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I. INTRODUCTION 

Mr. Swenson argued that allowing the deputy prosecuting 

attorney who previously prosecuted Mr. Swenson to sit as the judge 

imposing sentence in the current case violated the due process 

clauses of the state and U.S. Constitutions, Canon 3(0) of the CJC, 

and the appearance of fairness doctrine. 

The state begins its opposition by characterizing the 

"appearance of fairness" doctrine - and hence all the claims raised -

as non-constitutional in nature. The state then argues that these non

constitutional protections require a subjective, not objective, inquiry. 

The state concludes that since there is no proof of the sentencing 

judge's actual, subjective, bias, Mr. Swenson's claims all fail. 

It is now clear, however, that the state is wrong about both 

promises and, hence, about its conclusion. Under Caperton v. A. T. 

Massey Coal Co., _ U.S. _, 129 S.Ct. 2252, 173 L.Ed.2d 1208 

(2009), it is the U.S. Constitution's Due Process Clause that provides 

the protection we described, and that Due Process Clause protects 

against not just a subjectively biased judge, but also against the 

objective appearance of unfairness. Thus, the state errs in 

concluding that Mr. Swenson's claims fail because he raises non

constitutional claims requiring proof of actual, subjective, bias. 
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Therefore, the decisions cited in the Opening Brief which adopt an 

objective test are the most persuasive; and the majority of those hold 

that using such an objective test, a judge cannot sit on the case of a 

criminal defendant whom he or she formerly prosecuted regardless of 

whether the judge harbors actual subjective bias against that 

defendant. Section II. 

The state next argues that Mr. Swenson cannot raise his 

fairness and appearance-of-fairness claims, including the objective 

CJC issue, for the first time on appeal. But since Caperton clearly 

holds that both actual, subjective, bias claims and objective, 

appearance-of-fairness claims are based on the Constitution's Due 

Process Clause, these claims can all be raised for the first time on 

appeal under RAP 2.5(a)(3). Further, this is not an appeal. It is a 

PRP. A petitioner can raise not just constitutional claims in a PRP, 

but also non-constitutional claims resulting in a miscarriage of justice. 

The claims contained in Mr. Swenson's PRP fit into both categories. 

Section III. 

Finally, the state tries to minimize the importance of the two 

conflicting roles played by the judge at different periods of her life vis

a-vis Mr. Swenson by implying that she did not really prosecute him 

in the past. The state comes to this conclusion by claiming that when 
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this judge was a prosecutor, she signed only the amended 

informations in State v. Steven Swenson, Case No. 86-8-02275-1, 

and she signed them for somebody else - as if her signatures were 

pro forma and unimportant, and she was just a stand-in. The 

argument that the former prosecutor's signatures do not count 

because she was not the real prosecutor flouts common sense and 

conflicts in principle with numerous cases characterizing the decision 

to initiate charges as integral to the prosecution process and requiring 

the exercise of professional judgment. E.g., Kalina v. Fletcher, 522 

U.S. 118, 118 S.Ct. 502, 139 L.Ed.2d 471 (1997). It also misstates 

the facts; then-deputy prosecutor Macinnes' name appears 

throughout Mr. Swenson's juvenile file (full file attached hereto as 

Appendix A). Section IV. 

II. THE STATE ERRS IN CHARACTERIZING THE 
"APPEARANCE OF FAIRNESS" DOCTRINE AS 
NON-CONSTITUTIONAL; UNDER CAPERTON v. 
A. T. MASSEY COAL CO., IT IS FIRMLY ROOTED IN 
THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE 

A. Caperton Clarifies that the Appearance of 
Fairness Doctrine is Constitutional and 
Objective Rather than Subjective 

The state begins its opposition by arguing that the objective 

"appearance of fairness" doctrine is not constitutional in nature and 

that only actual, subjective, judicial bias is barred by the Due Process 
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Clauses of the state and U.S. Constitutions. State's Response, p. 5 

("The appearance of fairness doctrine is not constitutional ... "). 

The U.S. Supreme Court, however, clearly held to the contrary 

just a few months ago in Caperton v. A. T. Massey Coal Co., 129 

S.Ct. 2252. In that civil case arising from a law suit against a coal 

mining company in West Virginia, the state's highest court had ruled 

that the due process clause protected against only actual, subjective, 

judicial bias, and did not protect against objective, appearance-of

bias, problems. In fact, the U.S. Supreme Court explained that the 

challenged West Virginia high court judge - Judge Benjamin -

refused to recuse himself from hearing the Caperton case because 

he "had no direct, personal, substantial, pecuniary interest in this 

case," and that judge concluded that "a standard merely of 

'appearances,' ... seems little more than an invitation to subject 

West Virginia's justice system to the vagaries of the day - a 

framework in which predictability and stability yield to supposition, 

innuendo, half-truths, and partisan manipulations." Id., 129 S.Ct. at 

2259 (citations omitted) (internal quotations omitted). 

The U.S. Supreme Court reversed, however, on the ground 

that the Due Process Clause protected against more than just actual, 

subjective, judicial bias. The Supreme Court explained that the 
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challenged West Virginia high court judge had reviewed and reversed 

a $50 million verdict against Massey Coal Co. for misrepresentation, 

concealment, and tortious interference with existing contractual 

relations. The U.S. Supreme Court continued that Judge Benjamin 

cast his vote on hearing and rehearing in a closely split high court 

decision. The Court acknowledged that Judge Benjamin denied that 

he harbored any bias against the plaintiff who won the $50 million in 

punitive and exemplary damages, and the Supreme Court cited no 

proof of actual bias, either. The Supreme Court, however, noted the 

objective fact that Judge Benjamin had decided to run after the 

Caperton trial court verdict was entered and the Massey Coal Co. 

had appealed; that he had won a tightly contested election by only 

50,000 votes; and that he had achieved this victory after the 

chairman-president-CEO of defendant-appellant Massey Coal Co. 

decided to deal with his company's $50 million trial court loss by 

pouring $3 million into Judge Benjamin's campaign. This was a sum 

that dwarfed expenditures by all the other judges who were running 

and that even dwarfed the expenditures made by the questioned 

judge's own election committee. Caperton, 129 S.Ct. at 2257. 

The U.S. Supreme Court then reiterated the rule that the Due 

Process Clause protects against actual judicial bias, such as a judge 

SWENSON - REPLY BRIEF - 5 



with a personal interest in the case. Caperton, 129 S.Ct. at 2259. 

Notably, though, that Court continued that the Due Process Clause 

protects litigants against the objective appearance of unfairness or 

bias, also. Id., at 2260. That Court used potential financial incentives 

as an example. It explained that even though many judges would not 

be influenced by the prospect of obtaining a small amount of money 

for each case decided a particular way, the Due Process Clause still 

barred a judge from sitting on a case where he faced the temptation 

of even a small profit for deciding the case one way rather than the 

other. This was true, the Court continued, even without proof that the 

temptation actually influenced the judge; the "possible temptation to 

the average man," objectively, was enough to trigger due process 

clause protections. Id., at 2260 ("[t]here are doubtless mayors who 

would not allow such a consideration as $12 costs in each case to 

affect their judgment in it," but the temptation still exists and 

satisfies the objective test of appearance of bias). The Supreme 

Court explained: "Every procedure which would offer a possible 

temptation to the average man as a judge to forget the burden of 

proof required to convict the defendant, or which might lead him not 

to hold the balance nice, clear and true between the State and the 
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accused, denies the latter due process of law." Id. (citation 

omitted). 

The Supreme Court then made clear that these prior decisions 

compelled the conclusion that the Due Process Clause protects 

against adjudication by not just a judge who faces the temptation of a 

small personal profit, but even against adjudication by a judge whose 

municipality would profit from his or her decision in a case. The Court 

reaffirmed its prior decisions holding that even where the profit went 

directly into "the town's general fisc," rather than the adjudicator's 

pocket, the Due Process Clause still required recusal. Id., 129 S.Ct. 

at 2260.1 

The Caperton Court explicitly concluded that the Due 

Process Clause did not demand an inquiry into "whether in fact [the 

justice] was influenced." Id., at 2261 (citation omitted). Following 

Caperton, the question is not whether Judge Macinnes herself 

succumbed to the temptation of bias but whether the objective 

1 In fact, the Supreme Court ruled that the judge's "financial stake" 
in the outcome need not be either "direct or positive" to necessitate 
recusal. Id. (citation omitted). For example, the Court reiterated 
that it had ruled, in Gibson v. Berryhill, 411 U.S. 564, 579, 93 S.Ct. 
1689, 36 L.Ed.2d 488 (1973), that "an administrative board 
composed of optometrists had a pecuniary interest of sufficient 
substance that it should be barred from presiding over a hearing 
against competing optometrists." Id. (internal quotations omitted). 
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circumstances posed a risk that "sitting on the case then before the 

[court] 'would offer a possible temptation to the average . .. judge 

to ... lead him not to hold the balance nice, clear and true.'" 

Caperton, 129 S.Ct. at 2261 (emphasis added). 

This is an objective standard, not a subjective one. It is 

recited in a U.S. Supreme Court case on review of a West Virginia 

decision, thus highlighting the fact that the standard is based 

squarely on the constitution and not simply on state law, common 

law, or judicial Canons, and also making clear that the standard 

applies with full force to state court judges. We therefore need not 

engage in factfinding about the actual subjective feelings held by 

the sentencing judge or in criticism of that particular judge 

(especially since no personal criticism is intended). Instead, this 

Court must analyze the issue objectively, as a question of law. 

B. The Out-of.Jurisdiction Decisions Cited in 
the Opening Brief Which Use an Objective. 
Rather than Subjective. Analysis When 
Faced With Virtually Identical Facts. Are 
Therefore the Most Persuasive 

The PRP Opening Brief did this. It cited several decisions 

from other jurisdictions which analyzed similar factual situations as 

pure questions of law. That Brief explained that several of those 

jurisdictions adopted a per se rule barring a former prosecutor from 
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sitting as a judge on the case of a criminal defendant that he or she 

previously prosecuted. E.g., Penoyer v. State, 945 So.2d 586 (Fla. 

2nd DCA 2006); Goines v. State, 708 SO.2d 656 (Fla. 4th DCA 

1998). See also decisions cited in PRP Opening Brief at pp. 10-11. 

Mr. Swenson also called this Court's attention to jurisdictions that 

had rejected such a per se rule. PRP Opening brief, p. 11. 

Given the holding of Caperton, the former decisions should 

be considered the more persuasive ones. They take the same 

objective approach as does Caperton. They emphasize viewing 

each case based on its facts, as does Caperton, and they do so in 

the context of facts that are virtually identical to the facts presented 

in Mr. Swenson's case. They come to a conclusion that is 

consistent with Caperton's mandate that, "the Due Process Clause 

has been implemented by objective standards that do not require 

proof of actual bias." Caperton, 129 S.Ct. at 2253. That conclusion 

is to recognize that the objective risk of bias from a judge deciding 

the case of a criminal defendant whom she previously prosecuted 

is too great for the Due Process Clause to bear. 
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III. THE STATE ERRS IN ASSERTING THAT THIS 
CLAIM CANNOT BE RAISED FOR THE FIRST TIME 
ON APPEAL OR IN A PRP; AS ISSUES THAT ARE 
CONSTITUTIONAL IN NATURE AND RESULT IN A 
MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE, THEY CAN BE 
RAISED FOR THE FIRST TIME VIA EITHER 
PROCEDURE 

A. These Constitutional and Non-Constitutional 
Issues Can Be Raised for the First Time in a 
PRP 

The state next argues that since the claims raised in this PRP 

are not constitutional in stature, they cannot be raised for the first time 

on appeal. State's Response, p. 5. 

As discussed in Section II above, both the Due Process and 

"appearance of fairness" claims are clearly based upon the Due 

Process Clauses of the state and U.S. Constitutions. Hence, they 

are constitutional in magnitude. Constitutional claims of this sort -

concerning the fairness of the proceeding - can be raised for the first 

time on appeal under RAP 2.5(a)(3). The state therefore errs in 

arguing that these claims would all be waived without a 

contemporaneous objection. 

Even more to the point, however, is the fact that this is not an 

appeal but a PRP. A PRP can raise statutory, case law, and court 
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rule issues2 - not just constitutional ones. Thus, the state's argument 

that the error is not of constitutional magnitude is not just wrong but 

also irrelevant; these claims can be raised for the first time in a PRP 

whether they are constitutional or not. 

B. These Constitutional and Non-Constitutional 
Problems Are Structural Errors. So No Proof 
of Prejudice is Required to Grant the PRP 

It is true, as the state points out, that when a claim is raised in 

a PRP the petitioner must typically prove prejudice. That is not the 

case, however, with every PRP claim. Certain errors are so 

fundamental, yet so difficult to assess for prejudicial affect on the 

outcome, that prejudice is measured in a different way. 

For example, in In re Richardson, 100 Wn.2d 669, 675 P.2d 

209 (1983), the state Supreme Court ruled that the remedy for a trial 

court's failure to inquire when presented with evidence of a conflict is 

reversal, without any showing of prejudice: "a trial court's failure, in 

the face of defense counsel's warning that he had a possible conflict 

of interest, to either ascertain that the risk of conflict was remote or 

appoint different counsel," is per se prejudicial. Richardson, 100 Wn. 

