rape had been set at life. RCW 9A.20.021. 

Sepulveda's Judgment lists the date ("9-14-89") and name (Rape in 

the First Degree) of Sepulveda's crime of conviction on Count I and then 

states that the "Maximum Term" is "20 Yrs. to LIFE." From this 

information alone, it is obvious that the maximum sentence is erroneous. 

Thus, the face of Sepulveda's Judgment reveals the error without further 

elaboration. 
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Thus, the question then becomes whether this error in the Judgment 

identifies a defect in the guilty plea that merits relief. Here, it does. 

4. SEPULVEDA'S JUDGMENT REVEALS AN INVOLUNTARY PLEA 

When a defendant pleads guilty, he must do so knowingly, 

voluntarily, and intelligently. Henderson v. Morgan, 426 U.S. 637, 644-

45,96 S.Ct. 2253, 49 L.Ed.2d 108 (1976); McCarthy v. United States, 394 

U.S. 459, 466, 89 S.Ct. 1166,22 L.Ed.2d 418 (1969); State v. Ross, 129 

Wn.2d 279, 284, 916 P.2d 405 (1996); In re Barr, 102 Wn.2d 265,269, 

684 P.2d 712 (1984); Woodv. Morris, 87 Wn.2d 501, 507, 554 P.2d 1032 

(1976). Whether a plea satisfies this standard depends primarily on 

whether the defendant correctly understood its consequences. State v. 

Walsh, 143 Wn.2d 1,8,17 P.3d 591 (2001); State v. Miller, 110 Wn.2d 

528,531, 756 P.2d 122 (1988). See also CrR 4.2(d); In re Fonseca, 132 

Wn. App. 464, 132 P.3d 154 (2006) (plea withdrawn where defendant did 

not know he was ineligible for DOSA at time he pled guilty). 

It is now well-settled that the constitutional validity of a guilty plea 

turns, in part, on whether the defendant was informed of "all" the "direct" 

consequences of his plea. State v. Ross, 129 Wn.2d 279,284,916 P.2d 405 

(1996). A sentencing consequence is direct when "the result represents a 

definite, immediate and largely automatic effect on the range of the 
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defendant's punishment." Id. at 284, quoting State v. Barton, 93 Wn.2d 

301,305,609 P.2d 1353 (1980). 

The maximum possible sentence is a "direct" consequence of a 

guilty plea. State v. Vensel, 88 Wn.2d 552, 555, 564 P.2d 326 (1977) ("We 

believe it is important at the time a plea of guilty is entered, whether in 

justice or superior court, that the record show on its face the plea was 

entered voluntarily and intelligently, and affirmatively show the defendant 

understands the maximum term which may be imposed."). 

Thus, the next question is whether Petitioner was misinformed of 

the maximum punishment when he pled guilty. 

5. MISINFORMATION AND MATERIALITY 

When a defendant is misinformed about a direct consequence of a 

guilty plea he does not need to demonstrate that the misinformation 

materially affected his decision to plead guilty. In re Restraint of Isadore, 

151 Wn.2d 294,88 P.3d 390 (2004); State v. Mendoza, 157 Wn.2d 582, 

590-91, 141 P.3d 49 (2006) ("In determining whether the plea is 

constitutionally valid, we decline to engage in a subjective inquiry into the 

defendant's risk calculation and the reasons underlying his or her decision 

to accept the plea bargain. Accordingly, we adhere to our precedent 

establishing that a guilty plea may be deemed involuntary when based on 

misinformation regarding a direct consequence on the plea, regardless of 
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whether the actual sentencing range is lower or higher than anticipated."). 

According to Isadore, a defendant "need not make a special showing of 

materiality" in order for misinformation to render a guilty plea invalid, but 

instead must show only that the misinformation concerned "a direct 

consequence of [the] guilty plea." 151 Wn.2d at 296 (emphasis added). 

For example, in State v. Miller, 110 Wn.2d 528, 756 P.2d 122 

(1988), the Washington Supreme Court held the defendant was entitled to 

withdraw his guilty plea because both parties were unaware of a mandatory 

minimum sentence requirement. When Miller entered his guilty plea to first 

degree murder, he had been misinformed by his attorney, who in turn had 

been misinformed by the prosecutor, that he could receive an exceptional 

sentence of less than 20 years. Prior to sentencing, Miller was informed that 

a first degree murder conviction carried a mandatory 20-year sentence. On 

review, the Supreme Court held that because Miller entered his plea 

without knowing the true sentencing consequences of that decision, his plea 

was involuntary and he was entitled, if he so desired, to withdraw the plea. 

