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A. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. The trial court violated appellant's constitutional right to 

confront and cross-examine adverse witnesses by severely curtailing 

cross-examination of the complaining witness. 

2 .  The trial court failed to determine appellant's criminal 

history and calculate his offender score on the record consequently 

miscalculating his offender score. 

Issues Pertaining, to Assignments of Error 

1. Did the trial court violate appellant's constitutional right to 

confront and cross-examine witnesses by severely curtailing cross- 

examination of the complaining witness particularly when the witness's 

credibility was essential to the State's case? 

2.  Did the trial court fail to determine appellant's criminal 

history and calculate his offender score on the record consequently 

miscalculating his offender score where the evidence provided by the State 

to prove appellant's criminal history does not support the offender score? 



B. STATEMENT OF THE CASE' 

1. Procedural Facts 

On May 8, 2008, the State charged appellant, Garnett Lynn 

Williams, with one count of assault in the first degree and one count of 

u n l a d l  possession of a firearm in the first degree. CP 1-2. Following a 

bench trial before the Honorable Thomas P. Larkin, the court found 

Williams guilty as charged on July 11,2008. CP 14-18. On July 25,2008, 

the court imposed a concurrent sentence of 300 months for count one and 

67 months for count two, and 60 months for the firearm enhancement for a 

total of 360 months in confinement and 24 to 48 months of community 

custody. CP 26-28. 

2. Substantive Facts 

a. 

John Hall testified that he frequently visited the Woodmark 

Apartments located off 96' and Hosmer, where people buy and sell drugs 

and he knew a lot of people there who used drugs 4RP 3 1-32,4 1-42, He 

would run into Williams occasionally and they "hung out" a few times. 

4RP 31-33. Hall did not know Williams' real name but knew him as 

"Pops." 4RP 3 1. On May 7, 2008, he was walking about the apartment 

1 There are nine verbatim report of proceedings: 1RP - 5/8/08; 2RP - 6/25/08; 
3RP - 7/2/08; 4RP - 7/7/08; 5RP - 7/8/08; 6RP - 7/9/08; 7RP - 7/10/08; 8RP - 
711 1/08; 9RP - 7/25/08. 



complex and heard Williams arguing with Rondala Mathis. 4RP 34-35. 

Hall heard his name mentioned so he approached them and told Williams 

"whatever they got going on, keep me out of it." 4RP 35. According to 

Hall, he turned around to leave and he was about ten feet away when 

Williams shot him in the back. He fell to the ground and Williams shot 

him in the back again. 4RP 36-37. As he laid on the ground and held his 

hands up to cover his face, Williams shot him in the hand. 4RP 38. Hall 

did not see Williams with a gun before he was shot. 4RP 38. Williams 

ran off and the next thing that Hall could remember was someone putting 

a towel on his back and then the ambulance came and he woke up in a 

hospital bed "a week later." 4RP 40. He remained hospitalized for about 

three weeks. 4RP 4 1. 

Under cross-examination, Hall claimed that he was visiting 

"associates" at the Woodmark Apartments but did not know their names 

or their apartment numbers. 4RP 44-45. When asked if he knew Rondala 

and Demetra, he admitted that he knew them and that they bought drugs 

fiom him before the time of the shooting. 4RP 45-46. Hall denied that he 

was familiar with handguns but admitted that he was convicted of murder 

in the second degree using a handgun. 4RP 47-48. Hall was coming out 

of somebody's apartment when a female came and told him that his name 

came up in an argument between Williams and someone else. There were 



quite a few people around when he confronted Williams but he did not 

pay attention to who they were. 4RP 5 1-53. Hall could not recall talking 

to any officers after he was shot because he was "going in and out" of 

consciousness. 4RP 54-55. He remembered that Williams was wearing a 

"gray" hoody. 4RP 56-57. 

Dametra Bolar testified that she was in Williams' father's 

apartment at the Woodmark Apartments on the day of the shooting. 4RP 

67-68, 71. She and Williams' father's girlfriend, LaShanda, were "getting 

high" when they heard Rondala banging on the door. 4RP 71-72. 

LaShanda let Rondala in and she wanted money to buy drugs from Hall. 

4RP 72-73. While Rondala was asking them for money, Williams and his 

father walked in the door. Williams asked them what they were doing 

there. 4RP 73-74. Dametra decided to leave but Rondala started arguing 

with Williams and "being rude" and "getting smart" with him. 4RP 74-76. 

While Rondala kept arguing with Williams, Dametra walked down to the 

next hallway where there was a lot people. Then she saw Rondala go to 

get Hall and heard "a lot of commotion going on." 4RP 77-78. Hall and 

Williams were arguing in front of the apartment with Williams "backed up 

like against the door." 4RP 78. Suddenly, she heard gunshots and ran, "I 

heard the shots and I'm gone." 4RP 79. When she got to the driveway, 



she turned around and saw Hall fall and Williams was standing over him 

with a gun. 4RP 79-80. 

Dametra went to a nearby 7-Eleven where the police arrived 

shortly thereafter because Rondala led them to believe that she witnessed 

the shooting. 4RP 83. Dametra initially gave the police a false name 

because she had an outstanding warrant. 4RP 64, 83. The police arrested 

her, handcuffed her, and placed her in the patrol car. 4RP 84. They kept 

her in the patrol car for four hours and kept "harassing" her so she 

eventually told them what she saw. 4RP 85. 

Deputy Jeremy Johnson testified that while on patrol on May 7, 

2009, he was driving around the Woodmark Apartments at about 4 p.m. 

5RP 137-38, 153. He noticed several people standing in one of the 

walkways and then he heard "four loud pops" that sounded like gunfire. 

Johnson stopped his patrol car immediately and notified dispatch. As he 

got out of his patrol car, a female came running toward him trying to get 

his attention, "[slhe was scared, afraid, she was panicked." 5RP 139. The 

female, later identified as Rondala Mathis, said that "a guy named Pops 

had shot her boyfriend." 5RP 140-41. Johnson looked around and saw a 

bald black male, wearing a black hoody, walk out toward the parking lot 

but he did not pursue him. 5RP 140-41. He made contact with the victim 

who was laying on the ground and obtained his name and birthdate, but 



"he didn't give me any information about who shot him." 5RP 143. Other 

officers arrived on the scene less than two minutes later. 5RP 144. While 

Johnson was obtaining more information from Rondala, he received a 

radio call that a suspect had been apprehended. He drove Rondala a few 

blocks to where the suspect was detained and she identified Williams as 

the shooter. 5RP 150-52. Johnson got out of his patrol car and told 

Deputy Honeycutt that "it was a positive I.D." 5RP 152. 

