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A. SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

The Clark County Superior Court revoked Larry
Moorehead’s Special Sex Offender Sentencing Alternative
("SSOSA”) sentence after a hearing in which the Court found that
he violated certain conditi.ons of that sentence. Mr. Moorehead
argues that his representation at that hearing fell below what was
required by the Washington Supreme Court in the A.N.J. decision,
the Washington Constitution, and the Sixth Amendment to the
United States Constitution. In other words, Mr. Moorehead’s |
counsel fell below the standard of reasonably competent counsel.

B. ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR

The petitioner was denied his Sixth Amendment right to the
effective assistance of counsel at his SSOSA revocation hearing.

C. ISSUES PERTAINING TO ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR

1. A criminal defendant has a Sixth Amendment right to the
‘effective assistance of counsel at all critical stages of a criminal
’proceeding. Here, the petitioner’s liberty interest in being
conditionally placed in the community was in jeopardy when the
State sought revocation of his community placement alleging
violations of his sentence that if founded would place Mr.

Moorehead in total confinement. Did Mr. Moorehead have a Sixth
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Amendment right to the effective aésistance of counsel at his
SSOSA revocation hearing?

2. Effective assistance of counsel requirés a defense
attorney to make reasonable investigations into the allegations
facing the accused in order to present a defense or make a
reasonable decision that makes particular investigations
unnecessary. Here, petitioner’'s attorney failed to conduct basic
investigation such as obtaining Mr. Moorehead’s SSOSA
evaluation and treatment file, and interviewing the treatment
provider who was the State’s sole witness. Did defense counsel's
failure to conduct investigation render his performance ineffective?

3. ’Effecti;/e representation of a criminal defendant can
réquire defense counsel to obtain the services of an expert to rebut
the allegations the State will present at a hearing. In the instant
case, defense counsel failed to retain an expert who would have
assisted counsel in determining whether State’s providers
assessment was valid and whether the defendant was amenable to
treatment. Did counsel's failure to retain an expert render his

performance sufficiently deficient to be considered ineffective?
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4. Whether Mr. Moorehead was prejudiced by his counsel’s
deficient performance, where there is a reasonable probability that
but for counsel's failures the result would have been different?

D. STATEMENT OF CASE

1. What was known and done by Mr. Barrar, during his

representation of Mr. Moorehead. On July 13, 2005, Larry

Moorehead pled guilty and was convicted of one count of child
molestation in the first degree. App. A at 1. The sentencing court
imposed a 68-month sentence, with 180 days to serve in
confinement and the remainder suspended un_der a SSOSA. App.
A at 5. The Court imposed the following conditions on Mr.
Moorehead:

1. Do not have contact with minors;

2. Submit to polygraph examinations at least twice yearly
with the results being admissible in revocation hearings;

3. Submit to plethysmography exams at the direction of the
community corrections officer (“CCO”);

4. Do not commit any criminal law violations or be in the

company of any person known to be violating criminal

laws;

Do not commit any like offenses;

Notify your CCO within 48-hours of arrest or citation;

Do not initiate or permit communication or contact with

persons known to be convicted felons, on probation,

community custody or parole except for immediate

family;

8. Do not have contact with other participants in the crime;

No o
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9. Do not possess, use or deliver drugs except by lawful
prescription (CCO must be told about prescriptions within
1 business day);

10.Do not possess or use drug paraphernalia;

11.Do not use or possess alcoholic beverages;

12.Pay for treatment and keep your treatment account
current if it is determined that you are financially able to
afford it;

13. Submit to urine, breath or other screening upon request;

14. Attend and successfully complete the Victim Awareness
Educational Program;

15. Submit to affirmative acts necessary to monitor
compliance with the orders of the court as required by
the Department of Corrections (“DOC”);

16.Pay all financial obligations in full and complete all no
contact provisions prior to being eligible for a Certificate
of Discharge;

17.Do not enter or frequent business establishments or
areas that cater to minor children without being
accompanied by a responsible adult;

18. Enter into, cooperate with, fully attend and successfully
complete all in- and out-patient phases for a sexual
deviancy treatment program. “Cooperate with” means
the offender shall follow all treatment directives,
accurately report all sexual thoughts, feelings and
behaviors in a timely manner and cease all deviant
sexual activity;

19.Do not possess or use pornographic material or
equipment of any kind and do not frequent
establishments that provide such materials for use or
sale;

20. Sign necessary release of information documents as
required by DOC.

App. A at 9-12. An additional 23 Special Conditions were also
imposed in Appendix F to the Judgment and Sentence. App. A at

14-16.
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After Mr. Moorehead completed nearly five years in
treatment, the State filed a Motion and Declaration for Order
Modifying and/or Revoking the Judgment and Séntence, alleging
Mr. Moorehead violated the terms of his SSOSA by:

1. Failure to comply with treatment conditions, rules and
regulations resulting in termination on or about
05/18/2010.

App. B at 1. Jeffrey D. Barrar was appointed as counsel for Mr.
Moorehead. App. C at 1.

According to Mr. Moorehead's recollection,’ Mr. Barrar
visited him three times. During his first visit, Mr. Barrar showed Mr.
Moorehead a copy of the treatment provider’s termination letter.

During his second visit, Mr. Barrar told Mr. Moorehead that
he could not be terminated from treatment due to failure to pay.
Mr. Moorehead then told Mr. Barrar that he did not think that he
was being terminated for financial reasons.  Instead, he believed
that termination was his provider’'s response to communication

difficulties that been increasing over time. Mr. Moorehead then

asked Mr. Barrar about the possibility of interviewing his treatment

! Although Mr. Mr. Moorehead recalls meeting his counsel three times prior to the
SSOSA revocation hearing, there is no evidence of this in Mr. Barrar’s file. App.
D. The file does not contain notes from any client meeting, or a log or time
sheets indicating that any meetings took place.
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provider and her staff. Mr. Barrar told Mr. Moorehead that he was
not able to do so.

Mr. Barrar met with Mr. Moorehead a third time, to inform
him that his revocation hearing had been delayed in order to
accommodate his treatment provider's schedule. When Mr.
Moorehead expressed concern about this reason for the delay, he
recalls being told that “it is best not to make [the treatment provider]
mad if she is going to take you back into treatment.” Mr. Barrar's
client file does not contain any information suggesting that there
was any possibility that this would happen. Mr. Barrar knew that
Mr. Moorehead had been terminated from treatment and that his
provider was planning to testify against him.

On July 23, 2010, the sentence modification hearing was
held before the Honorable John P. Wulle. Appendix E. At this
hearing, the State, represented by Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
Scott Jackson, requested that the Court revoke the SSOSA.
Appendix E at 194. The State called Kelley Chimenti, Mr.
Moorehead’s sex offender treatment provider, as its sole witnéss.

Officer Timothy Larsen, Mr. Moorehead’s CCO, testified for
the defense. He painted a positive picture of Mr. Moorehead,

testifying that there had been “no issues”. Appendix E at 159. Mr.
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testifying that there had been “no issues”. Appendix E at 159. Mr.
Moorehead reported and took polygraphs, as required. Appendix E
| at 159, 163. When he took over supervision of Mr. Moorehead,
Officer Larsen reviewed the entire DOC file. As a resulf, he
understood that Mr. Moorehead had been given two prior
sanctions, and that prior polygraphs raised concerns for his
predecessor. Id. But he also testified that “anything that needed to
be addressed would have been addressed at that time.” Appendix
E at 163-4. He also did not note other problems with his previous
CCO. Ultimately, Officer Larsen concluded that

[b]ut for his termination from treatment, he would have been

okay with [him] . . . At that current time, [tlhere was no other

violation behavior to address.
Appendix E at 167.