Id. at 536-37. 

In Mendoza, the defendant was misinformed about the standard 

range. The true range was actually lower than stated on the plea form. 

Nevertheless, the Supreme Court held that "a guilty plea may be deemed 

involuntary when based on misinformation regarding a direct consequence 

on the plea, regardless of whether the actual sentencing range is lower or 
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higher than anticipated. Absent a showing that the defendant was correctly 

informed of all of the direct consequences of his guilty plea, the defendant 

may move to withdraw the plea." 157 Wn.2d at 591. 

Here, Sepulveda was misinformed about the maximum penalty-a 

direct consequence of his guilty plea. He was not informed of this mistake 

prior to sentencing. To the contrary, the mistake was repeated on his 

Judgment. Thus, Sepulveda's plea was involuntary. 

6. WITHDRAWAL OF PLEA 

A defendant may withdraw his guilty plea if it was invalidly entered 

or if its enforcement would result in a manifest injustice. Isadore, supra; 

CrR 4.2(f). "An involuntary plea produces a manifest injustice." Isadore, 

151 Wn.2d at 298. 

Where a plea agreement is based on misinformation, the defendant 

may choose specific enforcement of the agreement or withdrawal of the 

guilty plea." Walsh, 143 Wn.2d at 8-9. See also In re Restraint of 

Hoisington, 99 Wn. App. 423, 993 P.2d 296 (2000). The defendant's 

choice of remedy controls, unless there are compelling reasons not to allow 

that remedy. Miller, 110 Wn.2d at 535. 

Sepulveda chooses withdrawal of his plea. If the State objects, then 

this Court should require the State to make a prima facie showing of any 

compelling reason not to allow this remedy. If the State cannot do so, then 

this Court should vacate the judgment and remand to King County Superior 
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Court to allow Sepulveda to withdraw his plea. If the State makes a prima 

facie showing, then the Court should remand for a hearing on Sepulveda's 

choice of remedy. 

Further, Sepulveda should be permitted to withdraw his pleas to 

both counts. A plea agreement is essentially a contract made between a 

defendant and the State. State v. Hardesty, 129 Wash.2d 303,318,915 P.2d 

1080 (1996). Under normal contract principles, whether a contract is 

considered separable or indivisible is dependent upon the intent of the 

parties. Saletic v. Stamnes, 51 Wash.2d 696, 699, 321 P.2d 547 (1958). 

When determining intent, we do not concern ourselves with unexpressed 

subjective intent, only objective manifestations of intent. See, e.g., Wilson 

Court Ltd. P'ship v. Tony Maroni's, Inc., 134 Wash.2d 692,699,952 P.2d 

590 (1998). 

Applying these principles, in State v. Turley, 149 Wn.2d 395, 400, 

69 P.3d 338 (2003), the Supreme Court held: "a trial court must treat a plea 

agreement as indivisible when pleas to multiple counts or charges were 

made at the same time, described in one document, and accepted in a single 

proceeding. Absent objective indications to the contrary in the agreement 

itself, we will not look behind the agreement to attempt to determine 

divisibility. Such a determination, after the fact, would not serve the plea 

negotiation process. When the defendant can show manifest injustice as to 

one count or charge in an indivisible agreement, the defendant may move 
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to withdraw the plea agreement or have specific performance of the 

agreement." Here, Sepulveda pled guilty to two counts using one plea 

form during one hearing. Thus, his pleas are indivisible. 

D. CONCLUSION AND PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Unless the State can make a preliminary showing why withdrawal of 

Sepulveda's guilty pleas should not be allowed, this Court should vacate 

Sepulveda's Judgment and remand this case to King County Superior Court 

to permit him to withdraw his guilty pleas. 

However, this Court should stay this petition pending the Supreme 

Court's decision on a case with virtually identical facts: State v. 

