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I. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. The trial court erred by finding that "a chemical dependency 

contributed to this offense" without any evidence that Young 

suffered from drug or alcohol dependency. 

2. The trial court erred by ordering mental health and drug and 

alcohol evaluations. 

3. The trial court erred by failing to treat Young's forgery and second 

degree theft convictions as the same offense for purposes of 

calculating his offender score. 

11. ISSUES PERTAINING TO ASSIGNMENTS OF 
ERROR 

1. The trial court erred by failing to treat the forgery and second 

degree theft convictions as the same offense for sentencing purposes. 

2. The trial court erred by finding without any evidence that "a 

chemical dependency contributed to this offense" and ordering mental 

health and drug and alcohol evaluations 

111. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

On August 28,2006, Robert Young was charged with theft in the 

first degree and forgery based on time sheets he allegedly altered and 



submitted to his work-study employer between June 1,2003 and February 

28,2004.' CP 1-2. Young was also charged with bail jumping based on 

one failure to appear. CP 2. 

Robert Young, a retired army sergeant, began a work-study 

position for the Veterans Administration early in 2003. RP3 454, FW2 

197. He was assigned to work in the warehouse and was supervised by 

Don Turpin. RP3 454. 

To be paid for his work, a VA work-study employee submits a 

time sheet showing his hours daily during the specified period. RP2 200. 

The number of hours worked each day must be initialed by both the 

employee and the supervisor. RP2 200. The amount owed to the 

employee was then calculated based on the work-study contract (which 

specified the rate of pay) and the hours shown on the timesheet. RP3 327. 

Turpin testified that he did initial timesheets for Young from 

February 17,2003 through June 16,2003. RP2 2 17-2 19. Turpin had no 

specific memory of Young being absent from work, nor did he report 

Young's absence to human resources. RP2 205,234. However, he 

testified that he had not initialed the timesheets submitted by Young from 

June 16,2003, through February 19,2004. RP2 21 9-221. According to 

1 The Information was subsequently amended twice, the second amended 
information being filed on December 6,2007, which returned the charges to 
be the same as the initial information. CP 24-25. 



Turpin, although there were other employees in the warehouse who could 

sign timesheets in his absence, they were authorized to sign only with their 

own initials, not his. RP4 546. 

On January 27,2006, Special Agent James Eckrich confronted 

Young during Young's counseling appointment at the VA. W 4  490. 

According to Eckrich, during the interview that followed, Young admitted 

to him that he had signed Turpin's initials on the timesheets he submitted 

June 2003 through February 2004. RP3 382-83. Young later submitted a 

written statement. RP3 393. 

Young testified that he had worked in the warehouse without 

incident until the summer of 2003, when Turpin transferred him to the 

mailroom. RP3 457. Young complained about the transfer and was 

eventually returned to the warehouse. RP3 485. The mailroom supervisor 

signed his timesheets for the hours he worked there. W 3  460. When 

Young was transferred back to the warehouse after a month, Turpin was 

either absent or hostile to him and refused to sign his timesheets in his 

presence. RP3 463,479. Young would leave the timesheets for Turpin to 

sign and return to pick them up. RP3 479. Young denied initialing for 

Turpin, though he did admit that he had missed a few days of work for 

sickness. RP3 488. Young testified that Eckrich manipulated his words to 

obtain the alleged confession. RP3 502. 



The human resources supervisor testified that Young was paid 

$7,383 for 1,050 hours worked from June 16,2003, through February 19, 

2004. RP3 349. 

The jury found Young guilty of the lesser offense of second degree 

theft, forgery, and bail jumping. RP5 626. The jury was asked by special 

verdict when the forgery was committed, and they found it was committed 

during the period from June 16,2003, to February 19,2004. RP5 63 1. 

At sentencing, the defense moved to dismiss the forgery 

conviction, arguing that the timesheets were not "written instruments" as 

defined in the statute. RP 1/25/08 5. The court denied the motion, finding 

that the tirnesheets were within the definition of RCW 9A.60.010. RP 

1/25/08 10. 