Mr. Moorehead also testified on his own behalf. Most of Mr.
Barrar's questions related to Mr. Moorehead’s finances and ability
to pay for treatment.

The State began its Closing Argument by stating: “This isn't
about money. He hasn’t been able to reduce his risk factors.”
Appendix E at 192.

Mr. Barrar argued in his Closing that Mr. Moorehead was

being wrongfully terminated because he no longer had the ability to
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pay for his treatment. Appendix E at 197-200. Mr. Barrar did not
support his argument with briefing or other citation to authority.

In ruling, the Court assured the parties that its decision had
“nothing to do with [Mr. Moorehead’s] ability to pay.” Appendix E at
201. Instead, the Court’s ruling squarely adopted the treatment
provider's conblusions:

The bottom line is the treatment provider is telling me that

you're not making any progress, that when they use all the

professional testing you're actually more of a risk than you
were before you started treatment . . . You're not doing your
end of the deal so that you are the same risk level as when |
started with you. :
Appendix E at 203. Moreover, the Court’s final comment
highlighted the bind that the Court was put in by the defense, when
it did not present evidence of any other provider willing to assume

Mr. Moorehead’s freatment:

| have no choice but to revoke SSOSA in this case, and
that’s what I’'m gonna do, gentlemen.

Id. The Judgment and Sentence, ordering Mr. Moorehead to serve
the remainder of his 68-month sentence, is attached as Appendix
J.

2. What could have been known by counsel after adequate

investigation. Mr. Moorehead'’s counsel overlooked four crucial

sources of information necessary to Mr. Moorehead’s effective

gordon & saunders

8 ’ 1111 Third Avenue, Suite 2220
Seattle, Washington 98101
Tel 206.332.1280 / 206.340.6034

Fax 206.682.3746



representation: (1) Mr. Moorehead’s initial SSOSA evaluation; (2)
Mr. Moorehead’s treatment provider — Kelley Chimenti, (3) Mr.
Moorehead’s treatment records, and (4) the advice, expertise, and
commitment to treatment that could have come from another

| treatment provider.

a. Mr. Moorehead’s SSOSA evaluation.? This evaluation

contained essential information about the person being treated by
Ms. Chimenti and represented by Mr. Barrar. Yet neither had the
evaluation in their client files, and indeed, at the SSOSA revocation
hearing, Ms. Chimenti even admitted that she had never even
reviewed it. Appendix E at 140, 141.

The SSOSA evaluation described Mr. Moorehead’s
personal, familial, educational, psychiatric, criminal, sexual,
employment and religious history. It described the offense and any
drug/alcohol usage. It gave the evaluator’s clinical observations
and impressions, psychological test results, polygraph examination
results, the results of an Abel assessment for sexual interest, and
information about Mr. Moorehead’s recidivism risk. Through the

SSOSA evaluation, Ms. Chimenti would have learned that Mr.

ZA copy of Mr. Moorehead’s SSOSA evaluation will be separately filed
under seal.
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Moorehead had no criminal history, no other victims, potentially
suffered from untreated clinical depression, behaved appropriately,
was polite, did not appear to have sexual devianbe associated with
adolescent stimuli, was concerned about his victim, was a low risk
to recidivate, appreciated the wrongfulness of his behavior,
appeared “very remorseful,” and was othérwise “strongly
recommended” as a “very qualified” candidate for SSOSA
treatment.

Defense counsel’s failure to investigate and obtain this
information deprived him of this information, and from being able to
explore the importance of Ms. Chimenti nof reviewing the SSOSA
evaluation either.

b. Information that would have been obtained from Mr.

Moorehead’s treatment provider and her treatment file.? Kelley

Chimenti is a social worker and certified Sex Offender treatment
provider. At Mr. Moorehead’s hearing, she acknowledged that

“money was a factor”, but testified that she actually terminated Mr.

% Counsel obtained a copy of the file directly from Ms. Chimenti, has
reviewed the file, and will file the exhibit separately under seal. And currently, the
best record documenting the pertinent information that would have been learned
from an interview with Ms. Chimenti, comes from her testimony at the SSOSA
revocation hearing — testimony provided too late for it to be meaningfully and
effectively incorporated into Mr. Moorehead’s defense.
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Moorehead, “primarily” because he had “not mitigated any of his
risk factors” during his time in treatment — that he had not made
progress in treatment and was “not amenable to treatment.”
Appendix E at 146, 116, 131.

Ms. Chimenti justified her conclusions by reference to the
Stable 2007 — an actuarial risk tool — and reported that in 2010, Mr.
Moorehead scored 12 out of a possible 26 points on that
assessment. Appendix E at 116-44. She testified that this score
represented an increase from the Stable 2007 score he had been
given the previous year — in 2009. Ms. Chimenti told the Court that
she “believed” that “a year ago he was maybe an 11" so that this
was an increase from his 2009 score. Appendix E at 129, 143.

Had defense counsel performed adequate investigation, he
would have been able to challenge this testimony. He would have
been able to show that Ms. Chimenti did not perform a Stable 2007
assessment in 2009.* Ms. Chimenti was offering the results of an

assessment that had not been performed.

* Counsel avers that she has reviewed Ms. Chimenti’s entire treatment
file, and it does not contain a Stable 2007 for the year 2009. The 2010
assessment is the only Stable 2007 in Mr. Moorehead’s treatment file.
Additionally, Ms. Chimenti has confirmed that this file contains all of Mr.
Moorehead’s treatment records. App. F.
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Had defense counsel interviewed Ms. Chimenti, he would
have known, at a time prior to the hearing that, not only had Ms.
Chimenti not assessed Mr. Moorehead with a Stable 2007 in the
year 2009, she had not done so during any year prior to that either.
She testified that she did not use the Stable 2007 when Mr.
Moorehead first started treatment, instead she started using it
“about a year ago” (which would be July, 2009). Appendix E at
128-29. Accordingly, her opinion that Mr. Moorehead had not
made progress in treatment was suspect for this reason as well.

At the revocation hearing, Ms. Chimenti also explained that
another risk assessment tool is the Static 99, and admitted that “the
score of the Static and the Stable are combined” to “assess an
overall risk level.” Appendix E at 136-41. But defense counsel did
not know, prior to the hearing, that Ms. Chimenti had never
assessed Mr. Moorehead using this tool either. Ms. Chimenti
attempted to explain away her failure to assess Mr. Moorehead
using this tool, with the Static 99, another actuarial tool, claiming
that one was done at the time of Mr. Moorehead’s initial evaluation.
Appendix E at 140. Had defense counsel done adequate
investigation, he would have been able to demonstrate the fallacy

in this justification — regardless of whether a Static 99 had been at
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the time of Mr. Moorehead'’s initial evaluation, Ms. Chimenti
admitted she never saw the resulis and therefore, clearly did not
incorporate them into her current conclusions. Any testimony
about Mr. Moorehead’s “overall risk level” was, for this additional
reéson, impeachable.

