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4. Toe DeFENDANT WAS WENTED HES CONSTLTUTTONAL RTEHT
To COUNSE .04
(CO The defendant Wad a Skle and Federa) fight +o coonsel... L
(-b? The g\ei;endon%' nhad o s\uh/@rot:\\w/ eveaked Cight to oon sel.. .l
G) \f\ias\rnf\g*ﬁn stakes Dest convichun \‘eu-xe.‘-,o ‘vu%\ors - |

Gf) Q;Q)'v\fh Cevndel Qn CiR 1.2 Motien suweuld be undersiood
L) a!\ulogg) to other forms of avarleble post conviekion seliefF.. -

(C-) “The defendand was enttled do coonse tance Siwow Cause
V\eaﬁf\g was otdeted ce e = - 4

(d) The defendant,on uaarded untratned layman wous Forced
+o face vine equivalent of thcee presecaters at shew cause
\’\(’;&r\f\(j - - 5

(_’Q} The coort abused its Aiscrebon when \‘rall@dee’ (ounsel
4o withdcaw and e {aled +o appeint new cwunsel . . - L 5
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G‘) R\Q)V\*S.Oﬂ--:cf\fé and Preyudice o defendant lmj abvense of a
Iraned \ec)a\ Qtond-SStol\o.\ .. _.0b

1), The STATE FATED TO sHow CAUSE WHY RELLEF SHou Ll
NoT HAVE RecN 6RANTED .1

(ﬂ> Cause was Not shown wl’a:) a newdria ] should not be gran le
Cor cosnsels -Cal’\w‘e_ to plesent I Groce at “l'fu';ill . 7

(b) The state Lai <ddo Show Cause w hj celiel gheuld net ba
‘ &3(\01\ \tc) due ‘o l:\LEtc\’wc assistance of coun sel -@Q/ Coun sels
fallure 4o pul en ev.dence which ncgak.c’ an elemaon t OP"H/Ied,/{Q'\SQ. 8
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1 . THe DereNnDANT WAs ODente( Wos RIsHT 10 CooNsEC WhLETH(jR
ConsToTUTTGRAL O STATUTORY

d. THE DeFeNDANT Whs Denee) Ou fRoCssS AT SHow
CAUsSE WHBRE HE TACEN EQUIUVALGNT OF 3 FRqs‘gcw*e?Rs WITH
No CoINSEC- OR. ADPGUATE LEBAL TRAINTNG

A The sthw CAUSE HEARDVG WAS A CRIFECAL STAST

H. DEFENOANTS CouNSE L WAS erRRONgousLT AHlowsD To
wWTHDRAW .

0, DEEENSE (OONSEL ERRONGOuUSLY DTSCLoSED PRous LAGY)
TINTFORMATIZoN '

- L. STATE TATLED TO shHow CAUsE TRIAL covRT ABusel()
ETs DESCRETLON IV DENYING MOTTON:

). THE DeFENOANT WAS BNTITLED 10 ReLrsE onv ALC GRWNDS.

UBSTZoN 5 FResenTS) FOR DETERMINATINN OF TSUSS

1. WHeTHER 6MCE SHow CAUSE WAS OROERE0 THE De“?ewaw l
WAS ENTTEUS) 16 AP OTNTMENT OF COINSEC ¢

A. WHETHER C,ou:ma, WA S BRRONEBOUSLY ALLows() TO wetHDRAW

3. WY THE DEEERDANT SHEULD NOT WAVE Besn GNTETLSD T
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CoonseL FoRr CeR M8 sWhow CAUSE WHBN He uiould PAVE @8BN SO
TE Feled TN SAME CouRT BurTet(s HAREAS CoRPUS 7

H, WHY DEFENOMT WoulD NOT bs EMNTTHLED T0 COUNSEC

WHEN TF Coupt oF APPBATS MADE SAME TNETTAC DETERMINATION
HE€ WoulD YAVE B Een.”