McKiearnan, No. 81102-4 (Whether a defendant may collaterally challenge 

a guilty plea as involuntary beyond the one-year time limit on collateral 

attack when both the judgment and sentence and the written plea statement 

misstate the maximum sentence). Alternatively, this Court could transfer 

this case to the Supreme Court, given that the McKiearnan decision will 

likely control the outcome of this case. 

e r. Sepulveda 
Law Offices of Ellis, Holmes 
& Witchley, PLLC 
705 Second Ave., Ste. 401 
Seattle, W A 98104 
(206) 262-0300 (Ph) 
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S1JPERlOIljPURT OF WASIDNGTON FOR DNfIiOUNTY 

S')~TE Of WASHINGTON, ) 

VI. 

) 
Plaintiff. ) 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DefeDdant. ) 
) 

~. 89-1-04558-0 

JUOOEMENT AND SENTENCE 

, . 
. I. HEARING 

1.1 Pursuant 10 RCW 9.94A.IIO, scntenc:iDa harinaiD Ibis cue was held on '1\nyoJ R e 

i 1.2 
~ 

Present were: 
Defendant: AIM:NOO RAY SEPUL~ Def~t's j1W)'a': 
Deputy Prosecutina Anomey: ~;;;; 1 '1- ary"'fC 

THERESA OISON , 
~ ------------------~----------------------------------------~--

~ 1.3 The state bas mDVCd for dismissal of Cow..l(s) ________ _ 

% 1.4 Defendant was asked if there ""as any :ei8I cause why judaanent shmlld not be pronounced. and none was shown. 

S D. R'"DINGS . 

S Based on the testimony heard. statements by defendant and/or victims. arsument of counsel. the presentence repon(s) and 
~ case record to date, coun fmds: i 2.1 CURRENTOFFENSE(S): Theddendant was found auDty on (date): 9-14-89 bypJea/j..,,,e.=- 'bm. tall of: 

., Count No.: I Crime: _RAPE~::.2....~IN!:!....:!'mE~...:FwI~R9l'~....!r:~)E~{;r!::REE~ ____________ _ 

RCW 9A 44 040 Crime Code _..;;,00..;;,7~1;;;.;6;..-... ________ _ 

Date of Crime August 11. 1989 Incident No. ____________ _ 

Count No.: II Crime: ROBBERY IN THE SEX..'CND DEGREE 

RCW 9A. 56 .190, 9A. 56.210 Crime Code 02924 

Date of Crime August 11, 1989 
mcidentNo. ________________ __ 

Count No.: Crime: ________________________ _ 
RCW _________________ __ 

Crime Code 
Date of Crime Incident No. _______________ _ 

o Adctitional current offenses are attaclled in Appendix A. 
(a) 0 W'Jth a special verdict Ifmdina for bein, armed with a deadly weapon on Count(s): ___________ _ -.... _;- 1 (b) 0 With a special verdict I findin, for Violation of the Uniform Controlled Substance Act offense takino place 

~~AL_ - .. E r- 0 in a sdloolzone 0 in a school 0 on a school bus ___________________ _ 

- f~cC;{ 

!--t~·j:;: (e) 0 Vehicular Homicide 0 Violent Offense (D.W.I. and/or reckless) or 0 Nonviolent (ctisreprd safety of others) 

~ ... a---- -:~.: (d) 0 Other current convictions Usted under different cause numbers used in ca1culatinJ the "ffender score are (list offense 
\ 1...1 ;/ : and cause nwnbcr): 
1 '-=' .. -.""-" • 

~ ... :- . 

"'1/;.,:l': .. , ..• " 

\--i-.::·~:;:'I----------------------------



,2.2 ClININAL msroay: Prior a lIlY" _" ..... aialialllIiIIary for ~ ~ tile 011' __ ..... 
GCW 9.MUeO): 

'11' .. AM. ....... 0-. 
OllIe DIll ... QIIIt OllIe bill 

.. Theft 2 4-29-87 Juvenile 86-8-05528-4 (King Oguntyl 

eo 
tit .. 

ea.mr I 

c::a. II 

. . 
onENDEIl SERIOUSNESS MAXIMUM 

SCOIE LEVEL ItANCE TERM 
2 X 62-82 IlDllths 20 years toLD 

: ____ ~2 __________ ~IV~ ______ ~l~2+~-_-~l~4~man~~ths~ __ ~l~0_year~~s __ __ 

~ :--------~--~~--~~---------------------------o AdditioMI current offense lIDIenciDa ..... JdMd ill Appendix C. 