2 In re the Personal Restraint of Lord, 123 Wn.2d 296, 303, 868 
P.2d 835, cert. denied, 513 U.S. 849 (1994) (PRP can be based on 
either constitutional issues or non constitutional issues that 
constitute a fundamental defect and result in miscarriage of justice). 
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2d 669, 676, 675 P.2d 209, 213. "[E]rror of this nature can never be 

harmless - prejudice is presumed." Id. The Washington Supreme 

Court therefore granted relief to petitioner Richardson without proof of 

prejudice. It did so in a PRP, not a direct appeal. 

The judicial bias and appearance of bias claims should be 

treated the same way, because they create the same sort of 

"structural error." In Arizona v. Fulminante, 499 U.S. 279, 308 & n.8, 

111 S.Ct. 1246, 1264 & n.8, 113 L.Ed.2d 302 (1991), the seminal 

Supreme Court decision describing the difference between "trial 

errors" subject to harmless error review and "structural errors" that 

necessitate reversal, the Court explicitly listed judicial bias as one of 

the few examples of "structural error." U.S. Supreme Court decisions 

since that time continue to list judicial bias as a "structural error" 

requiring automatic reversal.3 The rule of Richardson - that such 

claims are subject to reversal without proof of prejudice even when 

raised in a PRP - must therefore apply with full force to this case. 

3 Nederv. United States, 527 U.S. 1,8,119 S.Ct. 1827, 144 L.Ed.2d 
35 (1999) (citing "biased trial judge" as example of structural error 
regarding "automatic reversal"); United States v. Johnson, 520 U.S. 
461, 469, 117 S.Ct. 1544, 137 L.Ed.2d 718 (1997) (lack of an 
impartial judge). 
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C. If Proof of Prejudice is Required, Though, It 
Is Apparent From the Judge's Decision to 
Impose the Highest Possible Standard 
Range Sentence; Any Other Conclusion 
Would Make PRPs Unavailable for This 
Constitutional Claim 

Still, if prejudice must be proved, then prejudice is apparent 

from the record in this case. 

It must be remembered that we are focusing here on objective 

indicia of bias. The sentencing judge's prior involvement with Mr. 

Swenson was adversarial. At sentencing, she was faced with a 

single question: what sentence to impose upon a man who had 

previously pled guilty and who was subject to a standard range 

sentence. Mr. Swenson had no prior adult criminal history. With an 

offender score of 6, his sentencing range on Count 1 was 162-216 

months as a minimum term; his sentencing range on Count 2 was 

162-216 months as a minimum term; and his sentencing range on 

Count 4 was 77-102 months. Counts 4 and 6 were gross 

misdemeanors, so the range was 0-365 days on those. 

Both parties recommended a sentence of 216 months of 

indeterminate confinement on Counts 1 and 2, concurrent, and 102 

months of determinate confinement on Count 5, concurrent, with 

Counts 1 and 2. But the sentencing judge still had the discretion to 
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choose any other standard range minimum term, or even one below 

the standard range. 

The sentencing judge chose the highest standard range terms 

possible, rather than the middle or even the lowest portion of the 

range. Since we are dealing with appearance of bias claims, such a 

harsh sentence suffices to prove prejudice. If this Court were to 

demand more - such as prejudicial or racist comments on the record 

- it would be requiring proof of actual bias, rather than just the 

appearance of bias. That would make objective "appearance of 

fairness" claims totally unavoidable in a PRP, because the petitioner 

could not win unless he or she submitted proof of subjective bias. 

But we know that PRPs must be available for such a claim, because 

it is available for all claims of constitutional magnitude. See, e.g., 

RAP 16.4(c)(2), (6). 

IV. THE STATE'S ARGUMENT THAT A SENIOR 
PROSECUTOR'S SIGNATURE DOES NOT COUNT 
BECAUSE SHE IS JUST STANDING IN FOR SOME 
OTHER PROSECUTOR FLOUTS COMMON SENSE 
AND CONFLICTS IN PRINCIPLE WITH KALINA 

The state acknowledges that the sentencing judge on Mr. 

Swenson's current case was part of the prosecution team on his prior 

case. The state does not dispute the fact that the documents located 

at Opening Brief, Appendix F, accurately show the judge's prior 
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involvement with that juvenile criminal case. The state acknowledges 

that Appendix F contains Amended Informations with then-deputy 

prosecutor Macinnes' signature. Id. (showing 1 st and 2nd Amended 

Informations dated 7/3/86 and 1218/86 (dkts 8 and 20». It ignores the 

fact that she also signed all of the following documents, contained in 

the full file attached hereto: the Order of Disposition (dkt 23); the 

Order Amending Information dated 6/26/86; the Affidavit in Support 

dated 7/1186 (did 6); the Motion and Order Permitting Amendment of 

Information dated 7/1/86 (dkt 7); the Order re Plea/Disposition 

Hearing dated 11/17/86 (dkt 17); the Certification in Support of Motion 

and Order Permitting Amendment of Information dated 11/29/86 (did 

18); and the Motion and Order Permitting Amendment of Information 

dated 7/1/86 dated 1214/86 (dkt 19). Appendix A. 

The state argues, instead, that the judge's prior participation in 

that criminal case did not really matter. The state characterizes the 

decision to bring charges and sign two Amended Informations as 

somehow unimportant or ministerial, and a stand-in for the deputy 

prosecutor who appeared in the courtroom. Apparently, it would 

characterize Judge Macinnes' Signatures on all these other 

documents in the juvenile case file as equally ministerial or 

coincidental. 
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This view of the deputy prosecutor who makes the charging 

decision and signs the Information or Amended Information, along 

with the Certification and Motions to Amend, plus Orders continuing 

plea and disposition, defies common sense. The King County 

Prosecutor's office acts as a team when bringing criminal charges. It 

would probably surprise many of the deputy prosecutors in that office 

to know that the charging decision itself - which many characterize 

as one of critical importance, involving the exercise of an enormous 

amount of discretion, see, e.g., Kalina v. Fletcher, 522 U.S. 118, is 

really just a pro forma matter. It would probably surprise deputy 

prosecutors and Superior Court judges alike to find out that the 

Prosecutor's Office now characterizes the deputy who arrives in court 

as the only one who bears responsibility for the case, and the one 

who takes the responsibility for signing the critical documents 

initiating the case, certifying the facts, altering the charges and 

drafting orders concerning plea and disposition as just a "stand-in." 

The U.S. Supreme Court came to essentially this conclusion in 

Kalina. In that case, a criminal defendant who was wrongfully 

arrested on the basis of a Certification for Determination of Probable 

Cause with factual inaccuracies in it sued the King County deputy 

prosecutor who signed that Certification seeking damages in a civil 
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rights case. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled that the deputy 

prosecutor was not entitled to immunity for her role in signing that 

Certification, because she acted primarily as a witness when she 

signed it. In contrast, the Court explained, when a deputy prosecutor 

makes the decision to initiate charges, to choose what charges to file, 

and to determine what facts were critical enough to support that filing 

decision and hence to be included in the Certification, then that 

deputy prosecutor is acting in a traditional, professional, prosecutorial 

role and hence would be entitled to immunity from suit. 

The judge who previously prosecuted Mr. Swenson was acting 

in precisely that traditional, professional, adversarial, capacity when 

she made the charging decision reflected in the fact that she signed 

the Amended Informations, moved to amend, and draft additional 

paperwork supporting not just the charging but also plea and 

disposition. In fact, it is difficult to think of a prosecutorial function that 

is as discretionary, professional, and adversarial as the charging 

decision itself. Further, according to Kalina, she also acted as a 

witness by signing the Certification - a witness against Mr. Swenson. 

The current deputy prosecutor's arguments in this case - that the 

charging decision and signature on the Amended Informations was 

essentially a non-event conducted by a stand-in and the signature on 
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the Certification additionally placing that former prosecutor in the role 

of adverse witness is not even worth mentioning - thus not only 

defies common sense, but also conflicts in principle with scores of 

cases which, like Kalina, set forth the critical functions of a prosecutor 

and also of an actual. E.g., Imbler v. Pachtman, 424 U.S. 409, 96 

S.Ct. 984, 47 L.Ed.2d 128 (1976) (former prisoner whose conviction 

was set aside could not maintain civil rights lawsuit against 

prosecutor; "a state prosecuting attorney who acted within the 

scope of his duties in initiating and pursuing a criminal prosecution" 

was not amenable to suit under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and the decision 

to "commenc[e]" a criminal prosecution - even a wrongful decision 

- was a core prosecutorial duty). The sentencing judge in Mr. 

Swenson's case acted in both capacities before, that is, as both a 

former prosecutor and a former adverse witness, and neither role 

was ministerial or irrelevant. They both were critical to the prior 

conviction. 

/I 
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V. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, this personal restraint petition 

should be granted . 

. 'Y1~ 
DATED thisff_ I day of August, 2009. 

Respectfully submitted, 

rdon McCloud, 
o. 16709 

Attorney for Petitioner, 
Steven D. Swenson 
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DEFOl SHENSON. STEVEN D. 

DISPOSITION. UP GUILTY PLEA 
DISP. JUDGE. RICHEY 
'ENTENCE lATE. 02-11-'7 SENTENCED BY. 
SENTENCING DEFERRE", NO APPEALED TOI 

COMMUNITY SERVICE............ X I 

COM. SERVICE SUSPENDED...... " 
INSTITUTION ••......•.•.....•• 
INSTITUTION SUSPENDED .....•.. 
PROBATION.... •.. •. . . . . . . . . . .. x I 

DATE, 02-11-'7 

RICHEY 
DIVISION I DATE APPEALED. 

CRIME VIC. COMP ..•••.•••• 
FIN! •.•••••••.•••.••••••• 
RESTITUTION ............•• 
COURT COSTS .......••....• 
ATTORNEY FEES •....•..••.• 
Due DATE. PAID. 

------------------------------SfNTfNCE DESCRIPTION------------------------------

9 MOS COMM SUP; Z4 HRS CONH SER AT 10 HR"MONTH, COUNSfLIH~DRUG-ALCOHOL INFOR
MATION/EVALUATION; UNDERGO A PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

-------------------------------CHARGE INFORMATION-------------------------------
RSLT CNT R~CODf DESCRIPTION COMMENT 

GUlL 
GUll 
GUll 

---------- ORIGINAL IN~OR"ATIOH 
1 9A.4G.040 NO Rew DESCRIPTION 
2 9A.36.040 NO RCN DESCRIPTION 

---------- AMENDED INFORMATION 
1 9A.40.040 NO Rew DESCRIPTION 
2 9A.36.020 NO RCW DESCRIPTION 

---------- SECOND AMENDED INFORMATION 
1 9A.40.0~O NO RCN DESCRIPTION 
Z 9A.l6.04D NO ReN DESCRIPTION 
1 9A.36.04D NO RCH DESCRIPTION 



,06-25-19 KING COUNTY 5uf~RI~D COURT ?AOE 2 

CASEI. '6-'-D2275-1 JUV OFF 
TITLt. STAT! VS SWENSDN. STEVEN DANIEL 

-------------~------------------APP!ARANCE DOCKET-------------------------------
SUI. DATE C~CONN DESCRIPTION SECONDARY MICROFILM 

1 05-06-16 INFO INFORMATION 
1.1 06-09-'6 NTC NOTE FOR CALENDAR 0'-19-I'AA 

ACTION All 
Z 06-10-'6 NTARD NOT DF APPEAR AND REQ FOR DISCOVERY 
3 06-20-'6 OANAHSC ORIIAOR HVG ARRON HRO &SET CRT DATE 06-Z6-'6CA 

ACTION CASE SETTING 
4 0'-27-'6 OR ORDER 07-01-16AD 

ACTION CASE SETTING 
5 07-03-16 OR ORDER 07-01-I'AD 

ACTION CASE SET"rING 
6 07-03-16 AFS AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
7 07-03-16 DRPFAI ORD PERMITTING FILING AMENDED INFO 
1 07-0S-" ANINF AMENDED INFORMATION 
9 D7-09-16 DR ORDER 07-22-16CA 

ACTION CASE SETTING 
10 07-22-" NTAPR NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
11 07-23-16 OR ORDER 07-25-16 

ACTION CASE SETTING 
12 07-21-1' ORWHSFF ORD HAIVINO HRNG AND SET FACT FIND 10-01-'6FD 

ACTION FACT FINDING 
13 .7-50-16 PRC PRAECIPE 
14 .'-04-a, RTS. RETURN ON SUIPOENA 
15 0'-12-" ITS. RETURN ON SUBPOENA 
16 11-02-1' DRHMSP oRD HAlVING HRNG AND SET FOR PL!A 11-19-a'DA 

ACTION DISPOSITION 
17 11-19-1' OR ORDER 02-11-17DA 

ACTrON DISPOSITION 
11 12-01-" CRT CERTIFICATION 
19 12-01-16 ORPFAI ORD PfRMITTINB FILING AMENDED INFO 
21 12-81-" AMINF AMENDED INFORMATION 
21 12-11-17 DIS~HRB 

EXPO! caNH RICHEY 
22 OZ-11-'7 STJOPG STMNT OF JUV DFFNDR,PLEA OF GUILTY 
23 02-11-17 DRD ORDER OF DISPOSITION 

----------------------------------END COpy CASE---------------------------------
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SUPERIOR .c(i\J~t OF WASIHNCHCN - COUNTY OF KING 

1,- • .' '. • • _ .. 