Deputy Eric Honeycutt heard Deputy Johnson radio for backup at 

the Woodmark Apartments and as he reported to the scene he saw a 

suspect described as a "black male about 5'8, heavy build with facial hair 

wearing a white T-shirt." 6RP 254-55. At approximately 4:33 p.m., he 

detained the suspect in handcuffs while waiting for another unit to assist 

him. 6RP 256. When the other unit arrived, Honeycutt patted down the 

suspect but found no weapons. 6RP 257. He contacted Johnson for a 

"witness show-up" and after Williams was positively identified, he placed 

Williams under arrest, conducted a search, and another officer transported 

him to the jail. 6RP 257-60. 

Detective Ben Benson interviewed Williams at the sheriffs office 

after he was taken into custody. 5RP 201. He completed his interview 

with Williams and obtained a search warrant for Williams' fathers' 

apartment. 5RP 202-03. Benson notified the detectives who remained at 



the scene that a search warrant had been signed so they searched the 

apartment and collected evidence. 5RP 204. On May 22, 2009, Benson 

interviewed Hall at his home after he was discharged from the hospital. 

5RP 205,208. 

Detective Jeff Marziarski interviewed Rondala Mathis and Alisa 

Nickelberry at the scene and took a taped statement from them. 5RP 177- 

78. He and other officers searched the apartment after Detective Benson 

obtained a search warrant. 5RP 178-80. Marziarski found a black hoody 

on a chair in the living room. 5RP 181. After noticing a slit in the 

upholstery of a couch, officers ripped the couch open and found a gun and 

bullets. 5RP 181 -82. The items were collected and booked into evidence. 

5RP 183. 

Forensic investigator Steven Me11 collected and documented the 

evidence from the scene of the shooting. 6RP 263-4. Me11 retrieved spent 

shell casings, a plastic pellet, and clothing outside the apartment. 6RP 

272-78. Me11 identified items collected from the apartment, including a 

black hoody sweatshirt, a highpoint pistol, and ammunition. 6RP 281-90. 

Forensic scientist Brenda Lawrence examined and identified the casings, 

ammunition, pistol, magazine, and cartridges retrieved from the scene and 

the court admitted the items into evidence. 6RP 306-3 13. 



Dr. Lori Morgan testified that she operated on Hall on May 7,2008 

for gunshot wounds. 5RP 1 14-1 5. She successfully removed a bullet 

from his lower back but decided not to remove another bullet very high up 

in the chest. 5RP 118-19. Morgan also removed bullet fragments from 

Hall's hand. 5RP 125-26. Hall required three weeks of hand therapy and 

Morgan did not anticipate any problems with the bullet that remains 

lodged in his chest. 5RP 126-27. 

Mujaahidah Sayfullah, Williams' sister, testified that Williams 

lived with her in Puyallup and they spent most of the day together on May 

7, 2008. 7RP 333. Williams had just purchased a vehicle the day before 

so she took him to the Department of Licensing to renew registration tabs. 

Sometime between 4:15 p.m. and 4:30 p.m, she dropped him off at their 

aunt's home at the Cherry Creek Apartments located at 96fi and Hosmer. 

7RP 334-35. Sayfullah recalled the approximate time because she picked 

up her nephew from daycare that day and she always picks him up by 6 

p.m. 7RP 335-36. 

b. Sentencing 

At sentencing, the State presented a "summary of the defendant's 

criminal history" and a "certified copy of a 2007 Judgment & Sentence on 

the Unlawful Possession of Controlled Substance." 9RP 377. The State 

explained that "the remaining crimes have been proved up through 



certified copies already filed with the Court during the course of the trial." 

9RP 377. The Court responded, "Okay. I'll hear from you." 9RP 378. 

The State asserted that appellant's offender score was "in excess of 9" and 

recommended the high end of the standard range. 9RP 378. Defense 

counsel urged the court to impose the low end of the standard range. 9RP 

380-81. After hearing from appellant, the court proceeded to impose 

sentence without determining appellant's criminal history or calculating 

appellant's offender score on the record. 9RP 381 -83. 

C. ARGUMENT 

THE TRIAL COURT VIOLATED WILLIAMS' 
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO CONFRONT AND 
CROSS-EXAMINE WITNESSES BY SEVERELY 
CURTAILING CROSS-EXAMINATION OF THE 
COMPLAINING WITNESS. 

Reversal is required because the trial court violated Williams' 

constitutional right to confront and cross-examine witnesses by severely 

curtailing cross-examination of the complaining witness particularly when 

the witness's testimony was essential to the State's case. 

The Sixth Amendment to the United States and Const. art. 1, 

section 22 guarantee a defendant the right to confront and cross-examine 

adverse witnesses. State v. McDaniel, 83 Wn. App. 179, 185, 920 P.2d 

12 1 8 (1 996), review denied, 13 1 Wn.2d 10 1 1 (1 997). The constitutional 

guarantee "is generally satisfied when the defense is given a full and fair 



opportunity to probe and expose [the] ifirmitiesn of the witness's 

testimony. Delaware v. Fensterer, 474 U.S. 15, 22, 106 S. Ct. 292, 88 L. 

Ed. 2d 15 (1985). It is fundamental that a defendant is given extra latitude 

in cross-examination to show motive or credibility, especially when the 

particular prosecution witness is essential to the State's case. State v. 

Smith, 130 Wn.2d 21 5, 227, 922 P.2d 81 (1996); State v. York, 28 Wn. 

App. 33, 36, 621 P.2d 784 (1980). A defendant's right to impeach a 

prosecution witness with evidence of bias or a prior inconsistent statement 

is guaranteed by the constitutional right to confront witnesses. State v. 

Johnson, 90 Wn. App. 54,69,950 P.2d 981 (1998)(citing Davis v. Alaska, 

415 U.S. 308, 316-18, 94 S. Ct. 1105, 39 L. Ed. 2d 347 (1974); State v. 

Dickenson, 48 Wn. App. 457, 469, 740 P.2d 312 (1987)). "Cross- 

examination is the principal means by which the believability of a witness 

and the truth of his testimony are tested." Davis v. Alaska, 415 U.S. at 

316. 

A violation of a defendant's rights under the confrontation clause 

is constitutional error. State v. Dickenson, 48 Wn. App. 457, 470, 740 

P.2d 3 12, review denied, 109 Wn.2d 100 1 (1 987). Constitutional error is 

presumed to be prejudicial, and the State bears the burden of proving that 

the error was harmless. State v. Guloy, 104 Wn.2d 412, 425, 705 P.2d 

1182 (1985), cert. denied, 475 U.S. 1020, 106 S. Ct. 1208, 89 L. Ed. 2d 



32 1 (1 986). In determining whether constitutional error is harmless, 

Washington courts use the "overwhelming untainted evidence test," under 

which appellate courts look only to the untainted evidence to decide if it is 

so overwhelming that it necessarily leads to a finding of guilt. a. at 426. 