B, WHY THE CouRT CAN TRANSFER A .8 TO e Court OF
Awwrw As A PRP og RBMAND A QRP TO SuPSRE0 Court AND
N REEENDANT 45 ENTE S0 T0 CoInSEL BuT A DEEeNDANTCAN
@8 DENEED (0INSEL NFTER. A FENOTNG pE NoN FRTUOL OUSNESYS
AND TEMBLENESS £s MADE 2

6. WHBRE THe StRTE Wks THE DURDENTO “SHow CAUSES

CAND QoBs NoU ©Oo 50 TS ot AN ARUsSS OF DISCcRETTon NST
1o GRANT ReTSES

1, wHerRE EnvTzRes CASE WAS Burr UPON STATEMEATS
0F TWO WItNEsSS /UL CITMS WAS ET CRULT AL INEFESUTEUE

ASSESTANCE NOT T8 PRESBAT EMPEBACHMBEAT EVC DeNCE e

8, WS TU INEFEECTEUVE ASSISTANNCE Fofl (ounsE L To BALC
T PREseNnT Eurbence WHIch NeaATED BLEMBATS OF TH& OFFSASE 2
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C. STATEMENT OF ThE CASE -

“The Defendant Ragqcbwwwjﬁ?, Wos Cl/la”geej with Ywo counts of
First Degree. Assaulland one count of Fiest Degrea Robbery an Seplember
Apd Q00 37 Convichons for +wo Counts of Second Qegrea ossault and First-
Qeqra \{kok‘ouj tesulted, The Delendant wios senkneed to VT menths
consecutive to 50 Menths Lom Snohemisha County plus \& +o 26 months
of C/UMM/V‘;;L(‘Y Cu S‘cc,cl&f.. An @Ppw\ Qo&\owe.& . 5%&\—(,\), \J\MULS} 1»3 Wha. A?P
100b, 2606 WL 14627768 62003)) and filed petition G ceview shade V.
Wells, 159 wa.2d [017,(57 0,38 YoYU (2007 end writ- o Cert. Cect dented
(2% 5.6 251 163 L.6d.2d 184 (2067), Remand e resentence vios
ordefed tesenvkence os Cam()te)@&._ﬁ\f\ o{)pea,\ Co\lowed Coh 6o(9E-9<T
wosleagton supreme Coutk PIH 8-C,writof Cert Qmol[ng, . The defn-
dont filed o CrR 8 Motion in Seplember of Zao8, o shows calse Ww{ag
. Wos ordered and subsequatly held Ockober AYH ZaoE, His afpeal followed,
Th's case Wos (OanA ond Suvppo\r@ on the word 5, S’t&kﬂ%:,%eshm«
, cn\:\)m oC Makhers Stein oad Robest shoanon. A\l of these different skatements
fepotks ma MM@A; Weue Cf‘»f\km&b&}c& eaohotier
Steln kesibied ok driod Maot, On 09-0-03 he wos ok hemewhen Con-
loeked bj') Robes e shoanon over Yne @\'\A{\/QT whopy Wy 1.05'\1/;/\3 ‘o L-,wd Moty uane .« ‘
N&P 62-23-04 ot lb«l'l; Thot e Ynen Contueked Toshtoyler ond amangeol fo
Meek 3 M Jerhon | e Y draveled o Shoanons heuse ond preleed Wim wp
beore noon, WRP 08-23-0y at- W7-19] They wese Yying to buy « quartec
posad @03”60, ond thet e a\reaa\u( dwed To;llor#lwb bt thok dhis was