,-;, . . ;, ' JUVENILE . ' ' 

IN REFF.RENCr Tn; 
SWENSON, STEVEN OAN:FL 

J , , 

p 

CASE NO. Rb-6-02215-1 

NOTE FOR CALEND~R 

SOCIAL FILE NO. OOS3663 

T" THF. r.LF~I', Of Tift: GOI!kT: PLFASE so FOLLOWING TYPE: HEARING 

DATE UF HEARING ___ _ OQ-l9=8~ ___ _ 

ARRAtGN~ENT TIME QF HEARING ___ lO~OQ A.~. ___ _ 
LEGAL FILE PAGf. NUMBER'S' OF PETITIONS 

TO THE CLERI(: 
PLEASE ISSUE NITICE A'J!') SU~~,'4!H~S Tr: 

NAME ___ SijEtljSLlN ... .sf£iVJ:~j_Dl'UEJ. _ 

ADDRESS __ 1101 _NW b5 __ 
NA"'E __ _ 

AODRESS_ 

TO RE HEARO _______ _ 

eSTfM~TfD TIH~ _____ _ 
AGREEO ______ OrSAGREED 

NOTED BY: 
PROBATION OFFICfR_S~Efl ... DAM 
WORK UNIT I 5 
ATTORNEY ___________ TYPE __ 

1:1 BY u.s. H,\Il 1:1 PERSONAL SERVICE 

_ e _ 

ATTr~NEYS OF RECORD 

I 

L. I 
'-

.'-' , r I f 1'1,: : " t "J "', 

·l~.Vlr II('CEL 

- - -r;:;! r':~'\f' ~ ;:"'iT:rijATG~ - - \'" 

- ' 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON, 
B.D. 08-04-72 

Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 

NO. 86-8-02275-1 
INFORMATION 

------------------------) 
I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in 

the name and by the authority of the state of Washington, do 
accuse Steven Daniel Swenson. ot the crime of UNLAWFUL 
IMPRISONMENT, committed as tollows: 

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King 
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did knowingly restrain 
Anthony Vega, Nicole Johns and Melissa Miller, human beings: 

Contrary to RCW 9A.40.040, and against the peace and 
dignity of the state of washington. 

COUNT II 

And I, Norm Maleng, prosecuting Attorney aforesaid 
further do accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of SIMPLE 
ASSAULT. a crime of the 8am~ or similar character and based on a 
•• rie. of acta connected together with Count I, which crimes were 
part of a common Bcheme or plan, and which crimes were .0 closely 
connected in respect to time, place and occa8ion that it would be 
difficult to .epar~tc proof of one charge from proof of th~ other. 
committed aa follows: 

That the re~pondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King 
county, Washingt.on, on or about 3 May 1986, did 3.ssa'..llt }\.nthony 
vega and lIJicoll!! .rohns, human neJ.ag&; 

.,'." ::::. :":' 

.. 

( -i4"': 

:~", 



.... 
' .. 

, ' ., .. ~: t. ~~, , .. ~ . " 

Contrary to RON 9A.J6.040, and against the peace and 
dignity of the .tate of Washington. 

NORM MALENG 
Prosecuting Attorney 

By 
~A.lI~ 

DAVID S. VOGEL 
Deputy pro.eouting Attorney 

(PATRICIA B. SHBLLBDY) (p) 

'.' 

.. , 
".!t" 

... ~ .' . ,...' • ,,\..t., J. - -' < • \:. 
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10 

11 

12 

13 
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16 

17 

18 

19 

• 
IN THE SUPBRIOR COUit'J: ~l'.THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

: .... : ! .. J~VENtL'FD~PARTMENT 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plai ntiff, 

vs. 

STEVEN D. SWENSON 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 

---------------------------) 

CAUSE No~ 86-8-02275-1 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
REQUEST fOR DISCOVERY 
DEMAND FOR SPEEDY TRIAL 

COMES NOW, the Associated Counsel for the Accused and hereby 
appears on behalf of the above named Defendant in this cause~ 

PURTHER, the below named attorney hereby requests that the 
Prosecuting Attorney forward immediately the names, addresses, 
and phone numbers of all potential witnesses. together with. copy 
of the arresting officer's notes and all other statements and 
sum.aries of expected testimony of witnesses and furnish copies 
of, or access to, any physical evidence which either now or before 
fact-finding shall be within his or her knowledge, posseSSion, or 
ability to access, and which may be relevant to the char,es herein; 
Pailure to comply with thi~ request shall subject any undisclosed 
evidence which is offered at trial to a motion to suprass and a 
motion to srant such other relief as may be appropriate; 

PURTHER. the below named attorney requests the Prosecutina 
Attorney to furn1sh a Bill of Particulars, and to name the precise 
statute and subsection under which the Defendant is charged or 
liable to punishment. 

20 
FURTHER, the Defendant demands a speedy tTial as prescribed 

21 by JuCR 7.8. 

II 

23 

24 

2S 

26 

27 

28 

Respectfully submitted on; June 9, 1986 

A~e~L'Li= , 
Attorney for Defendant 
By: MJH 

\'lIIIou,-tah"'ll ("otln .. ~1 f,,1'" th~ :\t'C'U",,""C' 

"11.111 "t~'ond A~t "toilt' 1~ 

:..anl •• WI,hift,I"" 9IIIOC 
~~A. -:O~ 

.~' 

i 

I 

I , 

I 
I 
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.. 
S!.!PERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON, 

COUNTY OF KINQ . 
JUV&NIUi COURT 

State of Washington v. S'~~ V'\ 5~~ . : ~:. ~lt>-- ~ - 02.. 2 ~S'-I 

BD 
ORDER ON AGREEMENT WAIVING ARRAIGNMENT 
AND SETTING COURT DATE 

(1) That 11'111 respondent'S lrue name and b,rlhdat. IIr. correctly stated ,n the Information; respondent and coun.el .ech acknowl
edge recllipl of a r::opy ot the Informatior.. w&I"e. formal reading Ihllreof. waive ar,.lgnment under JuCA 7.8 and LJuCR 7.tI, and 
enter a plea ot nol guilly. 

(2) The r .. ponj,:"'!.: counsel aCknowledge that the speedy Irlal eXDiration date undar JuCr 7.8 1.,_-.:GIo.J,O~( ... "'.:.; ___ daYII'om (¥L -::t. t5'-GJ « ) A •• pondent and counael waive the IfIIIldy trial rule for __ daYI. 

/ L /.a f (~9.. 0 (3) The next court appearance II .et on,_--=G:I<"+-J)I<::..J11l12i1"...,~~;M!~ """",-__ at ___ -4_~.......z .. _.L. ______ --for CM ... tllno· , , 

(') The r •• pondent and counael undentand lhey will be given a copy at thl. document which will be t!'le only nollce ot lh. n ... 
hNriOG. (Tha '.Ipondent further Indicate. that counl.1 hal e.plalned to hlm/her that failure to appear at the .. 1 court <1 .. 1*1 
reluilin a chargl of F.llurl 10 Appellr. ReW 8A.1II.170. being filed and a warrant being laluld lor hla/her a""'.) 

I have read and my attorney hIllS read and illptalned 10 me a"erythltlQ prlnt"d above, I und.ratand It, .. ave no qu .. tionl IllS 10 lhe 
meaning. agr .. to 11 and I have been given a copy of Ihls documlnt. 

I hav. car.fully gone oyer Iha above with mv cllenl and I bell • .,. that he'ahe tully undersland. It. 

D'TEO~ 11"7/7<- ~..,})~ ,v L R FO D 

Parent, guardian or cvalodlal slgnalure In Ihe even I child Is under twelve (12) years at aOI. I haYI dlecullled the foregoing wltll 
counsel and underaland It fully. 

"- OAcERON AGREEMENt WAiVfNF, AARAtGN~:;er-J~-·-----
AND SlOTTING CO\JHT !JA~E. 
(JUCR 715: L ".rCR ? &, 
Page t oJf ;.' 

; -.... ~; .[ 

/L,)\' 
I f '\ 

---,,,/ 
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.. t' .".( 

ORDER 

THEREFORE. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

{:'" 11/," ~</ (0 
(1) That 1M arraignment lIeI for _______ ..1_ ... ~"_I_-..... -L...,;;-'--~~~!...II...-------_------II STRlCI(ffl 

( 
(21 mat a plea Of nOI guilty II en'ered. 

(3) (a)" c:ue sallin" ha.r;ng is lICIt for 7 days (If delalned ~.ined) from the scheduled arraignment. TIle cue 
.. ttlng 1I •• ,in" ie .. , for ______ -"·L,~....,.#~~~O_..;;;...-------------.t 10 a.m. 

OR 

(b) A e_ .a\llng 1I1,,';ng ie leI 10' _________________________ ' .. 10 a.m .• 

and reapondltnt waivee speedy ,rial rul. 10' ________________________ _ 

days. 

(4) 11111 thl matte, II HI lor pIa •• nd dllPQ.ltion on ________________________ _ 

\1\0 

Approve(3 for Entr~ 

Oeouty PrOMcutin9 Attorney 

Probation CounlilOr M.iI Stop 

ORDER ()~ AGRE£~£NT ·w.w.'~~.(,Af;G;;;;:;. :~!-'l' 
"NO SETTING COURT J,\T£ 
:.1 :c~ ':" C .... /o,.\.,:ioJ., ti, 
Fla.-I! '201 ) 

CoPY received/notice of p,..."tation walYlld: 

,,_~~./1 

-----_._--_ .. _------_._--- -----

~ ~ ... 



COURT OF WASMNGTON 
COUNTY OF KING i I .:,1 

JUVENILE COURT 

• 
State of Wa.hlngton Y. J~I.fA.' D, St.v-t.~ '0 I .; ~_ '"" -, c- I 

NO. 0 "'~ ~ -0 c-'od- .. ">-

OADER ON ( ) REVIEW ( OTHER 

1,8ASIS 

1.1 A -'!.1M. ~ " .... 1'" wu .. , !lefor. the unc!e"'gnedon _"::"~·-..Id,-,"~-_~...:;..b ____ _ 
1.2 p.,eoneeppeertng wwe: In. rqpondentano .,.,enIC.): IIIe ProeecuUIIt Attorn.,. ______________ _ 

ProbatIOn CounMlor : ana Caun .. I ____________ _ 

,e .. CIertl'. mlnutU). 

II, FINDINGS 

3. t ( ) A -:VIII,., of apptehenalon 111aI1 I •• u. lor r .. ponaent. 

3.2 ( ) The Court's order dated ___ _ _ ___ Is "ellbya",lIMIed .. follows: _ .. __________ __ 

Dated: Iv'?~ - ~,q 
Pr_nted by; 'II 

a;~lx,.b~_ 
ApprovedlCopy Received' 

Clerk 01 CourtlDate Approved ,...., 
~ I ,!... i " 

'1,"'\ l'~' ~ + j i r. ' '. ' /, \ ::--........ ~_~ __ ~=?""' .. '" .. ~_ ~-:\-.~ t;;,.'t.(, ,. Lo,---,'t-_ 
Dapul~ Pro •• cyt,ng Allorn.y L.Jw~e' !tir "p':''ld."t 

ft!' .. lliif" ~ . , , 't'", ~' "'" ,!\' 

; J 
_____ ~~Ob~.~II~on~cc~u~n~s.~IO~'-----------------------------R--.-S-~-n_,a_.n_I __________________ ·_~_-___ ~_:_--__ ~~W . 

ORDER ON REVIEW 
Page' 01 , 

I· 

'.~ 
" 

j 
,~ 

'. 
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COURT 0# WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

JUVEMLE COURT 

State of Washington v. ~Vl S'\x ~'L"j"'1J~~'. 
NO, ~7-«' 02-2_=1-5-/ 

onDEAON( ) REVIEW ( JOTHER 

l~~ . ) / 

1.1 A. Ct,.u:Je ~ '~\.=4 hUtlng"No .. t bef04"e the underaJO"ed on __ "".",-~J:~_l-,./ ...... (8tq..>.....::::..--
1.2 Pwlona appearing W.I: thl rllP~dent ancsll!,nt(I); the Prolecutlng Attorney ~ .v&jLk~ ~ 

Probatlon CounHI04" ~" K ; and COlin," __ -:S ... ~ ......... ;::: .... """'~~ .... ~->.~' ... A __ "----
(I" CletIc'l mlnu' .. ). 

II. FINDINGS 

2.1 ( ) TlII 'ltIPOf'ldint 'aUtid to appell. 
V PRItIabIe cau~ hu bien '1~II,hed. 