Here, the trial court severely curtailed defense counsel's critical 

cross-examination of Hall about his prior statements to Detective Benson 

after he was discharged from the hospital. 6RP 239-52. Defense counsel 

attempted to establish that Hall testified at trial that he knew Williams as 

"Pops" but he told Benson that he did not know the name of the person 

who shot him. 6RP 242-43. The State objected to the questioning 

asserting that "under 403 the Court can control needless, cumulative 

evidence." 6RP 243. The court sustained the objection. Defense counsel 

attempted to show that contrary to Hall's testimony that he did not see 

Williams with a gun before shots were fired, when Benson asked him if he 

saw Williams with a gun he said, "Yeah, I seen him fumbling in his 

pockets, that is why I tried to walk away." 6RP 244-45. The State 

interjected, "I guess 1'11 object to that as relevance." 6RP 245. The court 

sustained the objection. 6RP 246. Defense counsel attempted to point out 

that Hall testified that he did not know any of the names of the people who 

were at the Woodmark Apartments but he specifically named Red when 

Benson asked him who was there at the time of the shooting. 6RP 247-48. 



The State objected to "the form of the question as argumentative." 6RP 

248. The court sustained the objection. Defense counsel attempted to 

emphasize that Hall referred to Red by her name but never told Benson 

that Williams' name was Pops. 6RP 251-52. The State objected "as asked 

and answered and beyond the scope." 6RP 252. Once again the court 

sustained the objection. 

Clearly, the purpose of defense counsel's cross-examination was to 

prove that Hall's testimony lacked credibility because of prior inconsistent 

and contradictory statements made to Detective Benson. To this end, 

defense counsel properly asked leading questions, that is, questions which 

suggested the desired answer, allowed under ER 61 l(c)("leading questions 

should be permitted on cross examination"). By sustaining the State's 

improper objections and severely curtailing defense counsel's cross- 

examination, the court prevented defense counsel from impeaching Hall's 

testimony to show that it was unreliable. As the complaining witness, 

Hall's testimony was essential to the State's case. Consequently, the court 

was required to give defense counsel greater latitude during cross- 

examination to test Hall's credibility. State v. Smith, 130 Wn.2d at 227. 

By unduly restricting defense counsel's efforts, the court violated 

Williams' right to confront and cross-examine adverse witnesses. 

"The central concern of the Confrontation Clause is to ensure the 



reliability of the evidence against a criminal defendant by subjecting it to 

rigorous testing in the context of an adversary proceeding before the trier 

of fact." Maryland v. Craig, 497 U.S. 836, 845, 1 10 S. Ct. 3 157, 1 1 1 L. 

Ed. 2d 666 (1990). 

Furthermore, the court's violation of Hall's constitutional right did 

not constitute harmless error because without Hall's tainted testimony the 

State's case against Williams was not overwhelming. The record reflects 

that although Dametra Bolar claimed that she heard shots and saw 

Williams standing over Hill with a gun, she did not see Williams shoot 

Hill and she admitted she was "getting high" just before the shooting. 

4 W  71, 94-95. According to Deputy Johnson, Rondala Mathis claimed 

that Williams shot Hill, but the record substantiates that her accusation 

was motivated by her hostility toward Williams and provoked by an 

argument she had with Williams that led to the shooting. 5RP 150-52, 

4RP 74-76, 90-91. Significantly, although the forensic experts testified 

that they collected and examined a handgun found in Williams' father's 

apartment, there was no testimony that connected Williams to the handgun. 

9 W  263-323. Moreover, Mujaahidah Sayfbllah testified that she dropped 

Williams off at their aunt's apartment sometime between 4:15 and 4:30 

p.m. 7 W  334-35. This was after the time of the shooting and before 

Williams was detained by officers. 



The trial court's violation of Williams' constitutional right to 

confrontation requires reversal because the State's untainted evidence was 

not so overwhelming that it would lead to a finding of guilt beyond a 

reasonable doubt. State v. Guloy, 104 Wn.2d at 425-26; Statev. 

McDaniel, 83 Wn. App. at 187-88. 

2. THE TRIAL COURT FAILED TO DETERMINE 
WILLIAMS' CRIMINAL HISTORY AND CALCULATE 
HIS OFFENDER SCORE ON THE RECORD 
CONSEQUENTLY MISCALCULATING HIS 
OFFENDER SCORE. 

A remand for resentencing is required because the trial court failed 

to determine William's criminal history and calculate his offender score 

on the record consequently miscalculating his offender score. 

Due process requires the State to prove a defendant's criminal 

history and offender score by a preponderance of the evidence. State v. 

Ford, 137 Wn.2d 472,480-81, 973 P.2d 452 (1999). "Illegal or erroneous 

sentences may be challenged for the first time on appeal." Id. at 477. A 

defendant generally cannot waive a challenge to a miscalculated offender 

score because a defendant cannot agree to punishment in excess of that 

which the Legislature has established. In re Personal Restraint of 

Goodwin, 146 Wn.2d 861, 873-74, 50 P.3d 618 (2002). The best evidence 

of a prior conviction is a certified copy of the judgment. State v. Lopez, 

147 Wn.2d 515, 519, 55 P.3d 607 (2002). A document generated by the 



State may not be used as proof of prior convictions for the purpose of 

calculating offender scores. State v. Mendoza, 139 Wn. App. 693, 707-08, 

162 P.3d 439 (2007). 

Under RCW 9.94A.500(1), "[ilf the [sentencing] court is satisfied 

by a preponderance of evidence that the defendant has a criminal history, 

the court shall specify the convictions it has found to exist. All of this 

information shall be part of the record." Here, the trial court did not 

determine Williams' criminal history or calculate his offender score on the 

record. 9RP 377-83. The record reflects that the State presented its own 

"summary" of Williams' criminal history and purportedly a certified copy 

of a 2007 judgment and sentence for unlawful possession of a controlled 

substance. 9RP 377. The State explained that "the remaining crimes have 

been proved up through certified copies already filed with the Court 

during the course of the trial." 9RP 377. The State asserted that 

Williams' offender score was "in excess of 9." 9RP 378. Williams' 

judgment and sentence indicates that Williams was convicted and 

sentenced for three counts of robbery in the first degree on March 18, 

1998, two counts of robbery in the second degree on March 18, 1998, and 

possession of a controlled substance on March 13,2007. CP 24.2 

Williams' judgment and sentence is attached as an appendix. 