Notduscu ssed on dre phone whren skein Ordered 00 workh of Weod. URP
63’93'0“( (){- W'ZO; It ”OO(L 30/ 55 /V)//'H'HL&y '}'O M‘/ﬂ@tﬁr 1103}0/} azzc/
Thet dhey made no stops a[oaa dhe woy solid Notdiscuss how dhe drany -
oetiovi would telee Q\ofz, URP 08-93-04 at 204 Stedn and sheannon areyeed
and Mmet the defendont 7 Toub\bcs floce Yaok Stern aad Yhe defendant-tmet
o~ Yo deberdents ol VRP 03-2%-0\ at 343 thot wedid Not see any
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e\'ruwy»’ of @mﬁW'\g Yo weigh érugs \ e Munle URP 08-25-01 ab 357 thot-
the delendant gulled o Zsmall Vodle hondgon™ from @ smatl Pt ey ,” i
Was a "22 Moybe o DI 0\ the Most™ YRP 03-23-0¢ at 3b ; S that-
the defendant put thegun n Wy stemoche ond he ran Lust ond heard”
Yre defendont walle up to Shannon » URP 08-23-0Y at 37-2 &, On Cross
ewwmmh‘on Stun stakes dhak Ve Wes getting Sheanen aquogter pavad
oc 1100 ond somechonge. ond feeieving No Manesy of Mari juma érdmﬁ
3 VRP 03 -94-07 at- 83 ; that ke cont resel. VRP 08-2¢4-0 et 35295
Hat we dudnt heve o dollar and didek Unow ¢ Shannon did, YRP o8-
Y -OY at- 23-%4) that he wrote oo 1nconsiskent Stetemets, one that-
he didnt lenow Yre deSendant URP 08 -2¢-07 o+ 31-32, Heo otherHut-
Hee defondont hed @ Imm, VRP 08-24-0¢at BY-3L) ond that helhas
Ce cenvichon fue erimes oF morel terpitude. VRP 08-2v-0¢ atHB.
Rooect sheanon teskPred thots e wallked to steins hoose
to ek weed for Wis dads CTSD. VRP 08-24-07 atb7; that he in foct
does not even now +F WS ded s alive, VRP 08-2U-09 at §2-873.
Thar he had 186w W wellek and %900 1y s shee, vRP O -2Y-0Y
at 72, e Wnew he hed s omoont becovse they stopped alone Hha
Woy VRP 0&-ay-o a 9]} That e wes buying e quarderpoond fur ”
Y850 URP 08 -24-0Y ek 70 -9/ § That after metking with the defendantShen
004 the defendont Met ak the teune) he heord a scuffle Dewt dhing he
Mate te deBendont hod a.qun to his head VRP O3-2y-0Y at 86-8% 5
Shennen Claims the defendant all while helding a.gunte s haad of thest
s\‘OOLL’ V,e)jsl his wa\ld-(,dqmdfng wht“d/\ ves S(E)n \[ Uu 'Lehcue c}é’—lq,i) -
lbb(ama HATOugl« i 4ala/u? Meney Me)qu¢69 i %aek/ a phene and
pakting W dsuin Hun guaching Wim 0 the fuce URP 08-24-0y
ak- "S- 77, and that he had only %6 talen bot neves shouwed
police oy mone VRP ©%-24 0¥ 0,490({ . That he had a knife URP