2.2 }N OTHER: C.< ~ y\.cl « d.5 

________ 1~~~· ~~~b~,~~~~dJ~~~----------------------------------
, .. ~ 

2.3 ( I An IrTIIlgnlNnt w .. held. A pi .. 01 ( ) not guilty ( ) guilty w .. entered. 

III. ORDER r . 

~ : 

3.1 ( ) A _I 0' apprenenllon 'hell '"ue 104" r.,pondent. . 
.. •. J 

. i 
3.2 ( I The Court's ord., dltllCl _________ 11 hereby _ded 0 follow.: ________ ~--

.,. 

3.3)<l The h,.rlno Ht for _____ -:::J-__ I-!-Io...L ____ /1-6"=-(0.,;;..------1, ,I,loken. 

f c. 
. J 

3.4 ()O. The nlll' Court appellance I. HI for ___ =a:-:.:. ~1-/.:.f( ... ...,J,-,8'",.l.'",,:"'~ ______ I' _____ emlpm 'ora 
1'- ~ng? 

J.5 IT.S FURTHER ORDERED: __ -_·· .... h9~no4\~ .... d .... ( ... _Lry....,I---~M-... iJ)~....-..d:?~ ..... J4l.."l ... a ..... xsk=-_______ _ 
, I 

"ppro~ed/Cop., ~ece'''ed 

~~6IL/~. ;;tv Prosecuting Allome\' 

Proballon Counnlt)' 

OROER ON qEVIEW 
Page 1 0' 1 

~I I 

Jucsge/Comml"Jooe' - • 

I 
! 

I 
,~ 

I 
,.(.'. 

I a 
l 
~. 

1 .' 
,~. 

i. 
":.t. 

* " ~ ... 
~:-
} 

.~ 

'. 



,. 
, 

STATE OF 

--
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

JUVENILE DEPARTMENT 

WASHINGTON, ) 
) 

Plaintiff, ) NO. 86-8-02275-1 
) 

VB. ) AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
) MOTION AND ORDeR PERMITTING 

STEVEN DANIEL SWBNSON, ) AMENDMENT OF INFORMATION 
) 

B.D. 8/4/72 ) 
) 

Respondent. ) 
) 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
SSe 

COUNTY OF KIN G 

Nicole MacInnes, being first duly sworn on oath deposes 
and says: 

That your affiant is a deputy prosecuting attorney in and 
for King County, Washington; that your affiant is familiar with 
the records and files herein: that your affiant represents that 
since the filing of the Inforlnation on 5 June 1986, the following 
Ca. checked) has occurred: 

() (a] new charge(sJ have [has1 been received by the 
Prosecutor's Office: that the Information should be 
amended to add this (these] new chacge(s]: 

( ) that an error was made in the date of the offen.e 
charged in the Information; that the Information 
tthuuld be am.nded to correct the date of the 
offense; 

( ) that an ~rror wa~ made in the charging language of 
the Information but the offense remains the same; 
rh~t rhe Information should be amended to correct 
the chargi~g language; 

_~_J......_clL.' _~...LI:::i:l'>""A.~\l-".L..-----IIb='r-..::=...._...:."Y=--::::Io-<d.....""::,,:,,, """..,:.J-=-" :!:..L~~"'--

I~CO=rl1.bA IS ~G.-~:.~ 

_. Oil". 



," 
, , "., . 

....• : .. 

L-"'t , 
~ "., 

.
.... . .·;r~* 

. . 1 -. . ",-,'~ 

" 

that based 
the filing 

• 

--------------------------------------------------------, 
upon the above an order should be entered permitting 
of an amended Information. 

:))v;L ~ b-

Washington, residing at .9¥~&k~kK~'~4~_~a~---------
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON ~R KING CaUNTY 
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT 

STATE or WASHINGTON, ) 
) 

Plaintiff, ) NO. 86-8-02275-1 
) 

VIS. ) MOTION AND ORDBR 
) PERMITTING AMENDMENT or 

STEV.~N I)ANIEL SWENSON ) INFORMATION 
) 

B.D. 8/4/72 ) 
) 

Respondent. ) 
) 

COMES NOW Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for Xing 

County, Washington, by an~ through his deputy, Nicole MacInn •• , 

and moves the Court tor an order permitting amendment of an 

Information, filed herein 5 June 1986, for the reasons as set 

forth in the affidavit attached hereto. 

NORM MALENG 
Pr~c~ting Attorney 

By: Yl~~}~ 
NICOLE MACINNES 
Senior Deputy Pro •• cuting Attorney 

o R D E R 

THIS HATTBR coming on regularly for hearing before the 

undersigned Judge/Court Commissioner of the above-entitled Court 

on the day below named, upon application of the state of 

Washington for leave to fil~ an amended information herein, and 

.' ... " ~ , ;,,' ~ ~.".' 

,'. il 



• 
IT IS KERBBY ORDERED thAt the state of Washington, 

Plaintiff, be and hereby is permitted to f11e an amended 

information herein. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this 

1986. 