A review of the entire record reveals that during the State's case in 

chief, it provided and the court admitted into evidence three certified 

copies of judgments and sentences. 5RP 171-72. The record contains a 

judgment and sentence for robbery in the second degree entered on March 

18, 1998 under cause number 98-1 -0033 1-8, a judgment and sentence for 

robbery in the first degree entered on July 2,2001 under cause number 97- 

1-04677-9, and a judgment and sentence for robbery in the second degree 

entered on March 18, 1998 under cause number 97-1 -04368- 1. Ex. 1 1, 12, 

13. Contrary to Williams' criminal history indicated in his judgment and 

sentence, the record does not contain any judgment and sentences for three 

counts of robbery in the first degree entered on March 18, 1998 or a 

judgment and sentence for possession of a controlled substance entered on 

March 13,2007. 

The record substantiates that the State failed to produce all the 

judgment and sentences necessary to prove that Williams' offender score 

was in excess of 9 and based on the judgment and sentences the State did 

provide, Williams has a lower offender score which affects his standard 

range. The court lacked statutory authority to calculate Williams' 

offender score without requiring the State to prove his prior convictions by 

a preponderance of the evidence. Consequently, Williams' sentence, 



based on an incorrect offender score, is defective and a remand for 

resentencing is required. State v. Mendoza, 139 Wn. App. at 71 2-1 3. 

D. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons stated, this Court should reverse Williams' 

convictions, or in the alternative, remand for resentencing. * 
DATED this 13 day of February, 2009. 

Respectfully submitted, 

1 

VALERIE M A R U S H I G ~  
WSBA No. 2585 1 
Attorney for Appellant 
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OBI-02208-2 30216797 JDSWCO 07-28-06 

XPERIOR COURT OF WMRINGTON FOR EgWCE COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plairdjff, 

THE mATE OF WASHINGTON TO THE DIW3CTTOR OF ADULT DETENTION OF PIERCE COUNTY: 

C A W  NO; CS-1-0220&2 
JllL 2 6 2008 

0s 

GARNETT LYNNWU&L&3, 

Defendant 

WHEREAS, Judg~nart hae bcen prmmced against the defendant in the Supaicr C a r t  of the State of 
Washington fcf the County of Pierce, W the defendant be punirhed as specified in theJudgment and 
S9ltendOrder Modilying/Rmdring R&a~bn/Carunmib Supenision, a full and care& ccpy of which ie 
auached hgera 

WARRANT OF CO- 
I) Camty Jail 
2) a Dcpt, of Caratima 
3)rJOther-dy 

[ J 1. YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to rccciv e the defcn dank. far 
daspificeticsl, dinanent  and placement as adered in the Judgment and Senfence 
(3ent41ce of ccnfinancrrt in Piace Camty Jail). 

[x) 2 YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMh4ANDED ta take and deliver the defndanr to 
the papa oficss ofthe ~ c p a r t m m t  of~areeLiona and 

YOU, 'ME PROPER OFFICERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, 
ARB COMMANDED to receive the defendant far cldficatim, mfmanent and 
placenent aa adered in the Judgment and Sententc (Sadence of cmfinanent in 
Depertmtnt of Cmecticns maody). 

WARRANT OF 
COMMITMENT -2 

Oflice ~TPrracrutln~ Anorney 
9W)Tvromn k c n u c S .  Ronm 916 
'Ihcoma, Wnshington I)&U)t2171 
Tclcphone: (253) 798-7400 



[ ] 3. YOU, TWE DIEXTOR, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant fcr 
ctasaifioation, confinemart and placuncnt aa c r d d  in the Judgment and Sa-kncc 
(Sentence d c d m g n e n t  a placement net awemi by Sections I and 2 above). 

I 

CEXTfFlED COPY HERIFF 

{JUL 26 204fl2- 
Date 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
I: 

Cumty of Pierce 

I, Kevin Stock, Clerk of the above Pntitled 
Carrt, do hereby cetify that this fcreeping 
inhum& is a Luc and earect copy of the 
ariginal nuw on file in my office 
IN WITNE98 WHEREOF, I hmaPlto scl my 
hand and the Seal of Said Court thia 
- day of , 
m SrOcK, C l d  
By: Deputr 

WARRANT OF 
COMMITMENT -3 

IN OPEN COUR 

Ollice o lRoueu l l~g  ALtorney 
930 T b m n  Avenue S. Room 946 
'Pacoma. Wasbinglon W02-2171 
Telephone: (253) 7P8-7400 



8uPElUOR COURT OF WASHINGTONFOR PIERCE COUNTY 

STATE OF WASWINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 
Jut. 2 6 2000 

C A r n  NO. 0& 1-03308-2 

JUDGMENT AND fXFWENCE @JS) 
fx] Maar [ ] RCW 9.94A7 12 %son Confinement 
I ] Jail One Year a k s a  
[ ] Firet-Time Offender 
[ ] Special Sexual OFfmder Sentencing Altanative 

3 Special DRlg Offender Sentencing Altmative 
[ 1 Braking The Cycle (BTC) 

[ 1 C M ' r  A d o n  Required, para 4S 
(SDOSA)P7 and 48 (SSOSA) A S 2  S3, S6 
snd 5s 

1.1 A sentencing hewing was held and the defendwit, the ddmdantls lawyer and the (dep~by) p m w  
&any wax praent. 

IL FZNDINGS 

Time being no ream why judgment should not be pronounced. the caat FINDS: 

2 1 CURRENT OFFENSE(S); The defendarb. was farnd guilty an 07-1 1-U308 
by [ 1 plea [ ] juy-vgdici [XI bmCh trial of: 

[ X )  A gpecial vdd/ f inding fause of firirearm wasretuned cn Cowlt(e) I RCW 9.9411EO39.91A.533. I 
JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (El) W c e  of fhsecutlng Atkrrwy 

W ~ Y )  ( 7 W )  Page 1 of 1 I 930 ~ m m a  Avenue S. Room 946 
lbcoma, Wuhlnnton W14@2-2171 
nlcphonr: (253) 798.7400 

1 
I 
I 
; 
I 

COUNT 

L 

I 
II 

+ F i  @) Other deadly weapcna, gr> WCSA in a ptatected 2ane, CVH) V h  Han, See RcW 4661 320, 
(JF) Juvailepment, (9h.I) Sexual Mdivaticn, (SCF) Suual Condud with a Child fa a Fce, 3eeRCW 
9 . W  S33(8). (If the &me is a drug offense, indude the type of drug in the second column) 

as charged in the Original Infamaticm 

CRIME 

ASSAULT 1 (E23) 
UPOF1 C33G66l 

RC W 

9A36011 
9.41.040 . 

DATE OF 
CRIME 

F - F m  03-07-2008 
(ncne) 05-07-2008 

MCTDENTNO. 