Had defense counsel performed adequate investigation, he
would also have been able to present objective evidence to
challenge many of the subjective conclusions formed by Ms.
Chimenti during the one Stable 2007 assessment that she did
complete. Forinstance:

e Ms. Chimenti erroneously concluded that Mr. Moorehead
had only one positive social influence in his life.
Appendix E at 119. But her treatment file contained
substantial evidence that this was untrue — Mr.
Moorehead had a number of dating relationships or
positive social influences.’ Granted, Mr. Moorehead did

name some of his social connections during his
testimony, but defense counsel had not done

% Mr. Moorehead had a girlfriend in November, 2005. (Bates #000064);
That ended but then he started a different relationship in May, 2006. (Bates
#000051). Ms. Chimenti’s reports document him going to movies with a friend
9/13/2006); a friend stopping by to visit (Bates #000013); going to Barnes & Noble
and Starbucks; dating someone “off and on” in 2007 (Bates #000136); taking a
friend to a birthday lunch (Bates #000097); socializing with a crowd of “old
friends” (Bates #000197); having a female friend (not a girlfriend) who was blind,
until he was prohibited from seeing her due to her disability (Bates #000187);
visiting a friend (Bates #000315), and then regularly travelling to Portland to stay
with a friend and play games with a group of 4-5 people. (Bates #000317, Bates
#000251, Bates #000344, Bates #000343, Bates #000342, Bates #000312, Bates
#000311).
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investigation sufficient to enable him to elicit any detailed
information about them. Appendix E at 181-82.

¢ Ms. Chimenti concluded that Mr. Moorehead had hostility
directed primarily towards women. Albeit, Mr.
Moorehead did feel at one time in 20086, that his CCO did
not like him,6 and Mr. Moorehead’s relationship with his
female treatment provider did ultimately break down. But
Mr. Moorehead also had several girlfriends (and the
evidence indicates that he ended the relationship
because of their behavior — the relationships were not
ended by the girlfriends due to his hostility towards
them),” he did get along well with his mother, and Ms.
Chimenti’s file indicates that most of Mr. Moorehead’s
meetings with his CCO “went well”.® Ms. Chimenti's
assessment is subjective and her own file contains
information that could have been used by the defense to
suggest that this conclusion is faulty.

e Ms. Chimenti concluded that Mr. Moorehead lacked
concern for others. But Ms. Chimenti's file showed that
virtually all of Ms. Chimenti's Quarterly Progress Reports
suggested otherwise.® The Clinical Notes also document
Mr. Moorehead’s discussions of racism and gay

®Bates #000041.
" See supra, fn. 5.

8 Bates #000038; Bates #000133; Bates #000111; Bates #000307; Bates
#000360; Bates #000267.

°The April, 20086, report compliments Mr. Moorehead on his thoughtful
assignments and suggests that “it is probable that Mr. Moorehead understands
the dynamics of how his problem evolved. The January, 2007, report documents
an “increased ability for empathy”. The January, April, and October, 2008, ‘
reports note he “maintains a stance of responsibility for his offense and empathy
for his victim”. He presented assignments on victim empathy in May, 2009 and
that report notes that they were “consistently above average and ... demonstrate
insight into his own behavior and empathy for his victim.” His September, 2009
and February 2010 reports again note that he demonstrates empathy for his
victim.
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prejudice10 and his feelings of guilt about being out of
custody while others are in prison. !

¢ Ms. Chimenti concluded that Mr. Moorehead had poor
problem-solving skills. But Ms. Chimenti’s file showed he
found housing and a job right after being released from
custody,12 switched apartments and found a roommate to
make the second apartment affordable,™ got a hew job
(even though the¥ knew about his felony and sex
offender history), * choose to end a relationship with a
girlfriend that just wanted sex instead of intimacy,15 was
(without fail) good about abiding by the restriction on
contact with minors and reported any incidental contact,
found a new apartment after his old one was determined
to be too close to a daycare,16 worked long-term to set
up detailed safety plans and obtain the travel permits
needed for him to routinely go to Portland to visit with
friends, notified his CCO in advance when he wanted to
switch jobs,17 sought even better employment through
labor unions,'® asked for more work from current
employers when he needed more money,19 got the raise
from his employer,20 got more responsibility at work,?!

"% Bates #000068.
" Bates #000180.
'2 Bates #000091.
'3 Bates #000051.
'* Bates #000050.
'S Bates #000049.
'® Bates #000048.
"7 Bates #000178.
'8 Bates #000176.
' Bates #000127.

2 Bates #000124.
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asked to switch grougs so that he could take advantage
of a job opportunlty, found ways to pay down his
treatment debts after perlods of unemployment, found a
new job after he was laid off, completed assignments
involving safety planning and other important problem
solving exercises,”* and when he was laid off for the last
time, he went to numerous job interviews, job fairs,
employment serwces educational opportunities and
temporary agencnes °> While he was unemployed he
also attended day reporting. %6 When Mr. Moorehead had
an issue with another group member, he addressed it
with his prov1der " He attempted mental health
treatment to address his problems with depreSSIon
Finally, he signed up for things like free teeth cleanlng to
get the services that he needed while unemployed
Certainly, Mr. Moorehead’s life was not without problems,
but Ms. Chimenti’s file contained evidence that tended to
dispute the conclusion that he lacked problem-solving
skills.

e Ms. Chimenti concluded that Mr. Moorehead was using
sex as a “coping tool” because “in the past” he reported
excessive masturbation during a period of stress.
Appendix E at 126. But Ms. Chimenti’s file demonstrates

* Bates #000116.

Bates #000111.

% Bates #000205.

** Bates #000201.

% Bates #000263; Bates #000262; Bates #258; Bates #000254; Bates
#000253; Bates #000251; Bates #000246; Bates #000245; Bates #000244; Bates
#000372; Bates#000354; Bates #000353;Bates #000340; Bates #000314;

% Bates #000249.

%7 Bates #000360.

%8 Bates #000341.

2 Bates #000314.

P

gordon & saunders

1 6 1111 Third Avenue, Suite 2220
Seattle, Washington 98101

Tel 206.332.1280 / 206.340.6034

Fax 206.682.3746



that, if this was once a problem, it had not been for
years. Mr. Moorehead was very open with his provider
about his once-significant history of sex. But by the time
he entered treatment his records show that he was losing
interest in sex and that it had even become a chore for
him,30 that he was more interested in intimacy than sex,31
and that he had little to no masturbation.** One note in
his entire file indicated that he had “excessive
masturbation” and that note was from November, 2006 —
years before Mr. Moorehead was terminated and the
Stable 2007 assessment (that was sug)posed to measure
his current condition) was completed. * And in fact, the
Quarterly Progress Report from 2006 tells the Court “[h]e
reports an increase in masturbation as a coping
mechanism and later reported a reduction of such. This
demonstrates knowledge of high risk behaviors and an
understanding of how he uses sexual release to mitigate
frustration.”®* (Emphasis added.) Ms. Chimenti's file only
showed that this was once a risk factor, but had long
been mitigated. This information was available to Mr.
Barrar if he had done adequate investigation.

Finally, defense counsel did not investigate the role that
depression played in Mr. Moorehead’s performance in treatment.
Page four of Mr. Moorehead’'s SSOSA evaluation (the one that was
not read by his treatment provider) suggested that Mr. Moorehead

suffered from clinical depression. Indeed, Mr. Moorehead briefly

%0 Bates #000091; Bates #000360.

%1 Bates #000049.

%2 Bates #000384; Bates #000359; Bates #000353.
% Bates #000174.

3 Bates #000123.
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took medication for depression, but stopped taking it (without any
apartrﬁent objection from Ms. Chimenti) due to unwanted side-
effects.® Defense counsel did not investigate of seek expert
counsel on whether Ms. Chimenti's unfavorable impression of Mr.
Moorehead’s emotionality, problem solving skills, feelings of social
rejection, concern for others, or vocalization in group sessions were
the result of his untreated (or insufficiently treated) depression. Mr.
Barrar did not investigate whether these symptoms demonstrated
the need for additional mental health intervention, as opposed to a
resistance to or unamenability for treatment.

c. The advice, expertise, and commitment to treatment that

could have come from another treatment provider.