JUDGE/c~ ISSIONER 

Presented by: 

~~~)~ 
NICOLE MACINNES 
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

.\" 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON POR KING COUNTY 
JUVENILE DBPARTMENT 

STATB OF ~SHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

STEVSN DANIEL SWENSON 
B.D. 8/4/72 

Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. 86-8-02275-1 

FIRST AMENDED INFORMATION 

I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney f~r Eing County in 
the name and by the authority of the Itate of washington, do 
accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of UNLAWFUL 
IMPRISONH~NT, oommitted as follcws: 

That the respondent Steyen Daniel Swenson, in Eing 
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did knowingly restrain 
Anthony Vega, Nicole Johns and Melissa Miller, human beings, 

Contrary to RCW 9A.40.040, and against the peace and 
dignity of the state of Washington. 

COUNT II 

And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid 
further do accuse Steven Ddniel Swenson, of the crime of ASSAULT 
IN THE SECOND DEGREE, a crime of the same or similar character and 
based on a series of acts connected together with Count I, which 
crimes were part of a common scheme or plan, and which crime. were 
80 closely connected In respect to time, place and occasion that 
it would be difficult to saparate proof of one ch~rge from pr~of 
of the other, committed as follows: 

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King County, 
Washington, on or about 3 ~ay 1986, did knowin~!y inflict grievous 
bodi 1y harm upon Anthony Vega and Nicole .rot-InS, hllman heings; 

/ 
(- .----. 

,I .' 

• '. ,'S . 

it 



1,".'Y1':';:~; j 
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• 

contrary to RCW 9A.36.020(1)(b), and ~gainst the peace 
and dignity of the state of Washington. 

NORM MALENG 
Prosecuting Attorney 

n~~Ji--,~' .. 
By 
NICOLE MACINNBS 
senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

For 
DAVID S. VOGBL 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

(PATRICIA SHBLLBDY) (P) 

.·~· .. Ii;,.",,· •• ·i. 
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COURT OF WASHINJUQN 
COUNTY OF U(CI S U 

JUVENILI C~T' ..... 

. ~~"" ~ 
.:'-,',:,. ': ... ~ (-h.' 

.~;~~'.( C"'~ 
, ,',. \\' J'. "t\ " 
J -. , C':, •. ~.: ( .~ ". ~ ~ ." 

I •• C 

State of Wuhlngton v. -=-:. \' . 

c':': I \.i 

, ~.- . ,.; C' -l"-;-

ORDEAON, ) REVIEW I ' J6THE" 

I. BASIS I; 

"..,Ina WII III before Ihe underalgnecl on __ ~_-:_. '_/"".r.:... _..::6::....;1.;.... ' _____ _ .. ~ s;::.., IJ.· . 1.1 A ( . h • .J!! _ ., \ 

1.2 Pe...onallpPHrlng were: the re~pondenl and plrent,I); Ille Ptolecullng Attomey -~c ~l.":·-=:.'i':.....;.,·. ~I .... rhl.&,;,v-. _______ _ 
ProbatIon Counaeaor ; and Counul _.-.l.'-'f ....... ' .><1.. .... ' ... '_\1.-______ _ 
, .. Clerk'. mlnutll). 

II. FINDINGS 

2.1 , ) Ttle reepondent ,ailed to appear. 
, ) Probable hee "I~I""'",- i" , , \, 1_ 

2.2 f() OTHER: - s----'":·c.~"_'~tw(.::..:; .. ;;;.,~·--,:.:-"'~,..::~·---=~;...·...,.....;....' -''(''":-..-,.,.1..;.-'_'_'-4_·'.;.''"'"<--.. _' ______ _ 

2.3 ( ) An uralgnment w .. held. A pi .. of ( ) not guilty ( ) eullty WII entertel. 

III. ORDER 

3. 1 ( ) A _rrant of IIPprehenalon Ihlll iuue for reaponcllnl 

3.2 ( I 7heCourt'I orde,dated _________ 11 hereDy IIIIIIIdICf II 'OIIOWI: _____ . ______ _ 

H<. •. ., I ~ / '{( 3.3'" I The hearing lit 'or ______ --I-_..,;~--....... _ ....... _ ..... ______ '.llrlcllen. 

u tI(f TtIe next Court eppurlllCllllIt for __ ..;:~-::.;.·.l_i_,..-I.:...'...l! ..... ) .....;... .. ·...Jf~(~· · _______ It 

· ____ 4;O .. ~l'tIocd ... _.~iIIII~ .. /iiII..:I9-.------" .. r'na. 

3.5 ITISFURTHEROR~~~_,_~~~l~> _____ ._,_ •. -.-.-.~~ ______ ._--"-.. -.-\~--~(~C!+:--------------------------------
\ I 

-"l. \. I <t'" 

,,_ .' ,. ~ f', .. , Deled: ________ .... :._..:_::,'...:.._. ____ _ 

. ". . , 
"pprO\ledlCopy Received· 

=--:-----::----------- -----------
Prubillion CuulUlelur 

ORDER ON REVIEW 
1'11)11011 

f 
=--.-~~~~~-~-----------Clerk 01 Court/Dlle Approved 

\ 

-Dl 
RotSllOndenl .---- I 

1.. 
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10 
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1.3 

14 

18 

1.7 

1.8 

• 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT. KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
JUVENILE COURT 

STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) CASE NO. 8&-8-02275-1 

PI.intiff, 
) 
) NOTICE OF APPEARANCE X 

vs. 
) 
) WAIVER OF ARRAICNMENT 
) 

STEVEN SWENSON ) JURY I)EMAND 
D.B. 08-0'-72 Defendant 

) 
) JURY WAIVER 

1. I appear for the above named dofendant. 

A. Defendant demands a iury. 2. I 

( B. Defendant waives Jury. I heve discus.ed the subject with my 
client and I am authorized to .ake this •• Iver. 

3. Defendant w.lves arr..ignmant 

,. Defendant waive, the gO-day rule 

S. REQUESTS DISCOVERY 

Dated this 21st day of 

Julr: ' lI8U. 

[ J Ve. l J No 

[XI Yes [ ) No 

I J Y •• I ) No 

• 

W •• ley C. Hohlbein 
A tiorn.y for b.lindint 
Suite .. 00 Arcllc Building 
7011 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Wa.ington 981011 
(206) 6216- 0066 

.; .... 
\ '1 

\ \ '~llt ___ '{Y' 

HOHLBKUl .. i'E'l'TY 
..... '1' .... AaoIft4I",,_ 

,.. T ..... II A"IUIU • 
... ftUL lIt ...... _ ..... ......... 



.~.: 

COURT OF WNllHINP.T~ 
COUNTY OF KINe, :' ,. 

JUYINU 
------------------~~~~~~~~I,S 

Stat. of Washington v. .: ' 

• 
8(.,- {( ... 0'.2 1'1 r-/ 

ORDER ON ( ) REVIEW ( I OTHER 

I, IlASIS 

1,1 A -----,CEO--· ..... &JtI; ............ ---"..,.Ing W" Ht belar.11MI und.,,.lgnecS on ---47~/""l,.'.£....tJtt."""L...-,----
1.2 PtItIICIM IPpurlna WMI! ttle Nlpondenland parente.,; the Proeecutlng Allorney __ .....;l ..... L2~-.Qabh~~ ____ _ 

Prot.tlon Coun'" i 811dcoun .. I __ .....i .. c.':I'iIIl11..'ne_ .. e=a' ------

( ... Clerk'. mlnut .... 

II. FINDINGS 

2.1 ( ) Tile respond.nt falleel 10 appeer. 
( ) Prat.bIe cau .. hal ta.n ntablflheca. 

2.2 ( ) OTH!ft ~ "Cl4--1ct b 

U ( I An arraignment .... MId. A pi .. of C ) not guilty ( , guilty _. ent., ... 

III.OADER 

3.1 ( ) A warrant 0' apprellenllon .",,, Illue for r •• ponden., 

3.2 ( ) TheCoc.lrt'.ordIrdateel __________ I.ller.by .......... ,DlIGw.: ___________ _ 

3.3 ( I Theh .. rlnilltfor 7-?k& Iss'rlcken. 

3.. ( , ThlnextCourtappeerancelaHtfor ""-.2r:.df. ____ It 

co m. .Hc; ".arlng. 

3.~ IT IS ,.UATHEA ORDERED: __ ""::O>""""'!i'jh~IoI~OIi? ... .....;i-hr;K¥.4I--e-... : 1.-... < .. 4 .. ,._CC"'Jt4.I .. I.-_,~..A.~-r::;;I.-_&~_CCL.,.l;=6_~1o!I,.. __ _ 

OIt .. : 7111 JI4 r • 
Presentea by: 

App,oved,Copy Rec:elved' 

.~~-?tL eVA 
'- puly PrOI8Cuting Allorney 

~Hor. CownMIOr 

ORDER ON REVIEW 
rage 1 011 

« ik(-y" 
LII'~'fo( 1o' Respondent 

',1 , 



;li 

SUPERIOR COURT OF W~TON 
COUNTY OF KING;" l' r: 

State of Was"lngton v. 

JUVENILE . 

"I. ~_. ~.~ , .. .., ,'1 .... ,1\ •• WAIVING HEARING ANO 
tl ~.,- .,,:, ..... OJ',, FOR FACT FINDING 

I. BASIS 

The rellPondent having been .rreigned and Ih. pa,I:., having .. , a CIt .. Alling haarlng. both parU .. -area that ,aid heating 
may be waived. I)u,auant to the fOUowlng agreed order. 

/ ! II. ORDER ~ 
It fact-fInding hearl".!~. I day Of_(J=-c7t __ lJ _____ .111 n "at 1:30 and t ... ca .... Ulng h ..... ng 

5e. for ?: ~~-_--IIII'ricken. 

,. ~e .. Iected fecf rlndlng dale 'I beyond 
~n~~'1 .e'vethe ap .. dy Irlal rule unfll_-J ...... =--t=;:.,f-=,~J-+9 .. ~::z..---~----------~..--

2. X:a axohange of dlocOllefY aha" be completed by_~q_~!tl!~.r;E:;r:l~_,4~;j!ji[4;U;.c;_~U!...J.1:I.C~J-_ 
( I The exchenge of dl,coyery II comple'e (10 Ihe knowledge of the parties'. 

3. 

... Coun.el have entered Inlo Ihe following IIiPUlehonl: __ I.JU~.!:Icm~~~ ..... _________________ _ 

5. There ( 

6. 

7. OTHEfII: 

Law),., tor re-.pendent h •• corf!rmed the n •• t court d.le wi:h r •• pf\nde"t. 

C..ted: =r-dS-~ __ 

-~~ 
'I . , .. ,,,"- '" \Ii : ! .; .. , • ... l 

R •• pondanl 

ORDER WAIVING HE~~"'D 5E'TI"'G 
FOR FACT FINOING 
""011 1 Of I 

'} 
~. 



In tlJ, 8uptru. GtDUrt of ill' eta_of lIa.a1tinubm 
'.: - i' • Iff tfJI QtD1DllU Df EIII8 

,'/ Jlli. :~ ,'\ ~~: ~i, '51:. JUYENILf DEPARTMENT 

STATE OF WASHINIiTON. ' 

Phintfff:,;; 
I .. ::\ NO. 86-8-02275-1 

v. 

Steven Daniel Swenson [ 
Unlawful Imprisonment 
Simple AliJ8au1t 
86207909 

I.D. ____ ~a-~O~4~-~7~2~~----------------
Respondent. 

sua,POENA 

r
, TO: 
'-

[ 

[ 

Anthony Vega 
6317- 11th NW 
Sea 

Nioole Johns 
5338 - 7th HE 
Sea 

Millisa Miller 
1101 NW 65th 
Sea 

789-3233 

524-3157 

784-3068 

[ 

r 
L 

D. L.McCoy (Officer) '3260 
SPD Unit 423 625-4056 

Det. Vanderlaan ~3134 
Unit 352 SPD 625-4431 

Jon Love !!n! 
-----r'Irr-: ___ ~~-~I"'!'W'" ... -II~ 'nlIICVC1111 At~. 

will '" * Mo" ttI,hi •• ca •• for tile Statll. M~IIZl 
CArolyn McKee - Paralegal 

IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. You I,.. hereby c:o_nded to be Ind Ippelr It the 
SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF WASHIN&TIJf. King Count1. tn the court roc. It 1st 
Hil list Alder St1"Ht. SEATTLE" It 1:16 o'cloCk tft the aftemoon G1 t.... =!:.y 
of OctoDer • 1J .,6 to ta.t1f1 II • wtuwll til tKI 
above.entitlea cause pen~1n~ana £0 remafn in ,ttendanci at .Iid court until d1Icha"ed. 
and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL. ,.11ure to CDIIPly .., be cluse for I warTInt for your 
Irre5t and punishment for failure to appelr. 

krd 

M. JANICE ~ICHELS. Cle~, 
by ~,-4') / 

~y Clei=k 

.. -. 
I' ,.-



.. _.' ", .. ". ...... ,._-.... _ ...... "- ._ ........ 

STATE OF WASHINGTON.' 
," : 

. ' . '.,. 

P1a1nt1 ff •. 

v. 

Steven Daniel Swenson 

NO. 

[ 

86-8-02275-1 

Unlawful Imprisonment 
Simple Assault 
86207809 

8.0. _____ ~8~-~04w.-~7~2~~~--------------
Respondent. 

SUBPOENA 
r

TO: 
L... 

[ 

[ 

Anthony Vega 
6317- 11th NW 
Sea 

Nicole Johns 
5338 - 7th NE 
Sea 

Millisa ~1iller 
1101 NW 65th 
Sea 

789-3233 

524-31';7 

784-3068 

[ 

[ 

( D. L.McCoy (Officer) 13260 
SPD Unit 423 625-4056 

! 

Oat. Vanderlaan '313~ 
Vnit 352 sro 625-4431 

Jon Love ~ 
---___ I"C"r'......--=~..__ ___ ~~ Depu~ 'rostcut111f AttDJ"IIti • 

.. ill tr)' iiIi Il10''. tad d.a eal. far tile stU.. M~i"l 

CArolyn M~Kee - P~ralegal 

IN TH£ N~ME OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. You .re hereby commanded to be and ,pp •• ~ It the 
SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF WASHINGTON, King County. in thl court room at 1st 
1211 E.st Alder Streit, SEATTLE. at 1:15 o'clock 1~ the afternoon 0' the day 
of Oct.ober • Ie 86 • to te.tify II • wttnen fn' tlii! 
above-entitled cause pendfng,and to remain in attendance It 'ltd court until discharged • 
• nd HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL. F.ilure to comply may be cluse for I warrant ~or your 
Irre,t and pu"i$~m.nt for failure to appear. 

krd 

~ .. ~, t~er~('f, tb;~ .'~v 

~l. JAN ICE M r C H EL S. S u ;' e r ; 0 r 

~v:._ . . _.~.~~~~~~_ 
~UBPOr.NA RETUIH! 

hereby certify ttl.::; I per50nal!/ 5ervpd the abovl" subpoena Dn ~'ach per-Sf) 1 
whose name appears above by (1iving hiill/her a tr.e copy) ('F!.~vi"9 It tr1le copy 
et the p13c

h
e,fJf hi~/her huc,il1P';s/rpsidence with ... __ .:_'. _ )_) in Klng 

County, \-las 1ngtcn. - .~ L-
--) " 