08t280852 
081280852 



[ ] Cumnt offemes enmnpassingthe m e  criminal mnhd and m M g  ae me crime in dctemining 
the  off^^ s c m  are @CW 9.94A5a; 

[ ] Other anzent m v i d a r a i  ligted d e r  differ& mtee numbera used in calculating the dffnder a a r e  
erc (list o f fm and cause nmnbu): 

- 

[ ] The c a r t  fmBthathe f ~ l l ~ i n g  prim mvidicnsm me off- fcrpwoses of d&mining the 
o f f d a  =me (RCW 9,94A525); 

2 3  ~ C I N G D A T A :  
v 

COUNT OFFENDER SGRIOUSNIW STANDARDWOE PLUS TOTAL STANDARD MAXIMUM 
NO. SCORE LEVEL bot inc l~d ingmlmcsmd ENHANCSMWTS RAHCiE TERM - --w 

I 9- xn 240-318mmths 60manths ( 3W378rn#lthe LIFE 
II 7 VII 67-89 rnontha 1 NIA 1 #-#months 10 y- 

24 [ ] EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE. Substantial and canpelling reasas exist whi& jwkify sn 
aceptiard Esl tmcse:  

[ ] within [ ] below the standard mgt for Count(s) 
[ ] abwe the $erndard renge fcr Ccmt(a) 

[ ] The defendant w d  etabe &ipulate that jurtice is best saved by impasitim of the arcqtimal sentwe 
above the standard range and the caurt h& the excqtiand tmtmce furthere and is cansistent with 
the interests of jurtia and the purposes d t h e  sentencing rcfcrm act 

[ ] Agpveting fadere W ~ J V  [ ] stipulated by the defendant, [ ] f a d  by the c u r t  a& the defendant 
waived jury trial, [ ] f d  by jury by special irrtaropby. 

Findings of fact and ccncluaicne of law are attached in Appendix 2.4. I ] hty' 6 special interragatay ie 
at tadd.  TheRosecutin8 AttaTly [ ] did [ 1 did not recanmend a similar senteiot. 

25 ABILITY TO PAY LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS. The mwt hae cctuidered the Wl amount 
owing, the ddcnd'spast, present and fuhability topay legal financial obligations, induding the ' 

defendent'e financial m e s  and the likelihood that the defendant's $atue will change The cant findg 
that the defendant has the ability a likely future ability topey hc legal financial obligatians imposed 
herein RCW 9.94A.75 3. 

[ ) The follawing exbaudinsry ciaanstancea exist that make restitution inapprqniatc (RCW 9,94A.753): 

[ ] The following extraardinary araunrdancee &at that make payment ofnomandabuy legal financial 
obligatiacrp i n ~ p p r o p r i ~  

ONke of PmhwuUag A t t u m q  
930 T~corm Avenue S. Romn 946 
1Lcuins, Washington 9X4Uz.2171 
Telephnne: (253) 798-7400 



2 6 Far violent offenam, m a  saiata offm#eq cr w e d  offendem nccmmended rmbmcing ~~ a 
plea agreements are [ ] attached [ 1 as follms: (no agreements) 

3.1 The defendant is GUILTY of the Courds and Chargee l i W  inPamgraph 2 1. 

3,2 [ ] The cant DIShdI33ES Counts [ ] The Qdcndmt is famd NOT GUILTY of Carnts 

N. SENTENCE AND ORDER 

IT IS om-: 

4.1 Defendant shall pay to the Clerk of thie CW: Cout~ty C l n 4  930 Tacoma Avt #llO.TromnWA 9- 

RllV/RJM S Reatihrtim to: 

$ Retaituticm to! 
(Name md Addme-addrea may be withheld and provided oarf~dentially to Cld'rr Office). 

DNR $ 100.00 DNA DatabascFee 

PUB $ 1, -0 H~ant-~ppoilltcd ~ k n c y  Fcen end Defense Corrta 

FRC % 2- Criminal Filing Fee 

FCM $ Fine 

OTHER LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS (specify belm) 

$ Other Coata fch: 

3 Other Costs For: 

s-z,3fio TOTAL 

vlhelbwe td.l dosnct inelvdcall rrrtiDtim whichmay beset by later d s  ofthe Mn An agreed 
raatituticm crdcr may be m k a i  RCW 9.96753.  A rcd~an hearing: 

 MI be a by the prn-w. 

~ i . ~ e & ~ t ~ f a  O t k I W  13. Z a e Y   AM Cb I 
[ ] REKITITTION. Ordw Attached 

& 
I - 

[ ] TheDepsrtment of CmPcticcla (DOC) cr clerk of the cart hal l  immediately ime  a Notice dPayroll 
Dcductim, RCW 9,94A.7M)2, R W  9.%760(8), 

[XI All payment# shall be made in accadance with the pdicies ofthe clerk, curmen* immediately, 
dars the oxrrt spedfically a& fcsth theratthcrdn: Ncklcss than % 
canmewing. 

p a  lnmth . RCW 9.94.760. If the cout does not Iwt the tate hewin, the 
dcfmdant shall repat to the cl& e olfice within 24 h a m  of the mby of the ju+& and anteme to 
&up apaymentplsn. 

xm%mJ'r Am.3 SEN'rENCE (9 ORicc olPnaffulinfl Attorney 

@elmy) ( 7 W )  Page 3 of 1 1 930 lhram Avenue S. Roam 946 
lbcama, Washington 98402.2171 
Telephoue: (W) 798-7400 



I I . .  - r * .  1 8 -  * -. 24 

The defendant ahall reput to the d& of the c u r t  u as d k t e d  by the clerk dthe caurttopra~ide 
financial end &a i n f d i o n  as requedcd RCW 9,94A760(7)(b) 

[ f CO8TS OF INCARCERATION. In addjtim to other caete imposed hexin, the mint fvrdethat the 
defendant has a is likely to have themeans to pay the costa of incarcsatiaz and the defendant is 
arderedtapay mhcosrsatthe &atutcryrste RCW 1a01.16Q 

COUECMON COmS The defendant shall pay the ccists of smiw to colled unpaid lcgal Ftnandal 
abli&cnspacontra&orr;tnhlle RCW3618194 9.94A780 and 19.1650a 

IWERFST The financial obligaticns i m p o ~ d  in this judpcnt shall bearj- fran the date of the 
judgment until payment in full, at the rate applicable to civil j u d m  RCW 10.82090 

COSTS ON APPEAL An award d o x t e r n  eppeal against the defendant may be added tothetdal legal 
fusancial chligdticris. RCW. 10.73.160. 