08-34-04 at [0D and believed Sktren wes 1nvolued tn Pobmﬂ VRP
03 -24-01 at [00. '
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The d&fmdw’ﬁ"(jl led a crR 7.6 wﬁon,sudmu\x_Was Old(‘*eé’md

Foole ploce (0-24-08, The defordunt-Wios represented by leells Armshony
Sm i+ onk ) lotk:Se,pkméﬁ‘ Vot she withdrews . The d@cenelanq-pwcg@é~
e vn g resenvked . The doy of hearing he wes secued with clocoments
M)\ag@) to be nbecuiens Somivartes of-GM Qﬁaaafﬂneam\(mnhaﬂ &5
these documents and ‘\‘Metr UaholH«r AS C,ow&&cgkhe,gg(q) Sthe defndant
Obyceked Yo these docomets betng Proutded Yo dhe stede VRP 10-2-0&8

o 3-S5 The defendant Was /\egu/me_d o Cross—Cyamine bus ouln J*r(q/
covnstd and proseeuter, The Court demed the defendants Motiun,

I LAW AND ARGUMSNT (SupplmentAC)

A The Coort sWfled the borden 4o Hae defendont ak show cause.
when Yue oort vssued Hhe Order to show Cause Hhat \ndicated dhat
Ahe defendanks issues hed ment and We wesr enhted to relief, Then
ot Shews cause treaked e \/\A&rina os W Mae defendat-{anled to

Mmale o furklnes SWowing. VRP 10-24-08 a9 10-24-OF aF-61,67-45,

and 66, hod frealed Hre heasing as Jome sord o@cmha \ heoring on ¢
PR b
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. ‘- LAwW AND ARSUMENT

1. THe DEFENDANT WA S DENTEN §Fs Con ST’L'\‘\A‘\‘toNA'L-_—
RIGHT T© COINSE- . |

(5\> The Deteadant Wad o S\ale and Federa ( eonstdutisna | _tigut
+o counsel. :

. e Vgt *o.counse\ undet the btrand Mh Amendments
Yo e United Sdes Conshitution attachies ab dne inhiadion of advescarial Coming)
prdceedings. Stake V. Corn, 45 W, Agp.Hi, 915 P.2d 5:10@7?)7,"?\“« pui -
Qote of twe b Anendment quaruniee of assstonce of Covase|+o ciiminal def-
endonts s 1o ensure Yok accused does Not suﬁfr advecrse Mdsmen& ot ldose
benefit o proceducal protechion ‘oecanse of wnorance 6F law « Save V. ,,,-r\!\k.\naﬂl} ,

T4/ win. Agg- 102, 811 ©.24 WA, temanded 80 Wn.App 1048 (1994). The Constd--
- Woonal \‘\S\Ar f\fo coapse! s prau\decj ‘03: u.s.c.A YT AMENB; WAsH,

Const ART T § 29 ond also EMP(\eA b:) the equal prc{-cdn;m and (J.uq
Q1P cess pravisions. UacA AL Amend; U-S.ca XINE AMEND.S WASH.
Const ARt - 8 39 a!\é, W ASH coasT. ART L § 22, The Constfutignal
f\a;\f\\— Yo Counsel 1S ch\fgm\o\\ fequiiement teces sars ‘o qive aubstonce e ollier
coaptihubions) proceduial protechons afforded cvminal defendants. stale V. Ponce,

A3 |win.2d 533, bil P.ad 40T (89).

( b.} The Delendont Wad o Studwbor\y created Tignt ko coonsel.

Ce R 3. \Cbﬁ) Qro\n&q_s A '\-&w\&er Shall bcp_ro\hdé_é
a&e\ieuﬁ 6\(.\0?, of Yhe proc,eﬁdmg’s, mcl(m\mﬁ Sehléncmg, app-
eal, and 995\\.4:.01\\)\0}\% feview...” CeR2AGY2)

| “ Wik ccSQ&f-\-o-W\e, t\va\'-\-o coansel for posk conviction teview,
Ve love 1mgosed a bimitation Hnak Cequites; S n {he case of PROS, for fne
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Chiel Juc\cjt of the Courkof qum\s,aﬂd in ‘Hné, case of CcR 1.2 MO(’l;)O s for

+he Supeéggr cout g ju&%e, te inhu\-lal\\, Ae’l\ﬁm'me, Whellher Ahe Pe}t‘hd/\ of

mokion establshes revnds (or celieh, TC it does nok eskalotish grovads for
Vd\—tc, Yhe ”3\;&3& mo:jdtsm‘tss e Qe:\'\\;M\ 13 &mﬂ*MMOﬁof\ withsut a
heating 00 the Mmet s, TE WV does estalolish 6%9!\&3 Lo telief counsel ma
be Qroﬁlclt(s f Not alfC&A\?l dUalloHQE\ Skale Ro‘omsgn, ig3 \f\‘ﬂ.'lJ‘ 99/

696,107 P.3d 96 (2005 ).