_., - I _ \, ..... 

r . r r ... " , ... 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Pla;ntiff, 

Y. 

t' ", 
':.. '. to' 

Steven Daniel Swenson 

NO. 

[ 

86-8-02275-1 

Unlawful Imprisonment 
Simple Assault 
86207909 

~. 
l'l. B.D. __ .....;8:;:.-...:0~4~-... 7~2:;....~~ _______ _ 

~. f ~~!~:;l~::~ 
SUBPOENA 

789-3233 
[ 

ii.'. 

D. L.MCCoy (Officer) 
SPO Unit 423 625-4056 

t326(J 

f Oet. Vanderlaan #3134 
Unit 352 SPD 625-4431 

l . 
Nicole Johns 
5338 - 7th NE 
Sea 

[ 
524-3151 

t.'.: [ .:~ 
~:' 
~:,~ 

Millisa Miller 
1101 NW 65th 
Sea 

·.-.'·· ... :·1· 

" 
f. 
0, 

f, 

f 

784-3068 
Jon Love 
___ ~~~~~~~~~ Dlouty 'ro"cUlt"l AUo""". win t'7 CM llIOvl '''tHIIc1 .... f!er til. s..... :l41-25.l 

CArolyn ~tcKee - Paralegal 

IN THE N,I."!E OF THE STATl OF WASHINGTON. You I" h,"by COlllUndid to be and apP4llr at the 
SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF WASHINGTON, King County, 1ft the court roam at 1st 
1211 Elst Alder Str.tt. SEATTLE. It 1:15 o'~lo'k in tht Ifternoon of the day 
of October • 19 86 • to tesUfy II • "Unl" tn the 
above-entitled cluse penij1ng,lnarto remain in attendanct It said court until discharged, 
and HEREIN FAll NOT AT YOUR PERIL. F.ilure to comply .. y be CIUS. for a .arrant for your 
arrest Ind punishment for flilure to appelr. 

krd 

S~al thereof, this ;!l.Iy 
,~ ,1ANTrF MICHEl S, Suoerior Court C 1 edt 

0..(~-. ~ ., y' .' '? 
J • --_ •••. ' _ .• ~ ~tA,)21f.J 

~UBPOErzA RETL'QN 
I hereby certify that I ~ersonal Ij served the above subpoena on eacn person 
whose name appears above bv Iqivinn him/her ~ tr ,Ii! cOPJ I ( leClving " t,.qe cop). 
tt the place of his/her busi~e3s/rcside"ce ~tith <)'/'L)) in King 
Co U n t y, \tJ ash; n g ton. . " ___ .40 --, ?,. ,,~f 

~. t 

t.,~ .. • r 
", r f , ...... r + h,' f' ,,,., ..... 



•. 
~."P~.J .. ~ .~ f,~.r ' • . :-..... 

. ,'" 
0' .' -........ ~ . 

I 
I 

• 

In'°tflP·7.8uppr~ Cltnurt Df t1}r &tatt Df JDu1tl1iugtnn 
. \:. :,.~.; l'~' .,' \": 22 ~Pr tiJr GJounty Df ICtnu 

.. '"' "I ,. 

STATE'OF'WAsHINGTON~ 

Plaintiff, 

Y. 

Steven Daniel Swenson 

JUYENILf DEPARTMENT 

NO. 

[ 
B.D. ____ ~9-_0~4r--7~2~~~--------------

86-8-02275-1 

Unlawful Imprisonment 
Simple Assault 
86207809 

SUBPOENA 

i:/ ~ 
~. L.. 
\:,", 

Rispondent. 

f Anthony Vega 
6317- 11th NW 

. Sea 789-3233 
[ 

D. L.McCoy (Officer) 
SPD Unit 423 625-4056 

13260 

f· 

,. 
~. 

Nicole Johns 
5338 - 7th NE 
Sea 524-3157 

[ 
Det. Vanderlaan t3134 
Unit 352 SPO 625-4431 

Millisa Miller 
1101 N\'l 65th 
Sea 784-3068 

. ~ 
IOTJtr I Jon Love ----

___ ---,Tr"-=--~-. __ ~~~Deput7 '1"Oltcut1nl Atso,.,...." 
will tl'1 UIe ,"V, ,nt1tle. ca., ~D" tile Stn.. ,.1-2521 I 

CArolyn McKee - Paralegal OJ 

IN T!o!E N.I~E OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. lou .... h.,..by conaand.d to be Ind Ippear at the 
SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF WASHINGTON. King County. in ~ eourt rooM It 1st 
1211 EAst Alder Street. SEATTLE~ It 1:15 o'clock in the afternoon of the dAY 
of October • 19 tS6 • to test1fy ... wttneJl fn t'fi. 
above-entitl.d caus. p.nd1ng,and to rema1n in .ttendlnce .t said court until d1Icha~ed. 
Ind HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL. Failure to comply .. y be cluse for. w.rrant for your 
Irreit and punfshment for f.ilure to 'ppelr. 

krd 

S,~al thereof, this i!~y 
M. JANICE MICHELS, Superior Court Cleric 

~(~ ~ "v· . ) 
---- .L_~ '~1f) 

~ U B P (I HI ARE T L: !( t; 

I he)' e bye e r t i f y t hi! tIp e r S 0 f'\ a 1 ~ j :. (> J'" ... 'l (1 t" C ,) b c ~ e sub poe :1 a c " ~ a c 11 p e I"S ~~1 
whose name appears above by (ql~ln9 hi~!her a tr.e copy) (leaving a ttye 0 y 
.,t t"e place of hiS/her hU51npc;s/rel;dence",w1th t:.,~)~ () in Kin 
C IJ U n t y. I-I as,", i "g ton - - .l.>-1lI: ...... A!h. l-/ 

.,"" .. v" ~~,. '.,,- --. )) Ji.~? 
•• ~~ ....... lo· ;t ... , • I , ('" .... ~c:.._, .. __ .J 

nl'Tp:-ror ,..,t Ti:Tr;';,ir:r -00-

~ 

i 
'11 

i 
.~-
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I 
STATE OF WA$HtHQi'ON. . .' 

j' ~'.'., 
NO. 86-8-02275-1 

Pllintiff. 

v. 

Steven Daniel Swenson [ 
Unlawful Imprisonment 
Simple Assault 
86207809 

I.D. ____ ~8_-0~~r.-~7~2~~~-------------
Ri'"spondent. 

SUBPOENA 
r

TO: 
L-

[ 

[ I 

Anthony Vega 
6317- 11th NW 
Sea 

Nicole Johns 
5338 - 7th HE 
Sea 

Mill iRa Miller 
1101 NW 65th 
Sea 

D. L.McCoy (Officer) '3260 
SPO Unit 423 625-4056 

789-3233 
[ 

524-3157 

ru- 30U 

[ 

i) c:.. 
Jon Love 

Oet. Vanderlaan '3134 
Unit 352 SPO 625-4431 

----,.W'r"l~=~~~rn'!:~ h,ut7 ''''Rut''', ACta"..,. will t" 1M ... " •• "ctti •• UN for lilt scate. aU-HI: 
CArolyn "lcKee - Paralegal 

IN Tfo!! N~"4£ OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. You a,.. hlreby CMMnded to be an4 appear It tltl 
SUPERIOR COURT 0' the STATE OF WASHJNtiTDN. Ktng Count1. 1ft thl court raCIIII It 1st 
1211 ElSt Alder St .... t. SEAmE.I It 1:1& O'ClOCk 1n the Iftel"noon 01 till day 
Df October • 11 16 to telttf, I •• WItness tn • 
Ibove-enti!l'd CIVSI pena1ng,lnd to rema'n In attendance It 'Itd eo~ until discharged. 
and H£R£!N FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL. ,.11ure to conpty IIIJ' be CIV •• for. ".rrant for your 
'I"rest Ind punishment for 'Iilu,. to appelr. ~ (,' 

.rr, D I 'rl I-t--.... -·-.J . .;.ZJJ. ~--... .. #"'---?.<"" ~\..tI:...e". , ".' r~ -' ., 
tFif Of d rd, t-Y.~b.~ .. ~1!rY- G/ 

/?z u.~-r.4-f~'~ S~al thereof. this c:!ay 
./J • .,-' A' ".,A---' ~. JANICE H rCH[LS. Super"ior Court r· ~'." J." I .qt~,-~(-",,-,., • ~ ~ JJ _ . J 

r:"'~ ''':'~'I; .~ .• ~; Itt' .-- PoY: ~~ ~,jt.(~-c'l14.4.L 
~:JBPOENA IlETURN 0 

Clerk 

I hereby certift that I pprsonally served the ab~ve subpoena on ~ach person 
whose name appears abOVe? by \CJ1\1in~' h1J;:,'her a tr.e copy) (leaving a trill" copy 
I!c· t thtl! "ll,ac~iOfthis/her business/res1de'lce with .. _ ... _ ... _____ .> 1n Kfl1g 

oun ,Y. ·.asn "9 on. 

1.« ~ i. ,;/'1"1 J ,.... ' .... 
~ :'>It 'j;.' --'. -', ~ . , 0"-7 ".j ).- ~ .... 

·~-;....:f::'.Jr- .. - _ ... - .... --.~::.. ... -.!-.~==~. 0f'f;··;'r ,-, t. (' r:-. ur ! 



... 

! 

In tlJt &upfr~ Q!ourt of tlJt eta" of JDn.slttU!1tmt 
~nr Ill' QIoun!y at Etq 

JUVENIL£ DEPARTMENT 

STATE OF WASHINGTON. NO. 

Plaintiff. 

v. 

Steven Daniel Swenson [ 
1.0. ____ ~8-~O~4~-~7£2~~--------------

86-8-02275-1 

Unlawful Impri~onment 
Simple Assault 
86207809 

SUBPOENA 
Respondent. 

[ 
D. L.MCCoy (Officer) 
SPD Unit 423 625-4056 

13260 i 
f 
! 

[ 

Anthony Vega 
6317- 11 th N\f 
Sea 

Nicole Johns 
5339 - 7th NE 
Sea 

789-3233 

524- 3lS'} 

[ 
Det. Vanderlaan '3134 
Unit 352 SPD 625-4431 I 

~ 
r 
L \ 

Millisa Miller 
1101 NW 65th 
Sea 784-3068 ~ 

,10n I.ove IICITICE t 
___ ~~~~~~~~~IIIPUt.J 'roIK1I\t .. A\ta"",. 1 

.hi t.,r u. Il10'' IlIt1t11" cue f,r VIe State. ""ZS21'~ 
CArolyn McKee - Para~e9al .~ 

., 

IN TH! ~}I}~E OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. You Ire hereby co"""nd.d to be and app.ar at the ,~ 
SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF WASHINGTON. Ittng County, tn ttl. court roDil It lRt 
1211 EASt Alder Street, SEATTLE. It 1:15 o'clock in the afternoon of till ~ day i 
of October • 19 86 , to testifl I. I wtWIS tft tfti 
aboYe-lntitl'd caus. plna1ng,and £0 remain tn attendance at said court until d1schart1d , 
and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL. Failure to cOllPly lIlY be caus. for I "arrant for your 
Irre5t and punishment for failure to appear • 

krd 

'loa, thereuf, this'l,t 
~, JANICE MICHllS. Suoerior Court Clerk 

~('t& . At,J n, V' ., I ' --.. - .~ .. . ~~U~ _ __ . 
~ lJ 8 Po ttl ARE T l' ~ ~! 

I hereby certify th~t 1 p~rso~a' Iy served the above subpoena on each person 
whose name appears above bY.(l')iving him/her d tr,e copy) (1eaving a tl"!le copy 
~ t the 0 la ceo f r.; ~ I "e r bus I n e s :./ r I? 5 ide nee ~: ~ t ~ ) inK! n 9 
Count;-. :!d~hingtcr;, _.,--.. ----... -----

~ .... 
" ;: ~ .... ,". ~-- ., r ';". ;- .. -:- ; 

" :'," 



SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

JUVENILE COURT 

State of Washington v. ~Jt) M'A/lc/""-
5We A/.!:;~AI 

BO 

I BA515 

ORDER WAIVING HEARING AND 

SETTINO FOR PLEA 

The raspondanl having been arraigned and Ihe panles having sel a CIIII. lIelllng hurlng. bOlh parl~s agree- '1'1.1 aid hear1ng 
mllY be waived. pursuant 10 tha following agr"menl: 

Tha raapondent. having received diSCOvery and discussed Ihe case and Ihl' alemenla of tha ollense with cOunHlj h.lla~"I"'. 
Iy dac:icMd 10 enler a plea of guilty I &.o11'Dine offenallls) charglld In Counl(e) of IhalnfDnn.lkln ( 4ot--
10 IIIe oUenH(a, ohargad in lhe Informallon 10 be amended on moll on ollhe ala'a .. followa: •. , 

'1J111fI~ 1I!E~ " OS 

~it~ Th. I ghearlngt.ltllor &w",e-/,2 . I. I" ,if( ::> p , 

The _e altall be a.t over for pl •• and dlsposillon, 10 be he'd '"a ., q ~ day of N. V .. • , «t-
al ~A.M. and "'" speedy Ir,al rule'e waived balw.en Ihe dale of Ihla ordar and Ihe dal. for pi .. and diapoalllon. 

II O"DE" 

ISaltlcUrr. 

.1I.u 

Lllwyer ror respondent nllll confirmed It'e nox' CO"" da'e wiih 'espondenr. 

{ 

Ralpon"e;,1 P'oOallon 011,,.., MailS'"., 

ORDER WAIVING HEARING AND 
SETT'NG ~OR Pl["'DISPOSITION 
Page I 01 1 

. _ ..... --".' '--'--" ".-.----~'. 
Oar!' illlurcweu [J~ G'Ir. ot Couri 

... - . ~.... .. .. ~. ----

.,.; 

I 
I 

., 
f 



,..,.. . 
SlJIJI;AIOA COURT OF WASHINGTON 

COUNTY OF KINO ., .:.' 11 
JU·.'§NtLE rOUAT 

Stat. of WUhlngton Y. • 
/7 . ~. 

J.~ J' '. 
~ ':Cic·it'.-<, . '':<JU'«'·n"r/.,:;. ./ 

J .. 

. . 
OROEA ON ( ) REVI!W ( ) OTHER 

,) /)"i' 
1.1 A·I/bc?!;lJ.i!t£~ 

I. BASIS 

h .. r'"11 w .... I before lhe under.lllntd on 

i/ 
'.2 P.~. lIPPeari"8 were: the ,.epond."1 .nd pare"t("; tl'l. Proeeculinll Altorney 

Probation Counaelor ; III1d eounNI ____________ _ 

t- CI.-k', mlnulH). 

II. FINDINGS 

2.3 ( I An arraignment ... held. A pi .. 01 ( ) not guilty ( , lIullly w" IfIltrtcl. 

til. ORDER 

3.2 ( I The Coo.Irt', orderdaled ________ 1. hereby ............ followl: __________ _ 

--------_._--_. .-..... -

3.3 M The heerlng HI 'or _~..L--.-;...--L-....loL:£:~ _ ___r------I •• trlck.". 

ORDER ON REVIEW 
Page 1 01 , 

" ~",~ ___ z:1--L.J-....... ""-~_::. .. -----.I-.... ~:....:..;v~v~-am'pm fora 

~;.p 't..-U ... J. ~ 

~ ----e'en. 0' Court/De" Apprt'V80 

1 .' ,. ,. 
I I . 
. . ~/ I'" / 1 

. L. r.. #. '/ C -l.H . .L ~'" 
Lawyer 10' Responden! 

~ •• pond.nl 
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• 
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING dO~y2 

JUVENILE DEPARTMENT 

'::. ~. ::::., 
", .• w .. ' 

:-iJ~ 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) 
.1 •• ·.\ 

) 
Plaintiff, ) NO. 86-8-02215-1 

) 
VB. ) CERTIFICATION IN SUPPORT OF 

) MOTION AND ORDER PERMITTING 
STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON ) AMENDMBNT OF INFORMATION 

) 

B.D. 08/04/72 ~ 
) 

Respondent. ) 
) 

That Nicole MacInnes, is a deputy prosecuting attorney in 
and for King County, Washington, and is familiar with the records 
and files herein; that since the filing of the Information on 5 
June 1986, the following (as checked) has occurred. 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

taJ new chargers] have (has] been received by the 
Prosecutor'. Office, that the Information should be 