The defense further argued that the forgery and theft convictions 

merged for double jeopardy purposes. However, the court held that the 

offenses did not merge because the forgery was complete prior to 

completion of the theft. RP 1/25/08 10. 

The court determined that Young had an offender score of 2, with 

a standard range of 2-5 months on the second-degree theft and forgery 

convictions, and 4- 12 months on the bail jumping charge. Judgment and 

Sentence, p. 2 (Attached). The court granted Young first-time offender 

status and ordered 30 days confinement on all three convictions 



(concurrent), with 24 months community custody. Judgment and 

Sentence, pp. 4-5. 

The court orally conditioned the sentence on mental health and 

drug and alcohol evaluations. RP 1/25/08 17- 18. The Judgment and 

Sentence states that "a chemical dependency contributed to this offense." 

Judgment and Sentence, p. 2. And the Judgment and Sentence orders 

mental health and drug and alcohol evaluations. Judgment and Sentence, 

Appendix E. 

This appeal timely follows. 

IV. ARGUMENT 

ISSUE 1: THE TRIAL COURT ERRED BY FAILING TO TREAT THE FORGERY 
AND THEFT CONVICTIONS AS THE SAME OFFENSE FOR SENTENCING 
PURPOSES. 

If concurrent offenses encompass the same criminal conduct, they 

are treated as one crime for the purposes of calculating the offender's 

sentence. RCW 9.94A.589(1)(a); State v. Vike, 125 Wn.2d 407,410, 885 

P.2d 824 (1994). Same criminal conduct "means two or more crimes that 

require the same criminal intent, are committed at the same time and 

place, and involve the same victim." RCW 9.94A.589(1)(a). All three 

prongs must be met, and the absence of any one prong prevents a finding 

of "same criminal conduct." State v. Lessley, 1 1 8 Wn.2d 773, 778, 827 

P.2d 996 (1 992). The trial court's finding on same criminal conduct is 



reviewed for abuse of discretion. State v. Freeman, 1 18 Wn. App. 365, 

377,76 P.3d 732 (2003). 

In this case, Young did not challenge the offender score 

calculation below, but he did not stipulate to it either. A defendant 

may challenge an offender score calculation for the first time on 

appeal because the sentencing court acts without statutory authority 

when it imposes a sentence based on a miscalculated offender score. 

In re Pers. Restraint of Goodwin, 146 Wn.2d 86 1, 868, 50 P.3d 6 18 

(2002); State v. Soper, 135 Wn. App. 89, 143 P.3d 335 (2006), 

review denied, 16 1 Wn.2d 1004 (2007); State v. McDougall, 132 

Wn. App. 609, 132 P.3d 786 (2006). Moreover, "a sentence that is 

based upon an incorrect offender score is a fundamental defect that 

inherently results in a miscarriage ofjustice." Goodwin, 146 Wn.2d 

at 868 (citing In re Pers. Restraint of Johnson, 13 1 Wn.2d 558, 569, 

933 P.2d 1019 (1997)). 

The relevant inquiry for finding the objective criminal intent is 

"the extent to which the criminal intent, objectively viewed, changed from 

one crime to the next. . . . This, in turn, can be measured in part by 

whether one crime furthered the other." State v. Vike, 125 Wn.2d at 41 1 

(citations omitted). Objective intent may be determined by examining 



whether one crime furthered the other or whether both crimes were a part 

of a recognizable scheme or plan. State v. Lewis, 1 15 Wn.2d 294, 302, 797 

P.2d 1141 (1990). 

In this case, there is no factual dispute as regards the underlying 

acts.2 Young was charged with theft and forgery based on his alleged 

alteration of his time sheets. The time and place of each offense was the 

same. The victim remained the same. His objective intent was to be paid 

for time shown on the timesheet-this is the same for both crimes. 

Therefore, these offenses should have been treated as the same offense for 

purposes of calculating the offender score. Because they were not treated 

as the same offense, the sentence must be reversed and remanded for entry 

of the correct offender score and sentence. 