David T. Morgan is a Psychologist and. Sex Offender
Treatment Providér licensed and certified by the State of
Washington. App. G at2. As a‘part of his education and work
experience, he has either been providing individual counseling or
conducting evaluations (or both) since 1993. Id. at 1-2. He

currently operates a private psychology practice, but also works for

government agencies such as Juvenile Rehabilitation, Juvenile

% Bates #000345; Bates #000312.
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e

Court, Division of Developmental Disabilities, Department of
Corre;:tions, and the State Correctional Institution in Oregon. Id.

Dr. Morgan reviewed the pertinent pleadihgs from Mr.
Moorehead’s case, his original SSOSA Evaluation, his Presentence
Interview,® all of Ms. Chimenti’s records, and the transcript from
Mr. Moorehead’s SSOSA revocation hearing. Afterwards, Dr.
Morgan prepared a Iehgthy and detailed report analyzing (1) Mr.
Moorehead’s risk of sexual reoffense and ongoing amenability to
treatment; (2) the validity of the conclusions Ms. Chimenti offered in
support of her decision to terminate; and (3) the appropriate use
and application of the Stable 2007 and other actuarial tools. App.
H.

Dr. Morgan noted, with lengthy support citations to facts in
Ms. Chimenti’s treatment file, Mr. Moo;’ehead was

largely compliant for the majority of his treatment, only falling

out of compliance towards the very end of his time with [Ms.

Chimenti's] agency.

... it appears he was in good compliance from approximately

June 2006 until February 2010. Indeed, multiple statements

were made in progress reports that Mr. Moorehead’s

treatment assignments were “consistently above average”
and that he was showing gains in areas where his providers

% The detailed Presentence Interview, performed by the DOC, was not in
Ms. Chimenti’s file either. Counsel obtained a copy from the attorney that
assisted Mr. Moorehead in obtaining the SSOSA and will file it separately under
seal.
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had asked him to make changes. Regular reference was
made to the opinion that Mr. Moorehead took appropriate
responsibility for his illegal sexual behavior, and showed
adequate empathy.

App. H at 1.

Dr. Morgan felt that “it was clear from the treatment reports
that gains had been made at times, and risk factors mitigated.” He
found it “inappropriate” to conclude, based upon Ms. Chimenti's
own records, that Mr. Moorehead was “unable” to mitigate risk
factors. App. H at 4. Moreover, Dr. Morgan explained that,
although Mr. Moorehead “appeared to vacillate back and forth at
times, this is typical of the change process.” Id.

Dr. Morgan also explained the difference between the Stable
2007 and Static 99 risk assessment tools, and took issue with the
inherent unreliability in opinions about risk (such as Ms. Chimenti’s)
that are based solely on the Stable 2007:

The advantage of static assessments [such as the Static 99]

is that there is no subjectivity involved in the assessment

process. ... The disadvantage to [dynamic] assessments

[such as the Stable 2007 used once by Ms. Chimenti] is that

there can be considerable subjectivity in the assessment

process. . . . Thus, dynamic risk assessment tools are
limited in their effectiveness by the level of objectivity of the
rater. The greater the objectivity of the rater and the

accuracy of the information, the more accurate the rating will
often be.
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As such, static and dynamic risk assessments are often
used together to create an overall picture of risk.

App. H at 5. Dr. Morgan explained why the Static 99 portrayed Mr.
Moorehead as a “low” risk for recidivism and even an “extremely
low” risk for recidivism with treatment. Id. Accordingly, he criticized,
Ms. Chimenti for not taking this information into consideration in her
analysis and opinions:

The Stable-2007 in and of itself is not generally sufficient to
make a definitive assessment of risk, particularly in light of
the fact that a previous evaluation had judged Mr.
Moorehead to be a low risk. At the very least, Ms. Chimenti
should [sic] taken the previous assessment into
consideration, and then explained how she believed a
previously low risk individual who had a large degree of
overall compliance throughout treatment was suddenly so
risky that he could not be safely treated in the community.

App. H at 6.
Dr. Morgan then offered the following conclusions:

1. The conclusion that Mr. Moorehead was high risk and
therefore too dangerous for outpatient treatment was
flawed. Insufficient information was considered to make
that determination. In addition, the assessment tool used
to make such a determination highlighted only a single
point in time (a particularly stressful time for him, at that),
and was not reflective of other information that would
likely have resulted in a lower assessment of risk.

. 2. The conclusion that Mr. Moorehead is generally non-
amenable to treatment is flawed as well. A review of
treatment reports throughout the vast majority of

" counseling suggested appropriate, even above-average
performance. Even six months prior to termination he
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appeared to be making acceptable progress. To
conclude that Mr. Moorehead was not amenable to any
sort of sex offender treatment is not substantiated by the
data.

App.Hat7.
Finally, Dr. Morgan discussed Mr. Moorehead’s future
_ participation in treatment:

[iIn her termination report dated 4/1/10, Kelley Chimenti

stated “Mr. Moorehead is being terminated from our sex

offender specific treatment as it has become apparent that
he cannot or will not appropriately engage and is currently
unable to gain any benefit from our program.” (ltalics
added.) | believe that Mr. Moorehead may have achieved
maximum benefit from Ms. Chimenti’s program, but that
maximum overall benefit had not yet been reached. ...

Based on the data review, | believe that [Mr. Moorehead]

would be an acceptable candidate [for my sex offender

treatment program].
App.H at 6-7.

Defense counsel did not seek the assistance and second
opinion of an expert and hence, Mr. Moorehead did not have the
benefit of this type of considerable expertise and contradictory
information as a part of his defense.

Neither did the defense make an effort to persuade Ms.
Chimenti to accept Mr. Moorehead back into treatment or attempt

to find a new provider willing to assume treatment. As a result, the

Court was left with no real alternative to revoking the SSOSA.
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Without adequate investigation and consultation with an expert, the
Court’s decision to revoke was inevitable.

d. What reasonably competent counsel éhould do in order

fo represent an individual facing SSOSA revocation due to

treatment issues. Amy Muth is a Washington attorney with

demonstrated and recognized expertise in the representation of
individuals charged with felony sex offenses, including those facing
SSOSA revocation. App. | at 1-6. Ms. Muth reviewed Mr. Barrar's
client file, Ms. Chimenti’s treatment records, the transcript of Mr.
Moorehead’s revocation hearing, an issue summary prepared by
counsel for Mr. Moorehead, and a letter from Dr. Morgan dated
July 21, 2011. Ms. Muth rendered several pertinent opinions.
First, she opinioned that
Whenever | am presented with a client who is facing
potential revocation of his or her SSOSA based on treatment
issues, it is my practice, and in my opinion, the practice of a
reasonably competent attorney to retain an expert. Typically
such an expert would be different from the sex offender
treatment provider, who would conduct a review of the
cliea3r71t’s treatment file, and, if possible, interview the client

Ms. Muth succinctly explains the import of obtaining an expert’s

assistance: “l know of no other way to present evidence disputing

¥ App. 1 at 6-7.
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Ms. Chimenti's conclusions other than to retain an expert to rebut
them.”® She also discussed the importance of asking whether the
“expert would be willing to take the client into treatment in place of
the current SOTP.”® She noted that an expert has agreed to
accept Mr. Moorehead into treatment.”® This is one way that
defense counsel’s failure to provide reasonably competent counsel
and conduct adequate investigation meaningfully prejudicéd Mr.
Mborehead’s position at his SSOSA revocation hearing.
Second, Ms. Muth opined that
it is my practice, and in my opinion, the practice of a
reasonably competent attorney, to request the client’s
treatment file from the current treatment provider when a
client is facing SSOSA revocation, and to then review the
file."!
This is necessary in order to carry out the attorney’s duty to
investigate, which is part of the duty to provide effective assistance

of counsel.* In her Declaration, Ms. Muth carefully outlines the

type and amount of mitigating and contradictory evidence found in

* App. 1 at 10.
* App.lat7.
40 App. | at 10.
“ App. lat 7.