(J’) u‘gshmgxlon Stales (‘)os'k Convicdion (‘QU'\‘.&W \Ms%r\é,
Cost Cenvichion celiefin W&S&(A%}Oé\ Was s 0“3(!\5 in the staks

Haleas Corpus temedy . WASH. Const, Agr 48 4. Which tas amended 1 1947
‘o 6“‘9005 Posk condichion velief, RCW .36, 150 (1), tabeas Corp.,«s is Shif
ava'able ?Ur&upnj( te Rew 11, 36. '
"Ta an effoct to adnewe a unfied , systematic and expedi#ou:

Qto&&ute gor Qos’k Cef\oach‘on'(e\(&,-\b\is coutk Qromu\ aled Co R W.W.\\ (6'£rec bve
July 1473) In re Waqles, 47 Wo.2d 81§, 650 ¢.2d 1103 (1982). Ta 1476
the tule Was tekurmulated ia RAL WA -1b.15 o chde, Post canvicfion felef
by Pecsanal Reswtaint Petiticn. Boglec ot 38>, o

" CR 6O Was amended effectve Seplember Qi 1972.T0 1979,
Hae Dugreme Coort held thot CR 60(BY applied +o ¥ne Vachdion of yudgments or
ocders 1n criminal Cases, Stale . Seott, 92 Wa.2d 207, 595 £ 24 5‘{‘]6‘?7‘7).
The drefting Subcommifee app[fe,c) CR GO o ciminal coses in Crimaal fules 1o
19 86, | |

(; i ) Right o counsel for CrR 1.8 Motion Shiould be undersisod:

ley ana\agg Yo other forms of avallable Post conuiction celief.
7 The Q\Q‘U\ \u!\i\)u&t)e of & couty vule conticls whete i} 13 unam-
\pxqu§us,‘\ gbhnson)a\’ 693 . Under the Suu\e,\\'!\ef Lo Cowf\‘u\e \Merprclra\@/\
CeR '5.\00Y’L\ Must be exomined in Centet Wl e entire tule a5 well as
velated cules. Rest Dev, Tac. V. Cananwill, Toc., 150 Wa2d 079,682

B0 034 998 (200%),
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The simlariies of Supetior Coory Nobeos Corpus, CcR7-8 Motians
Lor Relies ?{am,jud%men& and PRPs cannct bcig)nored, Botlh 1.B Mmotions and
Rakeas Corqus Qe'k\\—t’ons (uce on nhal consideration whese ‘H«(’,\( Can be oll.smuse‘-t '
Yronsleired 4o tae Coort OF aqpeats a5 & PRY or e deemed do be acn (Fivelous
and net time oacred pnd ordesed Yo show cauvse hesting. CiR W«%@)}
{2 Wasa, Piochice 8 5003 at "180)’ anc), Hunten V. kmche(og_, 59 Wn'.Aplo
643,774 0.2d 1371 (1989),

The greot wet of 0ndiquily Wobeos Corpus 15 governed by statule
not Coort rwle, “Ths S%a{ute(@cw n. %-150) and RCw 10.01.10 .. . are
Su (RU@HY bicod to autlrize apperniment of Counsel Hontoe V. Wash.
leoard of lisen teem > and paroles, 77 wWn-2d 660, €66 /.24 485 (?70);

BAL 16.15(). " The provisions of GRS Lopply o a

Qersona\ tesheonnt th_ﬁoﬂ Yronyhetred 16 e Su;PeJ{cr
eoort” RAR b. 150 -

Pecsenal veskrannt Qiscedutes coMai Similar provisions 05 both
C iR 1.9 Muton oad Hobeas C,ofpus tules ond stotutes. The clhienf Tudcaq, malcas |
“an indal delesm nation and ertler dismisses ﬂug_ petitien, +onsfers I to the Supes icf
cwﬂ—»(m& which Yime CiR 3.\ ap@l(e5> or detesmines Haat @ Qoq\e\ of »)uc\gjes can
detde the petibon on e merds . RAL Vb, ().