ISSUE 2: THE TRIAL COURT ERRED BY FINDING WITHOUT ANY EVIDENCE 
THAT "A CHEMICAL DEPENDENCY CONTRIBUTED TO THIS OFFENSE" AND 

ORDERING MENTAL HEALTH AND DRUG AND ALCOHOL EVALUATIONS. 

RCW 9.94A.700(5)(~) allows the court to impose "crime-related 

treatment or counseling services." Under this section, drug treatment 

"reasonably relates to the offender's risk of reoffending and to the safety 

of the community, only if the evidence shows that [drug use] contributed 

The failure to identify a factual dispute can result in waiver of an offender 
score challenge. State v. Nitsch, 100 Wn. App. 512, 520, 997 P.2d 1000 
(2000). 



to the offense." State v. Jones, 118 Wn.App. 199,208,76 P.3d 258 

(2003). A trial court's determination that drug use contributed to the 

offense is reviewed for an abuse of discretion. State v. Riley, 12 1 Wn.2d 

22,37, 846 P.2d 1365 (1993). 

In this case, the trial court found that "a chemical dependency 

contributed to this offense." Supp. CP, Judgment and Sentence, p. 2 

(attached). The Judgment and Sentence further orders mental health and 

drug and alcohol evaluations. Supp. CP, Judgment and Sentence, 

Appendix E. There was no evidence offered at trial or sentencing that 

Young suffered from a mental health issues or an alcohol or drug 

dependency, nor that any such dependency contributed to his offenses in 

this case. Therefore, this finding was an abuse of discretion. 

The case must be remanded and the finding that chemical 

dependency relates to the crimes struck from the judgment and sentence 

and the requirements of mental health and drug and alcohol evaluations 

struck. 

V. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons stated above, Young's judgment and sentence 

should be reversed and remanded for re-sentencing. 
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r r r r  3 /~LE\ IN OPEN COURT 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 

ROBEXI' THOMAS Y omC3 
Ddhzdant 

9tD:- 23541252 
DOB: 3/18/70 

- 

'JAN 2 8 -2008 
CAUSENO. 06-19401&1 
conwrsx, I&xnONLY 

JUDGMENT AND SIWTIWCE @.Is> 
[ J Rim I J RCW 9.94A7 1 2 %son C o d w e n t  
[ ]JailOncYearorLeps 
[Mltst-~ime Offender 
i 1 m a A  r 
[ ] Breaking The Cycle (BTC) 
[ ] Clerk's Abim Requited, para AS -A), 

4.15.2,5.3, 5.6 wd 5.8 

1.1 A hearing was hdd and the defendant., the defmdantls lawyer and the (deputy) p s c a a h g  
a;ttaneyw=p- 

IL m m o s  
Thge being no ream why jdgmmt A d d  nat be pmmmced, the FZNlX: 

2 1 C3lRRENT OFFSNSE(8): The defendant was famd guilty an 11/12/07 
by! ]plea 1 X)juy-vgdid[ Jbatcfittialof: 

,.. 
COUNT CRIME RCW ENHANCBMWT DATE OP D(CIDENTN0. 

TYffiB CRIME 

I THeFTINTHE 6'1/03 and 
9ECOND DEQREE AND 2lWW 

9A.56 WOIl a) 
IZ FORGERY 9A60.020(l)(@(b) 6/1/03 and 

um04 
XII I BAILN@lNG 9k76.170(1) AND 1 ~ 0 6  

I 9A.76.110t3Xc) 

* @) FErwrm. (D) Otha deedly weapcns (V) WCSA in a protcded tone, 0 Veh Hun, See RCW4461.520, 
(JP) Jwenile present, (SM) Serual Mdivariar, gee RCW 9.=533(8). 

as charged in the Entg Tvpe of Xnfcnnatian Infamation 
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I ] ~off-m-ae~themecri&conckrclandcorrrding~one4.imeindetamining 
the offender rasare ate (RW 9.9AAS893: 