2A EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE: o SubstlDriaJ and c:ompeDinallllOJU afsl whIdJ juIIIfy ....... abovelbclow die standard ranac for CouDt(s) ______ _ 
fiDdinas of facl IDd conduIion are IItKhed III AppendIx D. 

1D.1l'DGDlENl' 
D" IS ADJUDCiED dial defendlm is IuIkY of Ihe cumaa otr- _ iClftb in IICIioD 2.1 above and Appendix A. 
C 11Ieeoun DISMJSSESOUII(s) _____________________________________ _ 

(e) ..,1 ________ • Rae: 

Cf) 1 • _ County IDIIrIoCI1 DIva fuad; 

fI) 1 • 0IbIr1Dlll1ar: ------------------------------_--l 
til) TOTAL IDODIIaJy oNIpdaas. 
0) TIle above ,.,menu IbJD .. made 10 the XiDa CounIy Superiar Court 9-k __ 10 dae ndeI of the aerIE wbIch are 
~ ad Incorparated IDIo dais orcIIr ad tilt foIIowIaa ilia: b1:fo........ 10 per inoaIb 
~ lChIduIt ... bUshId by"" dtf'1IICIJnt'. eommuallyCorrtctlonl oftIaer. C: __________ _ 



• .2 CONFINEMENT OVER ONE YEAR: DefeDdaDt is leDteDCed to • ICI'ID of teal conftncmcDt ill the custody of the 

DepInmeat of Correctioas u follows CCJIIIIIMIIdna (dire): , IV\. M • If (A~, &fu .. de ... J- ,~ ~ 
___________________ -,~Ar~~maWuODCOmdNO.~~==~...-.....---.......-.-...--.-...--.-...-
_________ ..... l i-+_ IDGIItbsODCouDl No. --=1::::(=::. __________ _ 
_ ._...._... __ ._... __ ._...._......_.._..._ montbIOil eo. No. _..._....._ _________ ... 

~TbetamsiDCouDt(s)No. _..._.-::J;:...&::IC:;;;;..;cf:~ .. :rr:~ ______ ..._._ ~""adfe. 
Go-1'be SfDteDCe benlD sbIIln __ ~wida .... ltDIIPCein cause 11 .... (1) 

_____________________ bu& _lIIUIiwte., odacr CN'. DO! .......... leiD tIIiI Uldel. 

D-""rotalllUlllber of IIIOIIdIs of cxmfIIIImeat ardcreclls I -'2- montbs. 

~ defendant shall receive credit for lime __ of %' l days solely 
for conYictioD under this cause Ilmnber punuat to RCW '.MA.I3)(13). The Eamed Early P.eIease time pr0vi­
sions of RCW 9.MA.150 shall be appIiecI by die DepInmcDt of ComcUODI to this time served. 

D '!he defendant sbaII report to an .ssiped community correcdoas officer upon release from c:onfiDcmeDt for 
IIlODitoriDa of the remliniq terms of this 1eIIteIa. . 

.. 3 NO-CONTAcr: Porthe muimmn lenD 01 ____ ..... /....:<-.;1;...'_3.=--___________ ,..., defCDClaDt sbIIl 

Tbc foDowina Appendices are attadlecI to this Judpment and Scntcnce and are incorporated by reference: 

D Appendix A. AdditiouI Current Off .. (2.1) 
D Appendix B, AddidoDII CrimiDal History (2.2) 
o Appeadix C, AclditiouI Curreat Offease(l) 

SeIdenciDa Data (2.3) .. 

CJ Appendix D. Fmdinp of Fact and Conclusicms of 
Law tor an Exceptional SenteDce (2 •• ) 

~By: 

- (/ ) . 

D AppeDdix Eo ScbeduJe of Restitution ( •• I(c» 
D AppeDdix 0, HIV Testiq and Counsdina ( ••• ) tor dru& 

offease, sex offense, prostitution related offcase. 
D Appendix H. Community P1lC11DtDt (4.S> fer :ex 

offense. serious violent offense, second deane assault, 
deadly weapon findina. Qapter 69.50 or 69.52 RCW 
off ... 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE Of WASHINQTON, 

v. 

) 
) 

Plantiff. ) 
) 

) 

) 

) 
) 

) 

APPENDIX H 
COMMUNITY PLACEMENT 

The Coun havin, found the defendant ,wlty of offcnse(s) qualifying for community placement, it is 

fW1her ordered as set fonh below. 