amended to add this [these) new chargers]: 

that an error was made in the date of the offense 
charged in the Information, that the Information 
should be amended to correct the date of the 
offense; 

that an error was made in the charging language of 
the Information but the offense remains the same: 
that the Information should be amended to correct 
the charging language, 

The amended Information more accurately describes 
the respondent's criminal behavior: 

~. ',-:1'. .. ' • 

", .. ~ 
, ",~', 



• 
that ba.ed upon the above an order should be entered permitting 
the filing of an amended Information. 

Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
Washington, 1 certify that t~C!-lPregolng i~rue and Freet. 
Signed and dated by me th1sc::l:l:: day of lJl (7"\.~ 
1986. at seattle, Washington. 

}I) ~ ~~A,.,p. <. Au 

NICOLE MACINNES 
Senior Deputy prosecuting Attorney 



-. ! • I 'CO.' 

•••• 
•• j .... ". 

3: S3 

.... 
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNT! 

JU"-ENIr.E DEPARTMENT 

STATE OF WASHINGTON. ) 
) 

Plain~iff , ) NO. 86-8-02215-1 
) 

VS. ) MOTION AND ORDER 
) PERMITTING AMENDMENT OP 

STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON ) INFORMATION 
) 

B.D. 08/04/72 ) 
) 

Respondent. ) 
) 

COMES NOW Norm Maleng, proeecuting Attorney for King 

County, Washington, by and through his deputy, ~icole MacInnes, 

and moves the Court for an order permitting amendment of an 

Information, filed heretn 5 June 1986, for the reasons as set 

forth in the certification attached hereto. 

NORM MAL ENG 
P.~cuti~g A~torney n 
~ ~...)(e@... .. ~ ~ 

By: 
NICOLE MACINNES 
Senior Deputy prosecuting A~torn.y 

o ROE R 

THIS MATTER coming on regularly f~r hearing before the 

undersigned Judge/Court Commissioner ot the above-entitled court 

on the day below named, upon application of the state of 

Washington for leave to fIle an amended information herein. and 

the court being fully advised in the premises: NOW, THEREFORE, 

_ ...... 



! 

I 

.~ 

... 

": : 1" 

• 
IT IS HBREBY ORDBRED that the state of Washington, 

Plaintiff, be and hereby is permi~ted to file an amended 

information herein. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this 

1986. 

preaenteeS by: 

~~NN~~~ 
Senior Deputy Pros.outing Attorney 

" , ," c,.~.~ • awr··."·· 
....... j·l, 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FO~ KI-NG CoqNTY ':. :' 
JUVENILB DEPARTMBNT ,., . 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

I'laintiff, 

v. 

STBVBN DANIBL SWBNSON 
B.D. 8/4/72 

Respondent. 

) 
) 

) 
I 
) 

I 
I 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. 86-8-02275-1 

SBCOND AMENDED INFORMATION 

. I, Norm Maleng, prosecuting Attorney for King County in 
the name and by the authority of the state of Washington, do 
accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of UNLAWFUL 
IMPRISONMBNT, committed as follows: 

That the re.pondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King 
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did knowingly restrain 
Anthony Vega, Nicole Johns and Melissa Miller, human being., 

Contrary to RCM 9A.40.040, and against the peace and 
dignity of the state of Washington. 

COUNT II 

And 1, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid 
further do accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of SIMPLB 
ASSAULT, a crime of the same or similar character a8 Count I, 
committed as follows. 

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swanson, in King 
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did assault Anthony 
Vega, a human being, 

Contrary to KCW iA.36.D40, and ~w~!ns~ the peace and 
dignity of the state of washington. 

) {'" .J ) 
/ ....... 
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• 
COUNT III 

And I. Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid 
further do accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of SIMPLB 
ASSAULT, a crime of the same or similar character as Counts I and 
II, committed ae follows: 

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King 
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did assault Nicole 
Johns, a human being, 

Contrary to RCW 9A.36.040, and against the peace and 
dignity of the state of washington. 

NORM MALENG 
prosecuting 

'-11~ 
By 
NICOLE MACINNBS 
Senior Deputy prosecuting Attorney 

For 
JONATHAN LOVE 
De~uty prosecuting Attorney 

(KAREN A. WILLIE) (P) 

~. ~ 

. ,'" /!,,~.~ :i 

..... 

;'., ,,:;~.~~~ ,: 
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scOtlIS Code: /' 
_PREHRG .J6jrsPHRG 

_POSTHRG _MINUTE 

_SCHRG 

_NJ Trial 

Dep.~ _?J Date Yj4 &i7 
Paqe of t' » 

TRIAL/NON-TRIAL 

1iIaO!;e/Court Comm1ssionel":~",~-",::~~~~~""'!i"""" 

coord1natol"r~~~~~~rzi~~(4~_",!, 

Courtroom Clerk:~~~~~~~~~~~~:"-
Court P..eporter /Recorder ;_~~~",,"_""'~::;-'_""-__ 

King County Cause No. & ..... -L"--...Ia:..a;.~~~~:...~L--..£/ _______ _ 
In Re: The Wel fare ()f: ---==P"7"'----'7r-~,__-------------------
STATE Of WASHINGTON vs: ~4)2?''4f/~/ 

Type of Hearing: /,k$.&~ 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorne;_~~~",G~II:i~,,""'-~~ICi·~~"-I~~r;./..::d;;...-______________ _ 

Assistant At~iGenera': 
ResponGent: ~~ 
Respondent's - Guardian Ad Li 

Attorney:~~~~~~~~~ZG~~~~ _______________________ ___ 

parent(s):~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ __ ~ __ ~ ________ ~ ___ 

Agency Cas~ork~r(s):~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Minute Entry 



SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

JUVENILE COURT 

- 1-') . 
. .,... ~ .. ~" 

• • • :- {olJ 

State of Washington v. NO. 
STATEMENT OF JUVENILE 

Or=FENDER ON PLEA OF GUlL TV 

t. 

2. -...L.--f-------------- year. and I am competonl to understand the Chargeea) end the 

3. I know Inat I nave Ine rlgnllo a lawyer. lind that ill cannol aHord to pay for alawyar. tha Court will provtde me with one at no 
C08t. 

4. 
UJeJ ' IJ/;! ';e.;)..,J 

Mylawyerll_~~~=__~~~~~--~~-----------------------------~-----------

5. 

______________________________________ and I ha". Deen glYtln a c;opyo' theoMrge(aJ.. 

6. Tlla Court ha. told ma IIlCI I am aWlre 11111: _____________________________________ _ 

la' I hava Iha rlglll to hear and aueatlon wllnelsa, who mlghll •• Ufy again II m •. 
ID) I ha"l ttl. Ilghlto have wllneu .. 11,II'y fDr m •. Th ••• wltn •• a" may ba required to appear al no COlt to 1TIf'. 

Ie) I nlve tne right to taltlfy on my own "hilif but I do not II,,,. to te.tlfy on my own behalf, and Ine fEI that I coo not to 
teatily on my own bahalf oannol be lIald agalnat me. 

(d) The offenae<a' I MI cllarged wltll mUlt be lIfovan beyonCl I reuonable doubt. 
Ie' I have e right to appeal a conviction after I Irili. 
[II If I plead guilty I give up Ina.e rlgnls. Ind I Clnnot cnenoe my plea. II Ihe Ooun In making Ita dl_poeltlon ent .... 

dllpolltlon outlloe tile slandard ranga. alter making' finding of manlf.at In/ultlcl. I undaraland that alther tile State or 
I may apPHI. 

T. I nave been lold th.t I'" Court will conlider my criminal 1I1110ry. 
My orimlnal hiatory ia (offen,e/dal":..· ____________________________________ _ 

8. I h .... bean lold Iha' wlln my criminal hiSlory ana present OffenllS)I ,m classl)l"'~' j minorlflr:st offender I I neither. 
mlnorltlrct ncr:. aer!ou, ,!,'f~n~.' [ 1 •• .,it"JUA offend.,. -vn i I" J I~ rrI-I-J. ~-"""" . ,., a, - ,,,,"', 
.. .,~ Court "18 lOld me '''a' tha Itand,rd sanl.n e l.aI10' for tnl cllarga(.' is _________________ _ 

("<I;)'lrnu,.t- ft.; .. 

---"'- - ---" -"-r- .-
--_. __ ._--------------_-.:....-

srATEMeNT 01 Ju· ... GFF ~"F,fA ~I '-i"I~" 
:; .!eR 01 , RCW '~4(' , JO) 

.'u ~1 OIIUO Ioeo wp~ 

PIQe ! ot.1 

ORIGINAL - LEGAL FU 

I 

J'!. 

rtf •. ts"'i'tt 



·. .. NO. 

, ) Ilf bOll ,. checked) or. term of community lup.nolalon 10' a period 0' not more than 1 year wnlcn may Includa eona or more of tn. 
100lowlng: ,al up to 1100 IInelbl up to 1!1O hours ot Gommunlly service leI altend 'nlormallon and/or aoun •• llng (II) detenUo" of up to 
30 days (no detention t'me 'or minortrlflt offendlt'). 

g. I nave been told thai lhe ProalOuling AUorn., will lake Ihe lollo""'ng acllon and maka Ihe lOllowlnll recommendation to tha Court: __________________ __ 

10. ~III take the following ec:llon and make the lollowlna recommendation to Ine 

11. I nava bMn Ioid that tile Court doH not have to follow either the P,-utlng Attorney', or the Probltlon Counselor'l recom
mendation for mil' unl_, and could commit me to tha Dapartment of lnatltutlona until my 21al. birthday. I have .'ao bMn 
Ioid lhat It I plead guilty 10 tnllllh"l1 o"e"llI(a) Ihat I1/lh." will become. patt of my crlmiMiI hlltory. 

12. The Court ft .. _ked me to .. ata In ;ny own worcta what I did that 

13. 

1~. 

15. 

16. 

This la my atalement-,.,..""7_IM1!:IC,.....~-----=:;;... .... '4~fJ=(iH~f_~~ .. ~rtI_=:....--------

I m"e Ihl. pIN freely MId nIIuntanly. No one hal tnreetlln.o to harm me or anyone al .. In order to hava me plaecl gull.,.. 

No ona h_ mllde any prami ... to make me plead guilty, e"cept a. wrlllan In this stalement. 

I "ave read or someone naa read 10 me evaryllling printed above Ind I have t..en given. GOPY 01 Ihis atatement. I have no mora 
Questlonl to ask the Court 

JUVE ILl! OFFENDE"'S SIONATURE 

STATFIlAI'NT nl.IIIV OFF .. n PI t. <.1 G!JI!!Y 

IJllCfI 0' 7/w;"" l:UO 'JIll 
P4Q" 7 I·i'.l 

(NIGINAL .• LEQAl ~fl.f 

· ... 1 ' .• ,,'. "" .. , ' .. 'r ( h t 'sn t iZ' . " ·"lAt..·: I ,. ,.~ • 

.) 
., 

'. ~ j. 

j .~ 
] 

I· ,) 
i: j 
j .' • .~ 1 1 
... 

~ 
.~ , ~ .' f 

~ 

~ ·f 

f 
.'. 

II, 



NO. 

I have carelully gone over Ihe .oOYII enumerated ilems ,,- ·16 with my chent and I Dal t ho/sna fully undlrstands tllem and 
that he/she I. entering IhiD pi .. knowingly. 'nlllllloenlly. and volunlarlly 

DATE 
Paranl. gu.rellan or custodian llOnalure In the event child i. under Iwelye (12) ve.ra 

Pa,anl. guardian. cuslodlan 

Thl aboYI! IIlatement w .. rHld by or,NOd to Ihe alle"ed ollende< and .'gnad by tile juv.nlla ____________ _ 

In the pr .. ence of hi./h.r Atto,ney ____________________ _ 

Pro.acutinQ AllornlY ___________________ • and tha unde,JiS,a. ~~rt CommlMloner 
Coun. 

O.ted:~ ... // - i' 7 ______ _ 

Approved lor~ R ~~. 
Deputy Prollec:ullng Attorney 

8T ... TEM£NT 01 JU'v OI'F c,,' PLEA 01 (lUll TY 
(JuCR 07 7 PCW '3.0&0 ,30' 
Page "0' J 

Lawyer fo, Rllapondanl 
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"'" ...... 
_AllltAIIIfT ........ 
'lIS QI INCIDlNT 
ASSAULT 

I 
N 
T 

o 

-" -I···u ..... .OLLOW-UP REPORT 
" ... 11. IIAnLi POIJCI ."MTMbIT 

IllCOV ... D 0 

!'MWNT;;' 
DATE OF INCIDUIT 

5/ "JI86 
LOCATION Of' INCIEIlNT 

lOOOBta::K OF NW 65m 

6317-11m IN. 

mEQR. !tTfiY1SJ! PA,xU, '¥'H, IDB 8/ 1./1972. ADD.SS. 

llNQPlIn IlIUM .... 

86-2<77809 I UN" "LI NUldlII 

86 0'7Q0hra. All. d eas.. statelleDill Dt Yict1as att. ci to 08 ••• 

aDd vbo avathe abOYs information abCNt. hil Ion. m.. Ion atte tba McGraw 

Scbool. It va. a1ned to tbe tath 

!b. tather tben .tated tbat hil Ion coulcmlt beT. dODl it liuee ba VIlIu't rone 

frc. t,... bOll" for .,re than u bour aDd that 111. Ion had o.U ~ hi- OD t. phonl 

dud tbat. time. The fatber tbeD alk.d lIbat dat. it occurred and he was told 11 