2 App. 1 at 7.
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Ms. Chimenti's file.*> Ms. Muth carefully outlines the type of
amount of mitigating and contradictory evidence in Ms. Chimenti’s
file, and explains why that evidence called her conclusions into
question and would have substantially assisted Mr. Moorehead’s
defense. Id. Because the Court based its decision on Ms.
Chimenti’s conclusions, Ms. Muth’s Declaration demonstrates yet
another way that the failure to conduct adequate investigation
prejudiced Mr. Moorehead’s case.

Finally, Ms. Muth opined that

it is my practice, and, in my opinion, the practice of a
reasonably competent attorney, to interview the client’s

current treatment provider to determine why the provider is |

terminating treatment.**
The interview enables the attorney to determine what, if anything,
the client can do to improve treatment performance such that
termination is not necessary, and provides the attorney the
opportunity to explore the provider's basis for termination in order
to be able to meaningfully prepare to confront the treatment

provider during the SSOSA revocation hearing.45 Because the

* App. | at 8-10.
44 App. lat7.

*® App. 1 at 7-8.
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Court based its decision on Ms. Chimenti’s conclusions, defense
counsel’s failure to interview and meaningfully prepare to confront
her prejudiced Mr. Moorehead’s case.
E. ARGUMENT

LARRY MOOREHEAD WAS DENIED HS

SIXTH AMENDMENT RIGHT TO

EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL

a. A criminal defendant is guaranteed the effective

assistance of counsel at all critical stages of a criminal proceeding.

The Sixth-Amendment guarantees the right to counsel and includes
the right to effective assistance of counsel. McMann v.
Richardson, 397 U.S. 759, 771 n.14, 25 L.Ed.2d 763, 90 S.Ct.

1441 (1970); see also Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668,

686, 80 L.Ed.2d 674, 104 S.Ct. 2052 (1984). Ineffective assistance
of counsel results in a manifest injustice justifying relief under this
rule.. State v. S.M., 100 Wash.App. 401, 408-09, 996 P.2d 1111
(2000).

Sentencing is such a “critical stage,” as is any part of a
criminal proceeding which holds significant consequences for the

accused. State v. Robinson, 153 Wn.2d 689, 694, 107 P.3d 90

(2005); Bell v. Cone, 535 U.S. 685, 695, 122 S.Ct. 1843, 152

L.Ed.2d 914 (2002); Gardner v. Florida, 430 U.S. 349, 358, 97
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S.Ct. 1197, 51 L.Ed.2d 383 (1977). A SSOSA revocation hearing
holds such consequences, because the potential result of the
hearing is the defendant’s loss of his conditional-liberty in the
community to total confinement. RCW 9.94A.670(10).

Accordingly, Mr. Moorehead was entitled to the effective assistance
of counsel at his SSOSA revocation hearing.

b. Counsel is ineffective when he fails to properly

investigate and prepare to advocate for his client at a critical

proceeding. Defense counsel is’ ineffective where (1) the
attorney’s performance was deficient and (2) the deficiency
prejudiced the defendant. Stickland, 466 U.S. at 687. State v.
Thomas, 109 Wn.2d 222, 229, 743 P.21d 816 (1987). Deficient
performance is that which falls below an objective standard of
reasonableness. Thomas, 109 Wn.2d at 226. A reasonable
competent attorney is an attorney who is sufficiently aware of legal
principles relevant to his client’'s defense. Id. at 229. Reasonable
attorney conduct thus includes a duty to investigate the relevant

law. State v. Woods, 138 Wn.App. 191, 197, 156 P.3d 309 (2007).

To establish the first prong of the Strickland test, the
defendant must first show that “counsel’'s representation fell below

an objective standard of reasonableness based on consideration of
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all the circumstances.” Thomas, 109 Wn.2d at 229-30. If defense

counsel's conduct may be characterized as a legitimate trial
strategy or tactic, it is not considered ineffective. Id. at 229-30.
However, “tactical” or “strategic” decisions by defense counsel

must still be reasonable decisions. Wiggins v. Smith, 539 U.S.

510, 522-523, 123 S.Ct. 2527, 156 L.Ed.2d 471 (2003) (in capital
case, counsel's failure to fully investigate ballistics evidence
suggested “inattention, not reasoned, strategic judgment”).

To demonstrate prejudice, the defendant need only show a
reasonable probability that, but for counsel's performance, the
result would have been different. A reasonable probability is a
probability sufficient to undermine confidenée |n the outcome.
Thomas, 109 Wn.2d at 226.

Effective assistance of counsel requires counsel to make
reasonable investigations or make a reasonable decision that
. makes particular investigations unnecessary. Strickland, 466 U.S.
at 691. “A lawyer who fails adequately to investigate, and to
introduce evidence...that raises sufficient doubt as to that question

to undermine confidence in the verdict, renders deficient

performance.” Hart v. Gomez, 174 F.3d 1067, 1070 (9™ Cir. 1999).
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In State v. A.N.J., Supreme Court was confronted with a

- case in which defense counsel failed to interview.witnesses or,
indeed, perform any sort of an investigation in a ‘child molestation
case. 168 Wn.2d 91, 225 P.3d 956 (2010). In that case, defense
counsel made one attempt to interview two witnesses, did not
follow up when they did not return his calls, and performed no other
investigation.

The Court cited the Rules of Professional Conduct, holding
“‘competent representation requires . . . thoroughness and
preparation reasonably necessary for the representation.” A.N.J.,
168 Wn.2d at 110, citing RPC 1.2(3). The Court concluded that
while the “degree and extent of investigation required will vary
depending upon the issues and facts of each case, . . . at the very
least, counsel must reasonably evaluate the evidence against the
accused . ...” Id. at 111-12. The A.N.J. Court also spelled out
what was expected of counsel in the course of conducting a
meaningful investigation: “[d]Jdepending on the nature of the charge
and the issues presented, effective assistance of counsel may
require the assistance of expert witnesses to test and evaluate the

evidence against a defendant.” Id. at 112.
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i. Defense counsel was ineffective for failing to

do any investigation prior to the SSOSA revocation hearing. In Mr.

Moorehead’s case, his attorney failed to conduct basic
investigation (obtaining Mr. Moorehead’s SSOSA evaluation and
treatment file, and interviewing the treatment provider — the State’s
sole witness.) This investigation was integral to understanding the
evidence in the case and the arguments he could present on his
client’s behalf. The investigation was necessary in order to
understand what testimony and evidence the State’s sole witness
would provide. The investigation was the only way to gain
information reasonably neceséary to confront the expert on
opinions that the Court adopted in support of its decision to revoke.
There can be no tactical reason for failing to do any
investigation. Defense counsel’s conduct cannot be characterized
as a legitimate trial strategy or tactic. Thomas Wn.2d at 229-30.
“Tactical” or “strategic” decisions by defense counsel must still be

reasonable decisions. Wiggins v. Smith, 539 U.S. 510, 123 S.Ct.

2527, 2536-37, 156 L.Ed.2d 471 (2003) (in capital case, counsel's
failure to fully investigate ballistics evidence suggested “inattention,

not reasoned, strategic judgment”).
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ii. Defense counsel was ineffective for failing

to consult with an expert. Not surprisingly, the State’s case, and

the Court’s ruling, was based on the expert testirhony of Kelley

Chimenti. This is why, whenever a defendant faces SSOSA

revocation based on treatment issues, reasonably competent

attorneys retain their own expert.46 The expert will review the

client’s treatment file and, if possible, assist counsel in determining:

1.