".5 COMMUNITY PLACEMENT: Defendant additionally is sentenced to a one-year !~ of community 

placement on count(s) _:r:::td:-==-_______________________ _ 
beginnin, either upon completion of the term of confinement or at such time as the defendant is transferred to 
community custody in lieu of early release. 

(a> Defendant shall comply "ith the foDowUl, conditions durin, the term of community placement: 

(J) Report to and be available for contact with the assisned community corrections officer as directed; 

(2) Work at Department of Corrections-approved education, employment, and/or community 
service; 

(3) Not consume controlled substances except pursuant to lawfully issued prescriptions; 

(4) \Vbi1e in community custody DOt unlawfully possess controlled substances; and 

(5) Pay community placement fees as determined by the Department of Corrections. 

The followin, conditions listed under 4.5 <a) are hereby waived by the court: ________ _ 

(b) Defendant shaD comply with the followina other conditions durinS the term of community ylac:ement: 

..J ~L a..~' . dz-'~ 
-----,1, ljj fJ 
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JUlh! Hand 
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l\rrvYtv\de> £, pu1 wtla 

Judie. Kin, 0 y Superior Coun 

CERTifiCATE 

1. _____________ _ 

Clerk of this Count certify lba. the above is a &rut copy 

of lb. JudamlDt and SentlDce in mis action on record III 
.yornce. 
Dated: _____________ _ 

Clerk 

...... ;: ... :.,:. 

{~~i!'t~Yf? . 
. .;' 

Allested by: 

OFFENDER IDENTlFlCAnON 

S.I.D. No. __ l_,_~,,",,_xO~~q-9-9~le~--
Date ofBinb __ ...:fe~-.... I~'t--.::;." j..&.-__ _ 

~ ----------~~~--------
Race _____ -"oW"""-___ _ 
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IN ~E SUPERIOR COURT OFT8ESTATE OF WASHINGTON POR aING COUNTY 

.~ATE OF WASHINGTON, ) 

1 
.la1Dtlff, » , .. ' J 

tt-r rn(1(yj) g~' )CIjfr1(.l , : , 
Def,al,nt. , 

I~ATEMENT OF DErENDA~ OR PLEA 
or GUIL'!'Y 
CPelony' 

2 M il ':J../ . /1 • Y date of birth 1.1-' Lf( J II (1'- • 

J. J "ent tbl'oUlb ~"e q Iv' II'a4e ID acbool. 

• 

•• J baye been IDfol'.e4 an4 fully un4eratan4 tbat 1 have the right 

to repre.entatloD by a lavyer an4 that If J cannot affor4 to pay for 

• lawyel'. one viii be provide4 at DO ex!,en.e to a.. My lawyer' a 

_. ia' l'ne1t¥1 {l>C't1 • 
. 

S. J haye been infor .. 4 and fully un4er.ten4 that I am chargee! with 

~e crl.e'a' of ~~~~~)~'~~:~l~'~~~a~n~,{~j~~~l~)~~~~~,~~~)_d~~~~~~~_ 
• 

-------------------------------------------------------------, that the el ... nta of the crl .. 'a' are. _______________________ _ 

~e G7ffU«1 lti{tUn)(.~<t}o(ld~ 

----~--------------------------~--------------------, 
aat that tb ... xlaum a.ntenoeCa' for "blob 'a 'are', 

I " '-:-', ,. ). , . J" I ,1 -

'-, ) .( JOL ('1" (it JlQ ~~ 
• 

-1-

•• a • 

------



In addition, I understand that I .. y have to pay restitution for 

crime'.' to Which I enter a guilty plea and for .ny other uncharged 

crime's) for which I have agreed to pay restitution. ~he standard 

•• ntence range for tbe crime ia at leaat and no more than 
~~hll 7-:- ~ ,'\-' rt'1 r i -" "': {" -', ('t--.' ,"1.77 lli '.)!.-, • ... x' .' If : ',s< <. t . _' t .. ){ .... sz 

, ~-, - I - _ I . ," r_ ,.;V -~ I ,fc '-f C)~t.11J r!..J i.A~ 

baaed upon my criminal history which I underatand the Proa.cutor 

•• ys to be. 