4. Ib ELECTRONIC MOPTLTORZNG REIMBURSEMENT, The defendant ia adaed to reimbmc 
(name of eledtonic maritwing agency) at . 

fu thc cost of pretrial electraic rncnikhg in the amarnt of 5 

4.2 [XI DNA TESTING The defendant &all have a blood/biological sample d m n  for purpose8 of DNA 
iduttiticatiar analyaia and the &fendant halt htly coopaate in the testing. The app+ate agency, the 
cumty ar DOC, &all be q d b l e  far &taking the sample prim to the defmdarb' B release hm 
confinanenL RCW 43.43.754. 

[ ] HIV TESTING TheHealth Depment or designee ahall test and counsel the defendanl fcr HEV as 
soon as possible and the ddndmt hall fully coopaatc in theta8ins. RCW 7a24,340. 

4.3 NOCONTACT 
Tht dcfmdant shall nct have contact with JOHN F. HALC including, but not limited to, personal, verbal, 
telephanic, written ar ccntact thrcugh s third party far LTFE (nct tci a r c e d  themaximrnn 
-1. 
[ ] Danestic ViolenceNo-Contab Order, Antiharaslrment N+Cmtad Order, a- Sexual Aeeault PMcwia~ 
Orda is filed with this Judgmmt and Sentence 

4.5 CQ- OVER ONE YEAR The defendant ie eentenccd ae foilows: 

(a) CONFINEMENT. RCW 9.94k589. Defendant is menced to the following tenn of total 
d m a n e r r t  in the curtody ofthe Dcpartmart of C d a r e  (DOC): 

mplthscncount 

C7 madh.mcoud II m& an Count 

JuDmaN"rAND 3?ml?NcE (S) Ofllee of hserrutlng Atiorncy 

@dm) (7/2#7) Page 4 of 1 1 930 'ILc- Avrnuc S. Room W6 
Tacomn. Wehington 98402.21 7 1 
Trlephmc: (253) 7YS-7400 



mctlttur an Count manthsm Courd 
A special findinghadid having been enbed as indicated in 8ectictlZ 1, the defendant ia sentenced to the 

fallawing a d d i t i d  tam d t . d  dinanart in the cu&ody of the Deparhnent of Carecticns: 

mcnthe m Count No mctdhs cn Count No 

Serame enhancments in C0llnte -1 hall m 
[ ] c c n m  1x1 canaecutive to each &er. 

Senmce enhancements in C o d  I &all be m e d  
[ x ]  flat time ] subject to twncd good time credit 

* r m a l n u m b s o f r n n d h ~ o l t d . l ~ n e r s d d d i ~ :  360 
(Add mandatay firearnq h d y  weapons, and sexual mdivetian glhanoemerdtime tom m d v e l y  to 
&c a n t s ,  see Section 2 3,Sakncing Deta, above), 

[ ] The confinement t ime on CouM(e) contain(p) a mandatay minimum tmn of 

CONSECUTNE'CONCURRFNIT SENTENCES, RCW 9.94A,589, All cumb &all be savad 
m m l y ,  ercept f u  the pOrtim of thwc tcurda fa which there ie a qebal firzding of a fineam, &a 
deadly we~pcn, saual mcrtivatim, WCSA in a pr&cd me, a m i a c t m e  ofmcthamphctaminewith 
juvenile present as set f a th  above rb SecLim 23, and except fcrthe follming counts which btsall be w e d  
m d v e l y :  

The srntence h& hall run axlzcutivcly to all felcmy s c n t m a a  in &a muse rnnnbw imposed prim to 
the cammissim ofthe crimgs) being sentenced The sentence herein Ml nm c c n d y  with felary 
t m h c c a  in other muse nurnbaa imposed a h  the cardgsion of the crimda) b&q smtmud except lor 
the fol towing cam numbem RCW 9.94AS891 

Ccnfinement hall  c m e n c e  h d i a t d y  unlerre dhmvise & fcrth here: 

(c) The defmdant shall receive cFedit f a  time served prim to eentenung if that confmement wae solely 
under this cause numbs. RCW 9,9QA.505. Thetime aarrcd hall becapuhd by the j '1 derarthc 
orditfwtime-cdpliwtos~lten isspaificdlys&&bythecaut: 7 9  % 4 y <  . 

Z U Q ~  7&rc 39 25; 2a.d 

JuDahSENT AND SEbTTEXE (JS) Ofllce 01Prrs~rutingAttorney 

(Felony) C7n007) Page S of 1 1 930 ' l b c m  Avenue S. Roclm W6 
'Ihcamq Walinmon 9 8 4 1 2 1 7 1  



L I. 1. I 
r r r r  

Cant for m w  

Camt far mabhs; 

[XI  COldMUMTY CU6TODY irr adered aa folfm~: 

a for the p a i d  of earncd release awarded pmmentto RCW 9.WA.728(1) and (2), whicheva is lmga, 
and $andard mandatary lxnditicns are d e r e d .  [See RCW 9.94A700 and ,705 fu amrnunity plaoemerd 
offmscswhich include saicus violent offenses, s e m d  degra assault, any crime against a p a w n  with a 
deadly weapon f i i  and chapter 6 - 5 0  a- 69.52 RCW o f f m e  nct mtenced under RCW 9.94A.660 
ammittcd bdrt July 1,2000. SceRCW 9.WA715 fcr cmmity custody range o~~ which 
include m offenses not sentenced under RCW 9. M A 7  12 and violent offmm caranited on u after July 
1,2000, Camnmity custody follows a tam fa a sex offmse -- RCW 9, %A Use pmgmph 4.7 to impcar 
d t y  custody Following wa=k ethic camp.] 

On cr efta July 1,2003, DOC shall mpmisc the defendant if DOC classifits the defendant in the A ar B 
ridit categwiep, cr, DOC classifies the deFendant in the C crD ridc categcries and at least me of the 
following apply; 

a) the Mendant d t e d  a cwent cr prim: 
i) Scx offmse I ii) Violat offmse 1 iii) Crime a&& a pason @C!W 9.94Ail I) 

3 I iv) D a n d c  violence &am @CW 1 Q99,OZa) 1 v) Residential bwdary offme I I i  
vi) O f f a  for m a d a m  delivay a powrarsion with intent to ddi~amdhampheLamine including ita 

WhiIe on ccmmunityplacement ar canmunity cuslody, the defendant MI: (1) reput toand be available 
fa &d with the asmgncd mrrmunity ~ ~ ~ a d i c n s o f f i r n  ae dirtctbd, (2) w d  at DOC-approved, 
ebucatim, anploymet& md/w cunmunity retbitutim (mice); (3) nctify DOC of any dbmge in 
defadmt's address a anplqrm&; (4) net ccnwme controlled wbatances except pwantto lawhlly 
imedprescn'ptimq (5) nctunlawfullyp~sc~ea csntdled ~lubetencea while in cunmunity mBod~ (6) pay 
mpuvisia! fees sr~ dctamined by DOC; 0) pufam &rmative actsncccaaary to mmita cunpliwct with 
the d e i - s  of the c u r t  aawquired by DOC, and (@ fa wzx offensea, Bubmit to dectrcnicmcnitcring if 
i m p d  by DOC. The residenu locatian and living rcrrsnganmts are subjbd to thepria approval of DOC 
while in ccanmlinity placement or camunity custody. Camunity cuatody fa. sex oFFe~dm iMt 
sentenced unda RCW 9,WA.712 may be extended fa up to the atutuy maximum tam of the sentma. 
VioIaticn of anmmity cubtody impimposed fa. a sex o f f a  may redt  in additicnal confinement. 
[ ] The &fendent hall not oonsurne any a l d o l .  