Whether the expert agrees with the current SOTP’s
assessment of the client’s progress in treatment;

Whether the expert believes the client is amenable to
treatment;

Whether the violation at issue merits revocation of the
SSOSA or could be addressed through treatment;

The expert’s opinion of the client’s progress in treatment;

. Outstanding treétment issues the client needs to address

. An assessment of the client’s risk of re-offense, namely,

whether the client was a low, moderate, or high risk to
commit another sexually-related offense;

Whether the expert would be willing to take the client into
treatment in place of the current SOTP.

See App. | at 7. -If the expert’'s assessment is positive, then that

H

provider can be the witness through which the defendant’s case is

presented to the Court.

6 App. 1at7.
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Mr. Morgan, the expert who consulted with Mr. Moorehead’s

current counsel, did indeed indicate:

1.

6.

That he did not agree with the current SOTP’s
assessment of Mr. Moorehead’s progress in treatment;

That he believes Mr. Moorehead is amenable to
treatment;

The Mr. Moorehead'’s currently outstanding issues can
be addressed through treatment;

. That Mr. Moorehead has made progress in treatment;

That Mr. Moorehead presents a low to extremely-low risk
of re-offense; and '

He is willing t6 assume Mr. Moorehead’s treatment.

See App. H. These circumstances make it Clear that defense

counsel’s failure to consult with an independent expert substantially

prejudiced Mr. Moorehead’s defense at SSOSA revocation.

c. Mr. Moorehead was prejudiced by his counsel’'s

deficient performance. Counsel’'s unprofessional failures

prejudiced Mr. Moorehead. To prove prejudice, Mr. Moorehead

need only show that there is a reasonable probability that, but for

counsel’s errors, the result would likely have been different. State

v. Cienfuegos, 144 Wn.2d 222, 226, 25 P.3d 1011 (2001). A
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“reasonable probability” need only be sufficient to “undermine
confidence in the outcome.” Thomas, 109 Wn.2d at 226.

Here, defense counsel’s deficient performénce impacted all
parts of Mr. Moorehead’s defense. It deprived the defendant of
information necessary to develop and understand the available
defenses. It deprived the defense of the assistance of an expert
who could help the Court understand shortcomings in the
conclusions drawn by the State’s expert witness. It deprived the
defense of evidence useful in challenging this witness —the sole
witness called by the State —whose testimony that was adopted by
the Ckour’t as the basis for its decision to revoke Mr. Moorehead'’s
- SSOSA. Finally, because defense counsel did not show the Court
that another certified treatment provider disagreed wilth Ms.
Chimenti's conclusions and was willing to assume Mr. Moorehead'’s
treatment, he left the Court no reasonable alternative to revocation.
Defense counsel's failures did not just substantially prejudice Mr.
Moorehead’s defense, they left him without one altogether.
Accordingly, Mr. Moorehead asks this Court to reverse the trial

court’s order revoking his SSOSA.
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F. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, this Court should reverse the trial
court’s order revoking his SSOSA, and remand the matter to the

Superior Court for resentencing.

Respectfully submitted this ?‘_gwj;y of July, 2011.

Ny YNl

Kimberly N\Gefdon — WSBA #25401
Attorney for Petitioner Larry Moorehead
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JoAnne McBride, Glerk, Clark Co.

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, Plainfiff, No. 04-1-02493-5

V. JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS)

LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD, {(SPECIAL SEX OFFENDER SENTENCING

Defendant. - : ALTERNATIVE)

SiD: OR13599616 0 5 9 0 4 2 5 4 0

DOB: 10/14/1966 RO o RSISTENT OFFENDER

[] Clerk’s Action Paragraph 5.7

. HEARING
1.1 A sentencing hearing was held and the defendant, the defendant's lawyer and the (deputy) prosecuting
attorney were present.

Il. FINDINGS
There being no reason why judgment should not be pronounced, the Court FINDS: él 2¥ /os™
2.1 CURRENT OFFENSE(S): The defendant was found guilty on f/
(Date)
by Kplea [jury-verdict []bench trial of:
DATE OF
COUNT CRIME RCW CRIME
. 6/1/2004
6) 01 W CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE 9A.44.083 to
7/31/2004
as charged in the Information.
[0  Aspecial verdict/finding of sexual motivation was retured on Count(s) . RCW 8.94A.835
[] This case involves kidnapping in the first degree, kidnapping in the second degree, or unlawful imprisonment
as defined in chapter 9A.40 RCW, where the victim is a minor and the offender is not the minor’s parent.
RCW 9A.44.130
[  The court finds that the offender has a chemical dependency that has contributed to the offense(s).
RCW 9.94A.607. ,
[Tl  The crimes charged in Count(s) is/fare Domestic Violence offense(s) as
that term is defined in RCW 10.99.020: )
]  Current offenses encompassing the same criminal conduct and counting as one crime in determining the
offender score are Count(s) . (RCW 9.94A.589).
[0 Additional misdemeanor crime(s) pertaining to this cause number are contained in a separate Judgment and
Sentence.
O

Other current convictions listed under different cause numbers used in calculating the offender score are (list
offense and cause number): .

23
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2.2

CRIMINAL HISTORY (RCW 9.04A.525):

CRIME DATE OF SENTENCING COURT DATE OF Aord | TYPE
SENTENCE (County & State) CRIME Adult, | OF
Juv. CRIME

-

No known felonies

Additional criminal history is attached in Appendix 2.2.

cl

[0 The defendant committed a current offense while on community placement (adds one point to score).
RCW 9.94A.525

[0 The court finds that the following prior convictions are one offense for purposes of determining the offender
score (RCW 8.94A.525):

[T The State has moved to dismiss count(s) 02 (ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST
DEGREE), 03 (ATTEMPTED INDECENT EXPOSURE TO VICTIM UNDER 14), 04 (ATTEMPTED
COMMUNICATION WITH A MINOR FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES).

2.3 SENTENCING DATA:

COUNT OFFENDER SERIOUS- STANDARD PLUS TOTAL STANDARD MAXIMUM

NO. SCORE NESS RANGE (not ENHANCEMENTS* RANGE (including TERM
LEVEL including enhancements)
enhancements)
o1 0 X 51 MONTHS to LIFE
68 MONTHS $050000

24

25

31
3.2

3.3

(F) Firearm, (D) Other deadly weapons, (V) VUCSA in a protected zone, (VH) Veh. Hom, See
RCW 46.61.520

[J Additional current offense sentencing data is attached in Appendix 2.3.

] EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE. Substantial and compelling reasons exist which justify an exceptional

sentence [] above [_] within [] below the standard range for Count(s) . Findings of fact

and conclusions of law are attached in Appendix 2.4. The Prosecuting Atiorney [ did [] did not

recommend a similar sentence.

ABILITY TO PAY LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS, The court has considered the total amount owing,

the defendant's past, present and future ability to pay legal financial obligations, including the defendant's

financial resources and the likelihood that the defendant's status will change. The court finds that the

defendant has the ability or likely future ability to pay the legal financial obligations imposed herein.

RCW 9.94A.750/753

Hl. JUDGMENT
The defendant is GUILTY of the Counts and Charges listed in Paragraph 2.1 and Appendix 2.1.

[ The Court DISMISSES Counts 02 (ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE),
03 (ATTEMPTED INDECENT EXPOSURE TO VICTIM UNDER 14), 04 (ATTEMPTED
COMMUNICATION WITH A MINOR FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES).