[ I Other aprent mvictione l i d  tmda diftaxnt criusc rnnnbaa uecd in calculating the off& sarc 
are (lie off- and caur number): 

I I I I 2f281od I I 
2 I BAIL JUMPNO I fXmENT 1 mWCE I 1#26'06 / A D U L T ) N V  

2 2  CRIMINAL HISTORY (RW 994AS1S): 

[ ] The cur t  fin& that the following Mar ccrwidims am one offense fm p ~ o m i s  of detamining the 
off& pcac (RCW 9.94A.525): 

1 

24 [ 1 EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE. SubeSantid end carrpelling reame exia which juetify an 
aceptianal s d m c c  [ ] abw e [ ) below the standard mnge for C d s )  . Findings of fact and 
d u e i o n s  of law are altxhed in Appendu 24. The -Attcmey f ) did [ J did nd nxmmend 
a aimiler am tam^ 

25 LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS. The judgment MI upon gdry be collectable by civil mesnq 
sllbject to epplicsble cxcmptions acl farth in Title 4 RCW. C h q h  379, Sacljm 22, Laws of 2003. 

CRZhdE 

FORGERY 

COUNT 
NO. 

I 

[ 1 The follaatiq ewaadhary ckm&amcs exia that make reatihdian inappropiiate @CW 9.94A153): 

DATE OF 
SENTENCE 

CURRENT 

TOTAL STANDARD 
M O B  

w e  -emrat4 

2-5 MOS 

[ ] The following attraadinary cirarmstancca exist that make paymad ofnonmandatay l e d  f m c i a l  
obligasiau inapprOpri8t.e 

3ENTENCING 
COURT 
(CaPdy&State) 
PIERCE 

MAXMUM 
TSRba 

SYRS - 

OFFENDER 
SCORE 

2 

3.1 The defendant is GUILTY of the Counte and Chargee listed in Paragraph 2 1. 

3.2 [ ] The cur t  DIWY9ES C a n i s  [ ] The dcfcndant is f a d  NOT GUILTY of Camb 

ADULT 
m 
ADULT 

DATEOF 
CRIME 

#1/03AND 

S Y R S  
5YR9 

11 
XII 

TYPE 
OF 
fxlME 
NV 

SIiRK)USNES 
LEVEL 

I 
2 
2 

STANDARDRANoE 
@ o t i n ~ ~ e m r n c l p  

2-5 M a  
I 
m 

FLUS 
ENHANCKM'ENTS 

NONE 
2-5 MOS 1 NONE 1 2-5 MOS 
4-12NIO3 I NONE 1 612M09 



W. AND OR- 

IT 13 ORDERED; 

4.1 Defendant hall pay to the Cluk of this Cart:  ems C m y  Clerk, 930 Trcoma Am #I LO, Tacoanr WA 98409 

ln?mn? 16 Restitution to: 

$ Rdcuticn b: 
(Name and Addre,-address may be withheld and provided ddcntially to Clalr's Offrce). 

DNA $.a! DNA Datebase Fee 

PUB $ f f o o . ~ ~ a r ~ - ~ ~ t t c r r r q r ~ e e s  and ~tneeccrets 

FRC S 200.00 Ctiminal Filing Fee 

FQ6 $ Fine 

OTEER LEGAL BZNANC!IA& OBUQATION8 (qedf)r bdmv) 

$ Other Cat# tor! 

$ Otha C& fa: 

$J 2 00.~3 TOTAL 

[Xj All p a y m a  shall be made in a d a n c e  with the polidea of tfic d 
unlesa the cant epecifi 

to the d d ' s  office within W h a m  d the entry of the judgment and anknce to 
set UP a paCyme* plan 

[ ] The &me totel docs n d include all dtutim which may be sct by lsta ada of the carrt An agrad 
rdtution &may be entered. RCW 994k753. A restitution hearing: 

[ ] shall be set by the pronecutme 

[ $ in scheduled fa 

pdcfdmt rdvcs any right to be present at any reditution h m h g  (defcndsnt' B initials): b y  
[IREsnnmON. orderAttached 

[XJ Rcetihdian cedered abwe hall be paid j W y  and seerally with. 