Defendant shall have no amact with: %&A &ll 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) Olfice of  ~+mccuting ~ttorney 

(Felony) (7l2007) Page 6 of 1 1 YM n r o m ~  Avenues. noom 946 
Tscoolg Washi~~ton 98102.2171 
Telephoner (253) 798.7400 
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[ ] Defendant dull m a i n  [ ] within [ ] adgide of a crpedfied geopphical baundary, to wit: 

[ 1 Defendant hall  nct remde in a c-w prctedm m e  (within 880 Feet of the facilities a m ~ d s  
of e public a private sd~ool), @CW 9 , W  030(8)) 

[ ] The defndant hall patidpate in the following aime-related tieatme& cr carmeling mice*: 

[ The defendad shall undergo an evaluatim fa' treatment Far [ ] danestic violence [ ] suMance abuse 

[ ] r n d  health [ ] mga managmmt end fully canply with all recommdcd treah7lart. 

[ ] The defendant hall mnply with the following crime-related prdibitim 

Other cmditia~tr nlay be impwed by the cwrt f* DOC during carnrurmity curdcdy, ware set farth hew: 

- -- 

[ 1 Far senrewee imposed under RCW 9. MA7 12, other catditicne, including e l W c  mcnitaing, nmy 
be imposed during oommunity a&ody by the lndetaminatc Smtenoe Rmiew &mi, a in an 
emergency by DOC. ~ ~ c y  conditim imposed by DOC Bhatl nat remain in effect long= than 
sevmwcrkingdays. 

PROVIDED: That undg no c h n m n c e a  shall the tctal tm of confinemnt plus the term of conmrplnity 
a & d y  actually saved a c e t d  the $atrrtaymaxtnrvn fcrcsch offast 

4.7 [ ] W O E  E'lTIlC CAMP. RCW 9.WA690, RCW 7209.410. The cant  fmde that the defendant is 
eligible and is likely to qualify for w d  ethic camp and the cMd mnnmards that the ddcndant m e  the 
sentence et a wcrk ethic camp. Upon canpleticn oFwak ethic camp, the defendant shall be relawed on 
m u n i t y  custody €QI- anyranaining time of total mfmement, subject to the conditions below. Violation 
of the canditicrte of mnrrmnity a o d y  may reeult in e mum to tctal canfinernent for the Mane of the 
defendwtlsranaining timtoEtdal txdhntnt. The ccnditiaur of axrrmunity arrtody ere stated above in 
Seim 4.4 

4.8 OFF~SORIDER~m~~idca)RCW10.66.020.The€dlw~~ssare&limitstothe 
defendant while under the mpe~iaicn of the Camty Jail ar Depattment d C ~ ~ :  

JuDOENT AND S-CE (JS) (Itlice of ~rosecutirg Attorney 

(FC~C~U~) (7/2#7) PMC 7 cf 1 1 930 lhcomn Avenue S. Rnnm Y46 
%coma. Washington 98102.1171 
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V. NOTICE8 AND h(1GNATURES 

COLLATERAL A'iTACK ON JUZ)OMENT. Any petition u rndicn fcr calldud an this 
Judgment and Sentence, including bur nu limited to any pasorral mlxaht petition, stare habeas capus 
petiticn, rnctim to vacate judgment, moticn to withdraa guilty plea rnotim fanew trial a d m  to 
ama judgnmt, mutd be filed withii me year of the fvlal judgment h thirrmsttery exo~pt ae pmwided far in 
RCW l(X73.100. RCW lQ7X090, 

LENGTH OF SlEEFtVISIOH. Fw an o f f m  cemmiw prim to July 1,2000, the defmdsnt Wl 
ranain unda thc c&'a juisdicticxl end the supra-vision of the Department of Cmectiars fa a p d d  up to 
10 years -the date of sentence crreleese fiwn confinement, whicheve is Impy to m p a y m e n t  of 
all legel financial Qligatims unless the Kurt extends the pimid judgment an additimal10 yeam Fa en 
offerute committed on cr  aRer july 1,2000, the carrt hal l  retain juridictian a r e  the offender, fcr the 
purpose of the &end& s c q l i m c e  with payment ofthe legal financial obligatjcns, d l  the obligetim is 
crmplady Batisfied, regardlee8 of the Qatlacry m i m u m  for the crime RCW 9.%760 andRCW 
9.94k 505. The clak of the caat is authaizcd to cotlbd unpaid legal f d a l  obligatiau at any time the 
offender remainti undw the juridictian ofthe murt far p u r p a e ~  of his cr her legal financial abligaticna 
RCW 9. W k  760(4) and RCW 9.94A75 3(4), 

NUlTCZ 06' INCOME-WITHHOLDZNG ACXIOI?. If the cauthas not ordeed an irrane3ial.e nctjce 
of p~yroll dedudim in Section 4. I, you me notified that the Depertment of Carredims cr the dair of the 
cant may israre a nctice of payroll &ductim with& d i c e  to ycu if you are more than 30 days past due in 
manthly payments in en munt qd to a. greats than the am& payable fa me month RCW 
9.94A. 1602 Other inme-withholding adim unde  RCW 9.94A may be taken without funher ndce 
RCW RS4A.760 may be taken without firrthancticc, RCW 9.94A.7606 

RESTn'UT ION HEARING, 
[ ] Defendant waivce my right to be present at enynsituticn haping (sign initials): 

CRIMINAL ENBORCEMENT AND CrVIL COLLECTION. Any violaLicll of this Judgment and 
3&cc is punishable by up to 60 dayn of d i n e n a b  p a  violation. Pa sedion 2 5  of thin doarm* 
lqpl  obligaticm are collectible by civil rneane. RCW 9.94k 634. 