[IThe defendant is found NOT GUILTY of Counts .

There [J do [] do not exist substantial and compelling reasons justifying an exceptional sentence outside
the presumptive sentencing range.

-
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IT IS ORDERED:

IV. SENTENCE AND ORDER

4.1 Defendant shall pay to the Clerk of this Court:

$ 4o ho$X” | Restitution to be paid to RCW 9.94A.750
p,’Victim(s) and amounts fo be sef by separate court
order
$110.00 Criminal filing fee RCW 9.84A.505
$500.00 Victim assessment RCW 7.68.035
$ DV Penalty Assessment Chapter 15, Laws of 2004
$100.00 Coliection of biological sample (for crimes committed Chapter 289, Laws of 2002
on or after July 1, 2002)
$ Fees for court appointed attorney RCW 9.94A.505/760 and RCW
8.94A.760
$500.00 Fine RCW 9A.20.021
$ Drug fund contribution to be paid within two (2) years RCW 9.94A.760
Fund#[J1015 [J1017 (TF)
$ Crime lab fee RCW 43.43.690
$ Witness costs RCW 10.01.160 and RCW 2.40.010

Court costs, including:

RCW 9.94A.030, 9.94A.505,
8.94A.760, 10.01.160, 10.46.190

$ Sheriff service fees RCW 10.01.160 and
RCW 36.18.040
$ Jury demand fee RCW 10.01.160 and
RCW 10.46.180
$ Court appointed defense expert and other defense RCW 9.94A.030, RCW 9.94A.505
costs and RCW 9.94A.760
$ Extradition costs RCW 9.94A.505
$ Other Costs for: RCW 9.94A.760

B3 The above financial obligations do not include all restitution or other legal financial obligations, which may
be set by later order of the court. An agreed restitution order may be entered. RCW 9.94A.750/753. A

restitution hearing:

['] shall be set by the prosecutor

[ is scheduled for

X The Department of Corrections/Superior Court Clerk Collections Unit shall immediately issue a Notice of
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Payroll Deduction. RCW 9.94A.7602

X Al payments shall be made in accordance with the policies of the Superior Court Clerk and on a schedule
established by the Department of Corrections/Superior Court Clerk Collections Unit, commencing
immediately, unless the court specifically sets forth the rate here:

Not less than $100.00 per month commencing immediately. RCW 9.94A.760
[0  The defendant shall report as directed by the Superior Court Clerk and provide financial information as
requested. RCW 8.94A.760(7)(b). The defendant shall report in person no later than the close of
business on the next working day after the date of sentencing or release from custody. A map has been
provided to the defendant showing the location of the Superior Court Clerk Collections Unit, 500 West
8th Street, Suite 50.
1 In addition to the other costs imposed herein, the Court finds that the defendant has the means to pay for the
cost of incarceration and is ordered fo pay such costs at the statutory rate of § .
RCW 9.94A.760
X The financial obligations imposed in this judgment shall bear interest from the date of the Judgment until
payment in full, at the rate applicable to civil judgments. RCW 10.82.090. An award of costs on appeal
against the defendant may be added to the total legal financial obligations. RCW 10.73.160. The defendant
shall pay the cost of services to collect unpaid legal financial obligations. This is an annual fee which will
be automatically renewed until financial obligations are completed. RCW 9.94A.780 and
RCW 36.18.190 )
4.2 X HIV TESTING. The Health Department or designee shall test and counsel the defendant for HIV as
soon as possible and the defendant shali fully cooperate in the testing. RCW 70.24.340
3 DNA TESTING. The defendant shall have a biological sample collected for purposes of DNA
identification analysis and the defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing. The appropriate agency,
the county or Department of Cormrections, shall be responsible for obtaining the sample prior {o the
defendant's release from confinement. RCW 43.43.754
4.3 The defendant shail not have contact with: A M L (female, 6/13/1993) including, butgoﬂimited o 9

personal, verbal, telephonic, electronic, written or contact through a third party for yeafs (not to
exceed the maximum statutory sentence).
[ Supplemental Domestic Violence Protection Order or Antiharassment Order attached as Form 4.3.

4.4 OTHER:

4.5 SPECIAL SEX OFFENDER SENTENCING ALTERNATIVE. RCW 9.94A.670. The court finds that the
defendant is a sex offender who is eligible for the special sentencing alternative and the court has determined
that the special sex offender sentencing alternative is appropriate. The defendant is sentenced to a term of
confinement as foliows: .

{a) CONFINEMENT. RCW 9.94A.589. Defendant is sentenced fo the following term of total confinement
in the custody of the county jail or Department of Corrections (DOC):

(o% months pn Count 01
Actual number of months of total confinement ordered is: C) g

All counts shall be served concurrently, except for the following which shall be served consecutively:

The sentence herein shall run consecutively with the sentence in cause number(s)

but concurrently to any other felony cause not referred to in this Judgment. RCW 9.94A.589.
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Confinement shall commence immediately uniess otherwise set forth here:

(b) CONFINEMENT. RCW 9.94A.712: The defendant is sentenced to the following term of confinement in
the custody of the DOC:

Count | Minimumterm | Maximum term
01 ¥ mashs LIFE

{c) The defendant shall receive credit for time served prior to sentencing if that confinement was solely
under this cause number. RCW 9.94A.505. The time served shall be computed by the jail unless the
credit for %,"ﬁ setved prior to sentencing is specifically set forth by the court:

S .

{d) SUSPENSION OF SENTENCE. The execution of this sentence is suspended; and the defendant is
placed on community custody under the charge of DOG for the length of the suspended sentence, the
length of the maximum term sentenced under RCW 9.94A.712, or three years, whichever is greater,
and shall comply with all rules, regulations and requirements of DOC and shall perform affirmative acts
necessary to monitor compliance with the orders of the court as required by DOC. Community custody
for offenses not sentenced under RCW 9.94A.712 may be extended for up to the statutory maximum
term of the sentence. Violation of community custody may result in additional confinement. The
defendant shall report as directed to a community corrections officer, pay all legal financial obligations,
perform any court ordered community restitution {service) work and be subject to the following terms
and conditions or other conditions that may be imposed by the court or DOC during community custody:

Undergo and successfully complete an outpatient [] inpatient sex offender treatment program with
. e o e - for a period of 4 f{/eact Svters

7
Defendant shall not change sex offender treatment providers or freatment conditions without first
notifying the prosecutor, community corrections officer and the court and shall not change providers
without court approval after a hearing if the prosecutor or community corrections officer object fo the
change.

ﬁSeN’e ' KO days/menths of total confinement. Work Crew
and Electronic Home Detention are not authorized. W 8.94A.725, .734.

(1 Obtain and maintain employment:
[T Work release is authorized, if eligible and approved. RCW 9.94A.731.

[1 Defendant shall perform hours of community restitution (service) as
approved by defendant's community corrections officer fo be completed:

[] as follows: .
"] on a schedule established by the defendant's community corrections officer. RCW 9.94A.

Xl Defendant shall comply with all additional conditions of Community Custody/Placement contained in
the following attachments:

X Appendix 4.6
X Appendix A
X Presentence Investigation

The conditions of community custody shall begin immediately unless otherwise set forth here:

4.6 REVOCATION OF SUSPENDED SENTENCE. The court may revoke the suspended sentence at any
time during the period of community custody and order execution of the sentence and shall impose
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5.1

5.2

5.3

54

5.5
5.6

conditions of community placement if the defendant violates the conditions of the suspended sentence or
the court finds that the defendant is failing to make satisfactory progress in treatment. RCW 9.94A.670.