NAME d ether defendant CAUSE NUMBER (Viaimnsrne) c m - w  
RJN 
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[ ] In addition to othu coda @wed huein, the court finds that the dddant hap a is likely to hevc the 
meana to pay the wets of incanmratig and the defendant is  ordered to pay such costs at the staMay 
retc: RON 10.01.16Q 

COLLECTION C 0 a 8  

The ddcndmt ahall pay ths: of senices ta dlectunpaid legal C d d  obligetima pa oontrad u 
s & ~ e  RCW3618.1949.86AWOrnd 19.165C10. 

INTEREfS 
The financial obligatianr impased in thia judgment shall bear inter@ fmm the date of the judgma until 
payment in full, at the ratt applicable to avil j~~ RCW la 82.090 
COST8 ONA2WUL 
An award of oosts on appeal againat the defendant may be added to the tctal legal f m c i a l  abligatianr. 
RCW. 10.73. 
[ l m v T E r n G  

The Health Depsrtment a- designee ahall terh and ccunsel the defendant far H N  ae s a n  es possible and the 
defendant shatl &lly coapaete in the tatin& RCW 70,X 540, 

[XI DNA TESTING 

Thc defutdant ahall have a bl&iological ssmple d m  f a  purpose ofDNA idabificaticm walysio and 
the defendant hall fully cooperade in the testing The *ate agency, the caurty or DOC, W l  be 
rcapondble €Q ob&ining the errmple priar to Ihc defadent's rdeaee from dm& RCW 43.43.754. 
NO COHTACI 
The defendant ahall nd have amtad with (name, DOB) including, but r i d  
limited to, perrunal, verbal, telephonic, written rr contad t h q h  a third party fa- Y-~M~O 
exceed the maxinnan &dutuy satma), 
[ ] D a e s t i c V i o l e n c e ~ d a n  Ordg a A r h i h e r a m  Ordg ie filed with thinhdgmmt and Sgaencc 

4.12 JAIL ONE YEAR OR LESS. The defendasrt ie tmtenced ae fdlcrare: 

(a) CO-, RCW 9.94A.589. D d m h  is e a d t o t h e  following tam of tctal 
ccdimemcnt in the custody of the county jail: 



A~ual number of manths d t d  cdimement adwed is: - 
[Xl CONSE-CONCURRENT SENTENCES: RCW 9.94A589 

All c~ ln te  rhall be smed ccmaarently, except for the following which ball be sewed ~ a b i v e l y :  

The rwrdence henin shall nm cansedvely to all felay sentences in ather cauee numb- that w em 
imposed prim to the c d m m  ofthe crime+) being mkncad 

The fmserice heein hell run m-y with f e i q  eeraencee in ather cause numbgg that were impoeed 
&#gd to the cunmidm o l h  being suknad unlw h i s c  set fath hue. [ ] the 
eecgence hemin &all fun caneecrBively tathe felony sentence in caucw numbda) 

The mtence hgein shall nm anaeabively to d l  previcxlely impocled misdeneancr uentenceeunless 
othawisesctfathhae: 
Carfinement &dl cmarcnce inmedi- dhcrwiw eet fath hew 

[ ] PARTIAL CON-. Defendant mqy senre the smtaxx, if eligible and approved, in partial 
d m e n t  in the follapring program, &je& to the fdlcraring ccnditicns. 