FEWARMS. You mu* fmm-b nrmndar any cmceaIed p l b l  Ucwrae nudyau m y  nd own, 
w orpmrea any fimenn unhr your right to do m In restored by a wtt d ncord, (The murt clerk 
dull faward a copy dthc defendsirit's drivdo limsc, identicatd, a cunparable idcntificaticn to the 
D q m e n t  of Licensing alctlg with the date of ccnviction a- cxmmitment) RCW 9.41.040,9.41.047. 

SEX AND K I D N A ~ C 3 O ~ E R  REGISTRATION. RCW 9A44.13OY 1 O.01.200. 

[ ] ,The ccurt f~nds that Count is a fdarry in the c d s s i m  of which a rn-vehicle was used 
The clerk of the c& is directed to immediately faward an Abetfad of Cant Reccrd to the Department of 
Licensing, which mu& moire the defendant's d r i v d  a lime, RCW 4620.285. 

If the ddmdant is dc b e m e t  m b j a  to ccmt-ddmental  hdth  ar demical dqendency treatment, 
the dcf'mdant must ndfLDOC and thc defardant's treatmrnt intcnnatim must be h d  wi!h DOC fcr 
the duratian of the defendant's incmieratim and supavieiat RCW 9.94A562 

JunWmT AND SwmcE (J3) Oflice or k u t i n g  A~orney 

(Fclmy) (82007) Page 8 of 1 I '~smmp, 930 Tacoma Wwhlngton Avenue S. 98402-2171 Room 946 

Telephone: (253) 798-7400 



5.10 OTHER: 

DONE; in Open Cout and in the presense of the defendant thin date: 7]zr/ 6 
/ / 

VOTINGRImS STA-. RCW 10.64.Ibd f a ~ l e d g e t h ~ r n y r i g t n  tovcteharbeen lord due to 
fclcny miditions If I am rcgi t tud to vcbz, my v c k  rcgisbatirn will be aancclled My right to v d c  mmy be 
r&md by a) A certificate of di- iad by the nerdencing cart, R W  9. W6D. b) A catr~ crdes i d  

Vdhg b h  the rigfit ir mta-ed is a clws C felcny, RCW 9% 84 66a 

DeFendant' e signature: 

JUDGMENT AND 8ENTENCE (JS) Onice olProsecuting Attorney 
@elm) 0~2007) Pa& 9 of I 1 930 T U C V ~  Avenuc S. Room W6 

lhcama. Washioglon 98402-2171 
Tdcphane: (253) 7987400 
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C A m  NUMBER d 0 &  this caw: 1-022CB-2 

I, KEVIN STOCK C l d  d t h i a  Caurt, cgtify that the fwephg ia e full, true md ctxmucapy of the Judgment and 
3entcna in the abw centitlcd actim nuw on mud in this office 

W I ' l X B S  my hand end seal d the mid Suptria Cant afftred this date: 

Clak of mid Camty wd State, by: ,Deputy C t d  

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (J9) office otPrwcut in~ Altorney 

@elmy) (7/2W7) Page 10 of I1 930 Tncom Avcnuc S. Room !M6 
Tarrbmu, Washington Y840Et171 



- sa off- 
X saiarcl violeat offmse 
- wadt in the second degree 
X my crime wha-e the defmctard u an acamplia was armed with a deadly wcapan 

sny felazy under 69.50 and 69.52 

The offader hal l  repcrt to and be available fcf oontact with the agsigned c.wmmmity mwctiane offlc9 aa d M e d :  

The offender h a l l  wmk at Depeiemmt of Cwrecticns approved education, e m p l o y m ~  and/ar d t y  eerrricq 

The offender hall nat consume ccntrolled eub$ancee except plPsuant to lawfully iusued premiptiaw 

An offender in d t y  custody shsll nct unlawfully posseea cadrolled a ~ b a m ~ ~ p ;  

The offender &all pay c-mmwity p l a c m  fegs am, determined by W C :  

W Thereidme Iotatian and living arrsngements are abject to the prim appmal of the d q ~ m m t  d omrdiene 
duringb period d carpTapJty placan& 

The offmder hall submit to a f h e t i v e  adsnecessary to monitor canpliencewith nurt crdarrasquired by 
DOC. 

II The C a ~ t  may also crder thy dthe following special m d i t i a :  

Cr) T h e  offader &all renain within, u apside of, a spedfid gmptucal bcundary: 

I CII) The offender hall nb have direct az indjred contact with the victim ofthe crime or a specified 
class of individuals: 

@I) The offender h a l l  participate in uirnc-relatad tFeertmazt a caann#fh savices; 

w) The offcndu hall nct cmmme aloohol; 

fV) The residence locatim and living amnganahs of a s a  offendm hall be aabjectto the prim 
approval of the department of cortecticns; cr 

11 The offender hall cmply with my crimerelad ptchibitiara 

- (M) Other: 

onh or PWTU~III~ AI~~WWJ, 
930 Tncana Avenue S. Room 946 
W m u ,  Washiiton 98402-217 1 
Tclrphwe: (233) 79tl.7JOo 
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IDENTIFICATION OF D m M  

SIDNo. 18776392 Deaf Birth m13-1478 
(If no 3ID take fingaprint crtrd fcr St& Patrol) 

FBINa UNKNOWN h l I D N a  UNKNOWN 

Alias name, SSN, DOB: 

Race: Ethniclty: S m  [ I  AsianlPacific [ Xj BlacWAfrim- I C~ucasian [ 1 Hispanic [ XJ Male 
Id& American 

[ ]  NativeAmgican [ j  ma:: [ ] Non- [ 1 Fanale 
Hirrpanic 

Fr.NamFmNTS 

Left faa fingers taken ~ r r m l k w s l y  Left Thwb 

aim thaeto, C l d  of the 

D ~ A N l " 3  3IGNATVRE 

DEFENDANT'S ADDRESS: S I Y Y ~ ~  3k,,t.+ co,,rL k L  
V 

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS) ol~ce or P n w t i n g  A l t o m y  k 
(Fdcny) (7/2007) Page 1 1 of 1 l 930 Turnmu ~ v c n u c ~ .  ~oumP46  

k m @ .  Wuahington ~H402~2171 
Telephone: (253) 7Y8.7400 



DECLARATION OF SERVICE 

On this day, the undersigned sent by U.S. Mail, in a properly stamped and 

addressed envelope, a copy of the document to which this declaration is attached to 

Kathleen Proctor, Pierce County Prosecutor's Office, 930 Tacoma Avenue South, 

Tacoma, Washington 98402 and Garnett Lynn Williams, DOC # 777159, Unit C-A-01, 

Clallam Bay Corrections Center, 1830 Eagle Crest Way, Clallam Bay, Washington 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that 

the foregoing is true and correct. 

DATED this 13 '~  day of February, 2009 in Kent, Washington. 

Valerie Marushige 
Attorney at Law 
WSBA No. 2585 1 