7 Collakeral attack™ means eny form of post Convichion relief elher
than chirect appeal. Collutesal otlacle includes but is 2ut Imited 4o Hobeos Corpuss, PRP
Motion Yo \)ocq\{, Motton for New ‘H;al) Motion Lo grest from Iudgyment and Motien
Yo withdrew Qlea of gm\\{.\: Rews 1o, 72 090(2), The Consensus omongstall
of Yue forms of collateral attacic 1s thot once a ju&%¢ Wos deleemined that Hae
Motton of ekkien s Mot e bored or frcvolous tHhe tight to counsel ooder
CR 5.0 s avalable apd \n sume circumsiancos required.

e Y}a@mc\o(\{? Covld Wove tecieved the sume ()ro(,ed‘um under Rew
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.36 1n the same Coort0nd under Rew 736,250 and Rew (0.01-il0, and
relying on the cule of [enity (NI To.te Wepkins 121 Wn-2d 897,901,976
P~’ZC° éuleQ??)) Wwould Wave been C,o(\ﬁh@uhbv\c“\( CM«HCC’ to Counsel. A”SO if
e otk woald hove tronskested te motion 4o 4he Court of Appe_c-iS as &
PRP, 0nd the Ch‘tf\buc\9e would have come toihe same conclusion that fhe
Supegrue Coord :\udqa d‘ic},*_uc defendant would have been entitied to Counsel,
etther W e work of oQQeo\s 8¢ 6n temoend 10 the supesior Court. RAP 16.15
Lg) and (H> )} mn‘ar]j ;Hhe Aefendant eould nave Lied Hhe Same Mﬂ‘f‘(c'\.

n the Coort of Appecls as a PRP ond teen appointed covnse] oFter o J}nolmq
tlhat tHie ()e"i'!'}'ton weas net frivojous.

Undec 00y of the above Scenaci’s 5 Yo clenjj ook o defendan 15 @ntHed
Yo covnsel wader G R 1.% aflkeran invha) chl;’\cj that the motiva 15 net Frivel-
dus or {’;M-o Lusred Would be cOnh“u.fj to the tule mallers tntentoind o Vio l“'?‘;”'
of equed protection o¢ Would render CeR 1.3 useless,as defenclants twould

deeline o setle ceview under a rule edhiciy afferds tess p;c‘\{chho/\ than its

Superigos Coort and .Appev‘la({. Cour t Coun krgar{-s Habeo s Corpus and PR().{B,
The #rial couct hunce 1efienced debendonts 1.8 Metigh s @ PRP. VRQ i0-24-08 at 3 andbi.

(CD The be&m\@i Was enhitled 4o Counsel sace Show Cause
hedeing Was ordesed .

T o Qosk tondichon ) cc,e,eA\r\'%‘_’ en\\{v\F Me oot deems 1sSues ane pen
Cruvolons wil aonsdh ‘oe aggenntad Row 101,150 () 4§ Skote ). Mahone 7§ W, App.
BY2, BHC-H7, 98T P.2d 553(1999). Tamplicik in +he brial Covrls deersion o hold a hearing
1S a Qnolfncj Haak sulficient facks wucé’kucauﬂ Yo wocraat a heoe Ny - stale V. Harell,
80 \»n./\pp.. 803, 80‘-{,4” P.2d 10 54 0‘7‘7(4), Tp Stabe . Winsfon , Winstea appeo{lﬁc;
telqing on Molhone and Hotell vad contended that -+he,1r‘§;o.\ courts decrsion o
Sc\nedvtl( (¢} \i\w.ru'\cj S\malarlv/ §mp\(e_cl O cle/l—e!'mma%zm +‘M-x\' L\ew al!e9¢d fdc;'i-lﬁ
sulficient +e estaloiish A)leonds e selief, Once s haphens Winslon argq(c/ e

hearing becomes a cribiced stoqe under Harall ) tequiriag appeintmens of caunsel ees

O matlee of co;\shfuhoml n"%m-. The court concludee $hat +here was no fecord

of W(\-\‘—m\ Court i,\aumq issaed G shew Cause order to the stole, stale V.Wll\ﬂ’onj
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105 Wn.Agp 3i8,324-25,14 .34 Ya5@an ).