[ I W d  Crew RCW 9 . M .  135 [ ]  HaneDderbim RCW9.94AlC34.190 

I CONYERmON OF JAII. CO- mmdolent md Nan= Onenma). RCW 
9 . m  -3). The am!yjail is arrtharized to m o d  jail d i  to en aveifuble owrBy 
arpenrieed mm?.iunity @on end may require the offender to p g f a m  affimmtive amduct pmmmt to 
R c w  9 . M  

[ ] BTC Facility 

[ ] ALTERNATIVE CONVERSION. RCW 9,9411680. days oftctal cdmsnart  
m b e d  a b e  are hereby cmerted to ham of ammunity serrria (8 haar I 
day, nanviolmt offcndm only, 30 days mexinnnn) undu the arpsvioim of the Department of 
C d m  (DOC) to be arnpfeted on a schedule e ~ l i h e d  by the defadant'e c a r ~ n a t y  
amredions &ca but not less than haw pa monfh 

( 1  A ~ t o t o t p l c a a f ~ n t w e m n a t u s e d b e c a m e o f :  

[ 1 aiminal hi- ( ] failwe to appear (find* required fa nonviolent offardua cnly) RCW 
9.94~m. 

@) The da& dmU recefve credit lor t h e  m a d  pdor to rentsn- if that canfineme ma 
to~\mdertMsclarrsmmber. RCW9.94ASS Thetlrmew~~drhnllbecanp~bythejaU 
lmlsrr the cmdft fortfms r s ~ e d  p*r to rentmcdag f8 s p e m  eec fd by the mutt: 

m w ~ t r l  5 dgu, 
1 

[ ] SUPERWSIOW &ODY. RCW 9.94A 505, Ddsd.rP + I 3  
m m s  (up to 12 -1 in . upmisim (Offense- 7/1/05) o 1 

canarnrnit~ &ody (Off- Port 6/3CVW. Defmdank shall repat to DOC, 755 Tacans Avt 
Tacanq not lranr then 72 h m  after deaee fmm txdody, and the defendm Bhall p d m  affhmtiva acts 
necwrray tornonita umpliwcc with the crdaa ofthe court as required by DOC and shall canply with tht 
M u 1 8 ,  d e e  and &arias of DOC far the am&& dthe defendant during the period of cUnsnuni& 
atpervisicm ar canmunity custody and my dha conditiau of oarmnunity luparrisicn or cunmhty 



a m d y  mtd in thirr Judgment md 3entence cr &er crnditiana irrrpoeed by the c a n t  cr DOC during 
d t y  custody. The Mendant mall; 

[ ] ignain in prescribed geogrsphic boundaria [ ] nctifjr the mmmity caredions office d any 
qccifid by the cunmlmity caradians ofiicu change in ckfendant'e address cr anplaymcnt 

[ ] Coapemte with and eucemhdty canplete the 
progreu~~ known BP B r e w  The Cycle (BTC) 

Other cmditicns: 

The c d t y  eupemiman or camunity cuaody imposed by this crder tihsll be smed coneeartivdy to 
q t a m  of camraPlity 8upaviia-i cr caTHlarnity cuaody in any Badarce imposed fcr any ether offew, 
tmlas otherwise stated Themaxirrmm length of ~ ~ n m u n i t y  supmition a carrnrmnity custody pending at 
any given time shalt not atcad 24 ma&& unless an accpticnd mentmce is irrrp-d RCW 9.94k589. 
The carditicns of m u n i t y  supe~iman a t x m m ~ t y  W y  lrhall begin imndatcly unless dherwise 
adfathhae: 

4.14 OFF LlMlTS ORDER @ncrwn drug -dter) RCW 10.66 020. The following area are off limits to the 
ddndant while uncba tfic supavisicn of the camty jail cr Dtpartmad. of Carc&icns: 

V. NOTICES AND SIGNATURES 

5.1 COLLATEFUL A2TACK ON JUDCaVZIENT. Any paitian ar motiar far collateral atrack art this 
Judsment and S m h c e ,  including but not limited to srry paoonal restraint pctitian, date habeas m p u s  
paiti- d m  to vacate judgment, metian to with- guilty plea, mcticm far new trial cr mcticm to 
wrwt judgment, mud be Rtad within ane year of the f d  judsmart in this matts, except as provided fcr in 
RCW 10.73.10Q RCW 1873.090. 