<'f.~Qtl 1 iJ - ··,\JLhC., (tl[) II i C ~,D--
s 

,~, Criminal history attached •• Appendix __ E?=-~ _____ and incorporated 

by reference. 

% have been given a copy of the information. 

C , AD4 I further underatand that a. a Pirat Time Offender, the 

court .. y aeci4e Dot to impo •• the atandard aentence range, and then 

the oourt .. y .entence .. to up to '0 4ay. of total oonfinement and 

two y.ar. of community .uperviaioD. IIf Firat Offender proviaion is 

aot applicable, tbis atatement shall be .tricken and initialed by 

~be defendant and tbe ~udg.'. 

I. I bave been informed and fully understand that, 

'a' I have the rivht to a apeedy and public trial by an im­
partial jury in the county where the cri.e ia alle,ed to 
have been committed. _ 
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.. 
(b) 

(c) 

Ce) 

If) 

19' 

I bave the right to remain 511ent before and during 
trial, and I need not testify against myself. 

1 have the right to hear and question any witness who 
testifies against De. 

I bav. the right at trial to have witnesses testify 
for me. Theae witnesses can be made to appear at no 
expense to .e. 

X am presumed innocent until the ch.rge(s' is (are) 
proven beyond a reasonable doubt, or X enter a plea of 
guilty. 

X bave the right to app.al a determination of guilt 
after a trial. 

If J plead guilty, 1 give up the rights in statements 
Ca' through If) of this paragraph I. 

7. I Pl •• d ___ ....... g'*'L_' ..... lI.wt~~ _____________ to the crimeCs) 

.~ ; 0'- 1 ':-"")0" I' ) of NA(X. I (A IX -f t->: . r::rz;(~ bY (, , _______________________________________________ , as cbarged in the 

______________________________ information; 

•• I MAJtE TBIS PLEA FREELY AND VOLUNTARILY. 

I. Bo one has threatened barm of any kind to me or to any other per­

aon to cause me to .. ke this piea. 

10 •• 0 per.on has made promi ••• of any kind to cau •• m. to enter this 

ple. except as set forth in this statement. 

11. I bave been infor.med and fully under.tand that the Prosecuting 

Attorney will make the following recommendations to the courtl 

CcAJnJ,l - (QrXLl)e*'l 

, I r' (~.-j' ,~). /~, .... .J.- .-;'\ .' ,., 
.' . Yo"" r; , r' l '-.1 
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~2. I have been informed and fully understand that the standard sen­

tencing range Is based on the crime charged and my criminal 

history. Criminal history includes prior convictions, Whether 

In this .tate, In federal court, or el.ewhere. Criminal history 

also include. convictions or guilty pleas at juvenile court that 

are felonies and which were committed when I vas fifteen years 

of age or olaer. Juvenile convictions count only if I vas less 

than tventy-~hree year. of age at the time I committed the pre­

aent offenae. 1 fully understand that if criminal hi.tory in 

addition to that listed in paragraph 5 Is discovered, both the 

atandard .entence raDge ana the Prosecuting Attorney's 'recommen­

dation .. y increase. Even ao, I fully understand that my plea 

of guilty to this charge 1. binding upon me If accepted by the 

court, and I cannot change my mina if aQditional criminal 

hi.tory i8 aiscovered and tbe standard •• ntence range an4 the 

.ro.ecutin9 Attorney's recommendation increa.e •• ______________ _ 

13. I bave been informed and fully under.tand that the court doe. 

Dot bave to follow anyone'. recommendation as to .entence. I have 

been fully Informed and fully understand tbat the court mu.t impoae 

a .entenc. witbin tbe standard aentence range unle •• the court findl 

aub.tantial and compelling rea.on. Dot to do .0. If the court go •• 

out.ld. th. atandard .entence range, either I or the .tate can 

appeal that •• ntence. If tbe aentence i. within the at.nd.reS •• n­

tence range, DO one can app •• l the .entence. % .1.0 aft4e~.~.ft4-th.~ 

~-court-.u.t-aent.Dce_to-.-.. D4.tory~nimum~.rm, lf4any,-as-pro • 

• We4 -in -paragraph -I ... ·· .. n4 .~.t....tbL.COUl'-t--y-llot_9.ry~r-.odi_fy--*h.~ 

... neSatory ··minimum ·-t.rm-for ...... ny-2' .... on. 