The defendants cuse s S\tm‘,\.m but d\lﬁi’(ﬁsu(shob(( Licm that of Winsteqs,in -
Aok, e tia) cour b oideted a Show Cause \Aw}mey Abbodiameny A« The Couct defermin-
ed Maat Yae deFendunls mebien iad et and was not fime barted ond o, 4 ered the slak
Yo sShow cause. The slate in Qtt‘;()éf(l'}'l.a/\ Lor shew cause preclarmed 1+3 10 teat to call
defndonts ¥rial €ovase) ond counsel For the stak atb +ria),at the shew cause hearng.
At Hag point e Show. Cause Weot iy became o Cri Feeo) s'jnxge__ ef Hae p:cceudm(j and Hae
Crghd 40, QL;;43¢\ attachoed. . | .

Colical .s\aqg\ for whieh an eccused has g c.'9hlv to cotnsel, is vne inwhiiy
Prese exishs e Qobbxb\\;L\/ an aciused coald ve th;u diced in the defense of s Cose 5
Ths one i ek an tecuseds Sionts May be losk , deienses wawed, Psf.ue(aa)és claimed
6f wolducd A which the outceme @f Mo case i 3%&;&40;\110«111 affected state N Ournell,
558.0.2d 252, b W App 500, ceu. denied , 189 wa-zd tblza"l'lé)", Mempa V. Rhay,
BB 5.6 254, B89 US. 128,19 L.ed.ad 33 (1947).

<t&> chbc‘\\—cnéaa\ an unaded uoaktained Xas,uaofl,wm Corced de Coce

ﬂ"&fz‘l‘.‘.“‘.’.@r&é“ﬁf.ﬂ,c. Yhtee prodecutess at show cause \ear 9-
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for coonsels Loilute vo 9\‘656\{“"3-\\\ Qrace ot Y]

Fodependent, dusinterested witness Till Grace. provided several whale-
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Skagit County Courthouse Phooe: (360)336-9320
205 West Kincaid Street, Room 202 Fax: (360)336-9340

Mount Vemon, WA 98273 E-mail: superiorcourt@co.skagit wa.us ' MICHAEL E.‘I‘UCIG?.RT
JUDGE, DEPARYMENT NO. 2
September 26, 2008 o
?:ul'-{»l;:" M. GI-‘ID(:RGE
Mr. Erik Pedersen Mr. Rayne Dee Wells, Jr.
Senior Deputy Prosecutor 600 South Third Street
605 South Third Street Mount Vernon, WA 98273

Mount Vernon, WA 98273

Re: State of WA v. Rayne Dee Wells, Jr.
Cause #03-1-00690-3

Dear Mr. Pedersen and Mr. Wells,

| have now reviewed the materials filed in connection with this CrR 7.8 motion. A show
cause hearing appears appropriate at this time. Please be ready to set a date for the
show cause hearing at the review on October 2, 2008.

Sincerely,

Lrrae ¥4

SUSAN K. COOK
Superior Court Judge

SKC/hs
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SKAGIT COUNT

CiERR

SKAGIT COUNTY. Wa
UIBSEP 23 ARy 1): o5

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,

COUNTY OF SKAGIT
Case No. 03-1-00690-3
STATE OF WAHSINGTON ase JO
o NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Plaintiff, WITHDRAW
VS.
RAYNE WELLS
Defendant

TO: Clerk of Court
County Prosecutor

COMES NOW, Kelli K. Armstrong-Smith, attorney of record in the above captioned
case and pursuant to court rules gives notice of her intent to withdraw as attomney of record for
the above named Defendant. Withdrawal shall take effect without court order 10-days after
filing of this notice if no written objection is serviced prior to the 10-day expiration.