5.2 L E N m  OF SUPERWSION. For w off- oammitrted prim to July 1,2QOQ the defendant ahall 
remain under the caat 's  jwisdicticm and the supmidon of the Departmerd of C c d t n s  fw a period up to 
10ycsra h b  dale of sartarcc cr release £kin d ' i  whichma ie langu, to a ~ ~ u r e  payment of 
dl It@ finenad obligations unless the car t  extend@ the criminal judgment an additiand10 yeem Far an 
~~ caranittbd an u afta July 1,2000, the c& shall rebin jdsdidion ma the offmda. fw the 
purpose of the o f f ~ s  canpiiance with payment of the legal f m c i a l  obligatirm, until the &liptian is 
amplckly dafied, regardless of the maximum f a  the 6 RCW 9.94k760 and RCW 
9.9AAS05. 

5.3 NOTICE OF INCOME-W~TEEOLDING ACTION. If the c a r t  haa nct a d d  an irmediate notice 
of&l dedudia in Sectiart 4.1, you ere nctified that the Deparhnent of Correcria-ie may i m e  a ndce 
of p ~ ~ o l l  deduelian withot& notice to ycu if yw erc mac than 30 days pad due in monthly p a y r n d  in en 
amcunt equal to ar gf.eata than the amaud payable fcr one mcrrth RCW 9.94A7602 Othg iname- 
withholding edm unda RCW 9. %A may b e &ken withart fhtk notia. RCW 9. %A7602 

3.4 CRIMINAL ENFORCEMENT AND CIYIL COLLECTION. Any violatian of this Judgment end 
3-a is punirhablc by up to days of d i d  pa violatian. P a  aciia 25 of this doaanent, 
legal financial obligatiam are c d l d b l e  by avil means. RCW 9.94A.634. 

5.5 FZREARMS. Y au mst hmnafiatcly aPrenda any conceded pitto1 ~icawe end ya, may n d  own, use a 
p a e m  any fwarm d e s e  yarrigt$ to do m iiil&aed by a a& of read  (T6e ami-clerk hall 

~~~ AND EEmXwE fJ3) Omce of Haseeutin~ A t l m e y  



faward a copy d the defemhtte drivds l i m e ,  identicard, cr canparable idgdificetim to the 
~ e p w h d  of L i d g  dag with the date of m v i d i c n  u cmnrnitmcrd) RCW 9.4\.(#0,9.41.047. 

5.7 EUWRlWTIONmENTS.  Thepatia of the su&marcgsrding reatitdmmay bemodified as to 
mami, temrs, and catdiriuu any pgicd of time the offends renains wick the cat' B jurisdicticn, 
regda#l ofthe wiratim ofthe d c n d d a  tam dccmnrunity wrpapioion and regardless of the rrtat\ltay 
maximum aentmtx f a  the crime 

V O T I I W R I m S  SrATEMlUW RCW 10.64.140. I adtnwlcdgc that my right to vcte hasbsar lo& b e  to 
felmy axmidims If I amregiaerrdto PC&, my vc~aiegittntiaz will be candled. My righttovcte may be 
rcstaed by: a) A catifimte of didurge isrued by the sa$ardng cant, RCW 9.94A.6DS b) A CClBf orchr i d  
bytharwntencing~reataringtheri&RCW9.920665 c ) A f u t a l ~ e r o f d i ~ i r r a r e d  bytheindeterminabe 
amtma review board, RCW 9.96054 a 6) A c d f i d e  of restaaticm i m c d  by the gwana, RCW 9.96020, 
Voting WcretherighS isretad ir a clam C fdany, RCW 92A.W.66Q 

NDGMENT AND SENTENNCE (JS) 0ftiec ai ~ u ~ g  Attorney 
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I, KEVIN STOCK Clerk oftttig C a  oenify that the f-g ie a full, true and amxi ccpy aftheJudgment and 
3-cc in thc abwemtitlad adim nm on recad in this o t f i a  

WITNESS my hund and aeal of the eaid Squia Cart affixed this date 

C l d  ofmid Camty and Swc, by: , Dqwty Clak 

IDENTIFICATION OF COURT ~~ 
- IA.$.!-$JL$J?E G!JzE 