.----'l.~_" % have been further a4v 1.e4 th. t the cr ime (.) of ________ _ 
....... " .. .--., 

of total confinement 
~' 

with which % ~ charged carrie. with_it a term 
of Dot Ie •• th~~·-_________ ~~~ ____ · _________________ --~ye.r •• 

" ~-' 

I have beeD .aviaed tbat t~e 1.w re;uires that a term of total con-
--~ '""'-

fiDement be i~po.ea ana aoes ~ot pe~alt any modification of the man-
,// ~---=ztory il'fiawn term. (If Dot .pp1icable, any or all of this para-

~, 
ph shall be stricken ana initialea by the defenaant and the judge.: 

15. I have been .avise4 tbat the s.ntence. iapo.ea in Counta ______ _ 
___________________________________________ w, ill run con.ecutively/ 

concurrently unle.s the court fina. substantial and compelling 

r.asona to run the sentence. concurrently/consecutively. 

16. I understand that if I am on probation, parole, or community 

aupervision, a plea of guilty to the pre.ent chargeCs, will be suf­

ficient grounds for. Judge to revoke my pro~ation or community 

aupervision or for the Parole Board to revoke my parole. 

17. I underatand that if I am not. citizen of the nnited Statea, a 

pl •• of guilty to aD offenae puniahab1e .a • crime under stat. law 

ia grounds for deport.tion, .xclusion froa aamia.ion to the Unit.a 

Stat.s, or aenie1 of Daturalization pur.uant to the law. of the 

Unit.d Stat ••• 

11. ~h. court ha. a.ted me to .tat. briefly In my own words what % 

41d tbat r.aulted In my being charge a with the cri.eC.' In the 

information. !bi. t. my atat.ment, 

t \XIS(\I (tier, r n - I'yf '71 
'T·err.pqer1,·n R'A\:w/. l1:rterrOLir?" Lti;11·1:J(1l¥.t'LU6el1i?en, 
~AJfX'-n 'I C1lC.i ,P k1t 'T.' \}'W(l i'ctt J ttl .. ~ "Ci(Y}p) L '1(7() ,"I (eG S' 
~~iJ<j.q OI-t1JrJl:?1' fX'{0cn Lt)1t'- (.k"Jeri t .. 'J,1"J; rn(' L\.ih,~::t} Lfj~'­
rC1r..-ft;/ h~;,/ U,)f: cir..{1 ;'k4" ,t,;;/ p,':fu <Jt'~· .. } [J,)::'i',i-'~' c7.yl 



1t. I have reaa Dr have had read ~o me and fully underatand all 0: 

the numbered .ec~lon. above (I ~hrough It) and bave received a c~ 

of thi. ·Statement of Defendant on Plea of Guilty· form. I have I 

furtber que.tion. to a.k of the court. 

• At.torney 
:J t/..S~-

~he foregoing .tatement. va. reaa by me or to the defenaal 

ana .igned ~ the defendant in the pre.ence. of bi. or ber at~ornt 

and the UDa.r.ign.d~u4ge, In open court. ~be Gourt fina. the 

defendant .'. plea of guilty to ... kDovingly. intelligently and vol, 

tarily .. ae, that the coart baa informed the defenaant of the nat' 

of ~. cbar,_ and the con.e;uence. of ~he plea, that there 1. a ,. 

tual ba.i. for the pl.a, ana that the defendant 1. lullty •• 

ebarged. 

Datea this /~ day of ___ s: ____ ~ ....... _--t-. ____ , l'~ 

-7~_-4C,~ Q C 
JODG! ,-

• 
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I am fluent in tbe _________________________ language, an4 

% ba.. translated thl. entire document for the defendant from 

8Dglish into that language. ~h. defendant ba. acknowledged hi. or 

her UDderstandlng of both tbe translation ana the subject .. tter of 

this docDmeat. J certify under peAaIty of perjury under the law. of 

~ •• t.te of W.shington tbat the foregoing i. true and correct. 

DADO this __ day of ______________ , 1'_. 

interpreter 
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VERIFICATION BY PETITIONER 

I, Armondo Sepulveda, declare that I have received a copy of the 
petition prepared by my attorney and that I consent to the petition being filed 
on my behalf. 

tJ~Ad{~ 
9-/&-og 

Date and Place 