va. 5/ .3/86. The tather Itated that he v •• nov nN hi. aOD o~lu It ba". HeD 

he v •• oalled. It val explained to b1ll tbat al a pe!'8i,. 

~----.lID.n..J1..IL.JiDI....;u:LWu...-a...A:l4....J:JU.....IIWllIIL..uUl1mI1l:l~..MLfU\..1t...»-...xpla1D.cI_to_hi' 

-+--.. ____________ ~th~a~t~t~h~.~~~~va~.~.~Sa~t~~~~~~~~~~~~~~LR~~UL~~ __ 'O~he~._ 

hove. in Sout Seattle and coUldn't have been inTclvpa.. Mr. SYlnt2D~tlt.d ~hat 
b. vould like hi. la~er to h.Ye a OO~ of the re'Port loIhen the called 

.lIGATING O~'ICIII IfIiIAL UNIT 1,.,VrsT'COATIOjG O"'CIII 

'. 11. Vanderlaan '1'4 )5 I! 

,. c •• t· I -Iv f·· I",·· 
.:~:, .: 

,~.;. ,. 

.:",,:' 

.~:.~~ . 
.;-: .... "' r. ..... :.-*_~. '.'ris;· .... _:.*_.* d 9:"'1"'" "mite trfU"t'·····aj t:sttdi t·e."ttifTt ... ,ttM 
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::)EATTL.E POLICE DEPARTMENT 

INCIDENT NUM'E" 

CONTINUATION SHEET 
(1 ) OFFENSE AND ARREST (3) TRAFFIC INCIDENT 
(2) FOLLOW·UP C"SE SUMMARV 

2 c~n!.!.t:"'·...lI!cl!.--. ____ ..;;Tb. __ i_Dte_2"'I'_~V_la_ ~_t,et!!i'9.&~!!t!.. ________ . __ 

'--'Oi.-__ -----t:(l4!§hrs ._Contacted.,Hinisa_ Miller_I',Jlloj;M~~o_aj:.at.cLthat_'hL.~~_ 

,_.be interftlte~..!n_ P1"?~u..t~~_, _, __ _ ,'---
O'7SObn. Spoke v.l.thAutllont Veras pan~.!-~ th~. woul~ lib to prolle~" ----

!~____ _~SSlu:_. sPO~ v1t~lco~!I~~. wo stated that abe knovs SteTe a'!d lIb.T" 

i _____ I ____ JaeJ:~!...,~."'4J~~II._n!l ,~~_~~~ .it \{P..b~_~_'!~~n!olveh.~ ,t.te" tb!!.-

_____ ~r ~...!!!..tI.....!!ot a-v:ail_~bleJPr.-!.l!....ph~! aM .. k~cl tc 1 ............. . 

OBOOh"~~ke \l1~~...!~.!:%:7 ~l. ~.te4 that ha 18 a trieD! ot Man 
_____ J_oh,D-!....nd that t~.!Jd.d~ had beeD at h11 plaoe tor dinner aftC! t.hat th!f 

~ ________ -'h=.cl....!..0!'1 'too ldJI ed _ cCIIIlpla1ne4 .beut the IIIt"r and. th.t ha .nd hi, ¥-= 

E. .... -----
___ ....;~2.!!.~" lfichol,e l, lIotmt-1t~ oalleclpolio.. tbet_are oODO""'4i~~t 

__ ~'!!l tuture ,bappa~~ v1~ this IU8l*ct ~ 'Waul:! like aOlll.thi12lto 'H 

dODe to J)'r,Tent otber tbiDfl from lIpJ'enag. )bo. IIo71. st.atad that the 

j;----

-'---.. C' 

.: 

; __________ -=a1ao ai.!~.d 'Ut,at t~~.!Lrnlt'r did not CC!J!l' to 1h e .eene 'but' l,hl1; 

tbe ~~, .~acha4 b1JI at. biB hou.a aDd to14 hill about the 1. T1C14.nt and 
---------------------~. 

_______ tha~~'u.pe~ thal1 t.a~~, tatb'r b, v .. OJU7 play1D1 • lillie 
i" ,..-
; '7. 08~. Spoke v.1th Mr. Dani.l Svanaon _ain. Mr. Svan.on vu .,kd it 
--~----------------
_______ . ______ artr ~. approached hill about hi •• 011 stavall Oft SatU1'd.ay. • .t,tad he 

__ . ____ ~. at approxilllltel!2.!.~ .!!C •. - He statec:l that he eli! take a tall. aVll7_ 

tr~~..,. at tb.t....1ilnL.nd. tbat st,,,,, tben lett tor hll _ot,..', bou ••• 

' _______ Ha It.t.d.that.it :wu t~e girl-Zlext.door.1oIbo. b;sj,-~~&ch.d_b!J .. _(Y.ell .. a 

1.~!.!._~~_~~} ____ .. " . 

8. 
. 

091Ohrs. S;>ok. a!tdr. vi th Mr. Dey).. who etated that the kids • .bthony ----
_____ , _____ II_n_d_Ni_~!!...~.cl COllie home lite for dinrlel" and that du:-1rv the d1T1f1n they 

had recount~d their 8to~ about St.v.n. 
'"'''''.0''' I-..G O".c,.. IE ..... " 

tat. ~. Va:aaorlaan 3134 



. . 

ITEM 
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I!NTI'IY 
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- -.. 
SEATTLE pOLIce DEPARiMENT 

INCIDINT NUMBER 

CONTINUATION SHEET 
I') OFFENSE AND ARREST (3) TRAFFIC INCIDENT 
(2) FOLLOW·UP CASE SU.....,.RY 

. _____ l....;;23;...Ob_ra~nt to t~_lOOOblock of 1IW 6Stb..!;!:cl t0UD4 tbt MWpapeio .'hac)t 

_____ . ____ to be .• _newp.pel"._I".q~u. •. ~DX loc,W. on. ~ .H\Lo~1" of 11th JW-6St,1a. 

___ -.-.--..--"ASB JmnR1ED_TO.J.~NILt C~ .• _ .. __ .. _ . __ . _______ _ 

----..:...--------.. - -----.--- . - -_._-----_ .. --._--------
----...;..--_.- --_._._-- .. ---_._-_.- . __ .- ... _---------
-------_._._. -_._-----_. __ ._-.-----_. -- ----. _ .. --.- --.---------

.----_.---------------------------------
._-------------.-----------

---------------------_ ... _---
....... 

---------------.----------------------------------------------

-----.-------------------------.---------------------------
---------

------------------------------------------------.-----------

--- ....... .._. ---_ ....... _ .. ---_. ----------------- ------ - ._--
-_ .. _-------_.- .------

------ ._---_._----_.---_. -----------------------..--
---_._-_._- _. ---

._--------------_ .. _--

IH"'.~IC~."IO O"'C'. .,-.., 

or::'l'. H. VAmiU.W '11l. 
sr .... u,.;, f II'U'5·,'''·'j~v~'';ce'' 
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191 
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. .--ATTLE POLICE OEPARTMEN_ . . 

CONTINUATION SHEET 
(1' OFFENSE AND ARREST (3) TRAFFIC INCIDENT 
(2) FOLLOW-UP CASE SUMMARY 
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ITEM CONTINUATION SHEET ·1.6-207 ~D1' 
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ENTRY 

(1) OFFENSE ANO ARREST (3) TRAJ:FIC INCIDENT 
(2, FOLLOW· UP CASE SUMMARV 
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stltERlOA COURT OF WASHINGTON 

COUNTY OF KING 
JUVENILE COURT 

State of Washington v. 

C" ('. 

.. 
F'···· • ~ 1"87 !:ot. 1 .... ~ i 

~U~E!UOft r..:nu':'r <:U:"K 
fW \,'. (;111:1\ r.1AtEY 

oD'1)rv 

NO. \ 6 & .-~ - 6 -;;l. ~ "7 S - \ 

.s..tr:.\)o( -¥- ~..A...~~Y\ 
ORDER OF DISPOSITION !INfORMATION' 

I. BASIS 

1.1 A dispositional hearing was held In this case on: -=t.i.Rru d ~ II, 1 q It 7 
1.2 Parsons appearing at the hearing were: 

Juvenile . 
Juvenile', lawyer Ncp.a.e -kt\... 
(Deputy) Pr~n9 Attorney , ~ 

(,)C..) prObati~~r:lor Lv ,i'~ 
- IX) Other p-~ . 

II. FINDINGS 

Based on the tOltimony heard and the ca. record to date: the Court find.: 

(X) pl. -A~ 
2.1 The above named juvenile ",as found guilty by of the offen_I!} of: 

2.2 RESTITUTION 

That damage was done to the victim in the amount of _________ . ___ _ 
The amount of 1011 cannot be determined at this time. 
That the juvenile has the present ability to pay restitution in the amount of . 
That the juvenile do .. not hIve the present ability to pay restitution, however that the 
juvenile will develop the ability to pay restitution. 
That the juvenile does not have the present ability to pay restitution and cannot reason· 
ably acqulra the means to pay. 

2.3 CATEGORY OF OFFENDER 

The juvenile is: 

( ) A minor or first offender 
( ~ ) A middle offender 
( ) A serious offender 

2.4 MANiFEST iNJUSTICE 

. justice. Finding!' of f.:tr.! ilnd r.onclilsions of law to bl' ore5ented by _._. ". 19 __ 
i A disposition within the standard range for this Off. er.se W(\u Id effectuate a manifest i/r7 

'I,n,l " 

:'~r~'l.":;~~.<,-~~~ -:-,:~-'.::;, .. ;.: ,.'. . .. ii;n'~ ~kNPr 
UlICR712,Rr"\"-'':'O'JO u~ 'tW I!~':~ 
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• :' r The COUlt find) thlt t~ stlndlrd fdnge of sentllnce for Count:r is''3 - L, months of commun:.'f 
5upervi.ion ONith-1.",· ?Jc:e. houn of community SIIrvice; lTIII).imum S ;. 5 co fine;:0:2 - "I dl'is of confinement; 
or eommitm4lnt for. weeks. The standard range Is) on eountlsJ ar. found to be as luted 
on the record or in the statllment of juvenile offenc:ler on plea of guilty form. 

til. ORDER 

CONSECUTIVE TO: ________ _ 

3.1 COMMUNiTY SUPERVISION COUNT ~ 
~month~ 

COUNT~ COUNT~ 
.2-months ~ months 

COMMUNITY SERVICE ~hourl ~hour' -.:L...hours 
For ___ hours of counseling, credit is given for 
____ hours of communltv service. 

CONfiNEMENT Days Deys Days __ _ 

( I Consecutive 
( ) To be served on weekends 
( I To be larved at the Division of Juvanila Rahabilltation 
( I Credit givan for tima served days. 

REMARKS 
TOTAL MONTHS.9.-

Hate i. '0 
hoUri per ~o:,th _ 0 7 
first due ~ II ~ _ 

To comn...r\QIt on 

• 
) PISses authorized 

(X, Counseling/DrUltAlcohol Information/Evaluation ('X) as directed by Probation Counselor 

( I Rallular School AttendaneelWork Training Program/Employment 

()< '0 The Jllv .. nilblhllIl1~ DI~~-
~ ~ t I ... ' ............. 110."" ....... 

~C4 . J'Z1 Mn~.1P 

( X) The Victim Penalty Auesment is ordered~ In the amount of • ________ _ 

Restitution shall b. paid prior to other financial obligations. 

RESTITUTION is ordered to be disbursed IS follows: 
COUNT AMOUNT VICTIM: 

Co-Respondents 
COUNT __ _ 
COUNT __ _ --_._--_._----.. ---
COUNT __ _ 

ATTORNEY FEES· 'Pri uo.:\e. A-H1 

TOTAL $ 

----------*-------------------'* ---------------
« , Respondent shall pay attorney's fee. $ ______ _ 

( ) R8$pondent's responsibility for attorney's ", is waived. 
( , ThiJ portion of the dispo.ition is to be cx.ntinued until plrant hll been screened finlncilily. 

TOT AL F iNANel AL OB LlGATI ON c)(~ludino clerk's fees is 
to be paid II t". 'Ite of _ _. ner month f"~1 !laymen! due __ . ______ . 

ONDER Or fJl~prl;)! r·n", 'tN"'(1t1.itA! ;:"~I 
'JvCFI 7 '2 O-Irlllo ,j "ll . ~u '('1.1 'liO '110, 

'--..,----
•• ' :;, I,j jlJ'} 8& tI.PF 

F .. it" ~1 rll :1 

« .,;", i#t 



i .. 

. ~. : 

: , 

... 
.-3.2 CON DITIONS OF PROBATION: That while on communitYlupervillon the Juvenile offender shill be under 

the charge of a probation counselor and comply with the following conditions: 111 mutt have parMt/gu.rdl· 
an's permission rIGardl", whereabouts, houn. and activities (2) must report any cha .. In residence,school, 
or work st.tut to probation counulor. (Obuin permission from probation c:ounulor before ehangi,. rali· 
dance) (31 mUlt hava probation counnlor', permiliion for out of Iteta travel Ind (41 mult kHP III lpeIOlnt· 
menu with probltlon counHlor. MUll further comply with Iny conditions set forth in wrltlno, si!JIm by 

juvenile offender, Ilwyer and filed herein, during Ihe term of communltv supervision. 

3.3 JURISDICTION 
C Jurisdiction I, extended to' _________ for purposn of restltution/communltv supervi,lon. 
( Jurisdiction is transferred to County for purpoCll of supervision. 

3.4 The following counta are hereby diamiSMd _____________________ _ 

3.& This order shall remain In full force and affect until further order of the Court or until the 111M is ravokld, 
modified Dr changed, or terminated by an ordar of the Court Dr by law. 

3.6 That while detained luthorlretion is granted to provide necenlry medical and dentll Ixamln.tion Ind trl'" 
ment IS prof.ulonallv prescribed. 

3.7 NOTICE OF FEES 
All P8ymenta ordarlld DbovD .ra plyable through the regiltry of the Court. A cost of $5.00 shill be collected 
in addition to .ach f .. , penaltv, fine or cost collected by iuvlnlll courts. (There Is no cost on paymenu under 
$26.00.) 

3S O~er: _____________________________________________________________ ___ 

FINGeRPRINTCS) 

~urt CommlKloner 

CERTIFICATE 

I, -:--:-_=--__ -:--___________ _ 
ClerIC of this COU". cwtify t ... tile aIIaw i, • true COPV 0' the Order of 
DlepcNltlon In thl. _Ion an .-cI In my offici. 

D~~: ____________________________________ _ 
Dat~: __________________________ .......... __ ..... __ 

Fingerprints of: _________________ __ 

Attaltld by: 
M. Jlnice Michels 

CI .... 

By ____________ ~--~---------------
D''',,'. Cllrk 

I)"(l(''' OF DISPOSITION '1I,j~OHM'" Tlnll" 
'JueR 7 !2;f'lCW 1340 'lU 'flO ,110 1901 
Plg_:I oJ 3 

M. Janica Mich.11 

8y ____________ -.~~~---------------
Oll!Juty ClerIC 

... ~ .. "".!' .t"~ WDC 
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