The last known address for the defendant is: SKAGIT COUNTY JAIL

DATED this/_z_’%’day of 2@@ , 2008

Withdrawal - 1 ARMSTRONZ-SMITH LAN SFFISY
P.O. Box 13443

Mill Creek, WA 98082

ORIGI

LA . . . 425-787-1353 Fax
IV EE L S

'



ARMSTRENA-SMITH LAWN OFFIKT
Me M N

Kelli K. Armstrong-Smith
David W. Smith, Paralegal

To: The Skagit County Jail
From: Kelli Armstrong-Smith
September 22, 2008

This packet is a set of documents Rayne Wells needs to represent himself. I am no longer his
attorney and have filed notice of withdrawal. The matters remaining for Rayne are matters that he
does not have an automatic right to have an attorney at public expense. He is pro se at this point
and will probably remain that way. He has court this Thursday and needs these documents for that
hearing.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

Kelli Afmstrong-Smith
Attorney at Law

Mill Creek Office ] Mailing Address p Skagit County Office
16300 Mill Creek Blvd., Ste 115-A [t P.O. Box 13443 s 325 Pine Street, Suite G
Mill Creek, WA 98012 Mill Creek, WA 98082 Mount Vernon, WA 98273

425-787-1242 425-787-1353 Fax 360-540-1968
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To Whom It May Concern,

1 Gregory J. Yon Moos was contacted by Rayne D. Wells Jr. to say what at happened during
his trial on or around August 24", 2008 in Skagit County Superior Court in Mount Vernon, WA. A
gentleman by the name of Josh Taylor (who was to testify on behalf of Mr. wells) was waiting in the hall
way outside the court room, when he was approached by Tom Seguine (who was the prosecuting attorney at
the time of the trial) and was asked if he was Josh Taylor. Mr. Taylor said that he was. At which point Mr,
Seguine stated that if he was to testify he would to the best of ability prosecute Mr. Taylor to the fullest
extent of the law. On over hearing this I mentioned it to Mr. Wells Mother who told me to let the defense
attorney Glen Hoff to know about it.

When Mr. Hoff was told about this, it was told to Judge Susan Cook, so when Mr. Taylor was
called to the stand he was advised that he should talk to an attorney. At which point he went out into the hall
and spoke with someone and then returned to the court room and to the witness stand. At this point he was
asked his name which Mr. Taylor replied to the court who he was. He was then asked another question in
which he replied that he was taking the 5™ .

If Mr. Taylor was not threatened to be prosecuted by Mr. Seguine for testifying in behalf of
Mr. Wells, I believe that he may had been able to shed more light on the case and could have possibly
helped in Mr. Wells defense.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss this with me, I can be reached at (360)421-
7329 or you could write me at P.O. Box 2093 Mount Vernon, WA. 98273

éregory J. V?A%
A/ 4

State of Washington

County of Skagit

1 certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that Gregory J. Von Moos is the person who appeared
before me, and said person acknowledged that he signed this instrument and acknowledged it to be his free
and voluntary act for the purposes mentioned in this instrument.

puet. 3/ €4 sl o~

(Signature)
(Seal or stamp) '
| Nofzavig
, Notary Public , Title ~/
f State of Washington § I ' /C’ }
¥ KATHLEEN COLLINS § My appointment expires Ll" - DD q

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES {
: April 11, 2009 ’




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

This is to certify and state under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington
that I have mailed a true and correct copy of the following documents(s):

1 staremenr o MDETeonAC GRINDs 2D ATTACHMaNTS

1 Morom To ComPELL STATE T2 Réspord 7. nMeorson FOR
ReVee ) OF 54997-72-F£ pynDeER.  62602-Y-Z

By depositing in the United States mail, marked Legal Mail, postage prepaid, on this 3@! day of

A’Mﬁwﬂ' 9009 to the following:

/006 Sy 79%0

EODjmve;acLoﬁuc . (T
DaE gom SO / Noont \rons LIE
SENTTLE AwA | G273
g8/0]
Jf

Respectfully Submitted, . " ‘ g

Signature

B . e (ells 5
Print Name

D.0.C#BIA/AL Unit# D Cell # ?);LS/Z

MICC P00 Proy BRIWD

\53&)6600/1} WA Z£z§8

<1830 Eagle Crest Way
ClatiamBay—WA—58326