For offenses committed after July 1, 2000, the court may revoke the suspended sentence at any time
during the period of community custody and order execution of the sentence, with credit for any
confinement served during the period of community custody, if the defendant violates the conditions of the
suspended sentence or the court finds that the defendant is failing to make satisfactory progress in
treatment. RCW 9.84A.

TERMINATION HEARING. A treatment termination hearing is scheduled for
{three months prior to anticipated date for completion of treatment) RCW 9.94A.670

NOTICES AND SIGNATURES

COLLATERAL ATTACK ON JUDGMENT. Any petition or motion for collateral attack on this judgment
and sentence, including but not limited fo any personal restraint petition, state habeas corpus petition,
motion to vacate judgment, motion to withdraw guilty plea, motion for new trial or motion to arrest
judgment, must be filed within one year of the final judgment in this matter, except as provided for in

RCW 10.73.100. RCW 10.73.090 ,

LENGTH OF SUPERVISION For an offense committed prior to July 1, 2000, the defendant shall
remain under the court’s jurisdiction and the supervision of the Department of Corrections for a

period up to ten (10) years from the date of sentence or release from confinement, whichever is
longer, to assure payment of all legal financial obligations. For an offense committed on or after

July 1, 2000, the court shall retain jurisdiction over the offender, for the purposes of the offender’s
compliance with payment of the legal financial obligations, until the obligation is completely satisfied,
regardless of the statutory maximum for the crime. RCW 9.94A.753 and RCW 9.94A.760.

NOTICE OF INCOME-WITHHOLDING ACTION. If the court has not ordered an immediate notice of
payroll deduction in Section 4.1, you are notified that the Department of Corrections may issue a notice of -
payroll deduction without notice to you if you are more than 30 days past due in monthly payments in an
amount equal to or greater than the amount payable for one month. RCW 8.94A.7602. Other income-
withholding action under RCW 9.94A may be taken without further notice. RCW 9.94A.7606
RESTITUTION HEARING.

[] Defendant waives any right to be present at any restitution hearing (sign initials):

Any violation of this Judgment and Sentence is punishable by up 1o 60 days of confinement per violation
{RCW 9.94A.634) or by revocation of the suspended sentence.

FIREARMS. You must immediately surrender any concealed pistol license and you may not own,
use or possess any firearm unless your right to do so is restored by a court of record. (The court
clerk shall forward a copy of the defendant's driver's license, identicard, or comparable identification to the
Department of Licensing along with the date of conviction or commitment). RCW 8.41.040, 8.41.047

5.7

SEX AND KIDNAPPING OFFENDER REGISTRATION. RCW 9A.44.130, 10.01.200. Because this
crime involves a sex offense or kidnapping offense (e.g., kidnapping in the first degree, kidnapping in
the second degree, or unlawful imprisonment as defined in Chapter 9A.40 RCW where the victim is a
minor and you are not the minor’s parent), you are required to register with the sheriff of the county
of the state of Washington where you reside. If you are not a resident of Washington but you are a
student in Washington or you are employed in Washington or you carry on a vocation in Washington,
you must register with the sheriff of the county of your school, place of employment, or vocation. You
must register immediately upon being sentenced unless you are in custody, in which case you must
register within 24 hours of your release.

If you leave the state following your sentencing or release from custody but later move back to
Washington, you must register within 30 days after moving to this state or within 24 hours after doing
s0 if you are under the jurisdiction of this state's Department of Corrections. If you leave this state
following your sentencing or release from custody but later while not a resident of Washington you
become employed in Washington, carry out a vocation in Washington, or attend school in Washington,
you must register within 30 days after starting school in this state or becoming employed or carrying out
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a vocation in this state, or within 24 hours after doing so if you are under the jurisdiction of this state s
Department of Corrections.

If you change your residence within a county, you must send written notice of your change of
residence to the sheriff within 72 hours of moving. if you change your residence to a new county
within this state, you must send written notice of your change of residence to the sheriff of your new
county of residence at least 14 days before moving, register with that sheriff within 24 hours of
moving and you must give written notice of your change of address to the sheriff of the county where
last registered within 10 days of moving. If you move out of Washington state, you must also send
written notice within 10 days of moving to the county sheriff with whom you last registered in
Washington state.

If you are a resident of Washington and you are admitted to a public or private institution of higher
education, you are required to nofify the sheriff of the county of your residence of your intent to attend
the institution within 10 days of enrolling or by the first business day after arriving at the institution,
whichever is earlier. If you become employed at a public or private institution of higher education, you
are required to notify the sheriff for the county of your residence of your employment by the institution
within 10 days of accepting employment or by the first business day after beginning to work at the
institution, whichever is earlier. If your enroliment or employment at a public or private institution of
higher education is terminated, you are required to notify the sheriff for the county of your residence of
your termination of enroliment or employment within 10 days of stich termination.

Even if you lack a fixed residence, you are required to register. Registration must occur within 24
hours of release in the county where you are being supervised if you do not have a residence at the
time of your release from custody or within 48 hours excluding weekends and holidays after ceasing to
have a fixed residence. If you enter a different county and stay there for more than 24 hours, you will
be required to register in the new county. You must also report weekly in person to the sheriff of the
county where you are registered. The weekly report shall be on a day specified by the county sherifl's
office, and shall occur during normal business hours. The county sheriff's office may require you to list
the locations where you have stayed during the last seven days. The lack of a fixed residence is a
factor that may be considered in determining a sex offender’s risk level and shall make the offender
subject to disclosure of information to the public at large pursuant to RCW 4.24.550

If you move to another state, or if you work, carry on a vocation, or attend school in another state
you must register a new address, fingerprints, and photograph with the new state within 10 days after
establishing a residence, or after beginning to work, carry on a vocation, or attend school in the new
state. You must also send written notice within 10 days of moving to the new state or to a foreign
country to the county sheriff with whom you last registered in Washington State

If you apply for a name change, you must submit a copy of the application to the county sheriff of
the county of your residence and to the state patrol not fewer than five days before the entry of an
order granting the name change. If you receive an order changing your name, you must submit a copy
of the order to the county sheriff of the county of your residence and to the state patrol within 5 days of
the entry of the order. RCW 9A.44.130(7).

The crime(s) in count(s) — isfare “most serious offense(s).” Upon a third
conviction of a “most serious offer$e”, the court will be required to sentence the defendant as a
persistent offender to life imprisonment without the possibility of early release of any kind, such as
parole or community custody. RCW 9.94A.030 and RCW 8.94A.570.

R The crime(s) in count(s) { is/are one of the listed offenses in RCW 9.94A.030
and RCW 8.94A.570. Upon a second conviction of one of these listed offenses, the court will be
required to sentence the defendant as a persistent offender to life imprisonment without the
possibility of early release of any kind, such as parole or community custody.

5.8 Pﬁistent Offense 7
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5.9 OTHER:

DONE in Open Court and in the presence of the defendant jht

=1
UDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

Print Name: J VLPA &/h / /C

Cd "

I
~Scott Jack$on, WSBA #16330 %A . McMitters, WSBA #26771

Deputy Prokecuting Attorney lorney for Defendant
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APPENDIX 4.6 - SPECIAL SEX OFFENDER SENTENCING ALTERNATIVE (8.8.0.8.A))
CONDITIONS OF COMMUNITY SUPERVISION/COMMUNITY CUSTODY

Defendant shall enter into, cooperate with, fully attend and successfully complete all inpatient and outpatient
phases of a Washington State certified sexual deviancy treatment program as established by the community
corrections officer and/or the treatment facility. Defendant shall not change sex offender freatment providers
or treatment conditions without first notifying the prosecutor, community corrections officer and the court and
shall not change providers without court approval after a hearing if the prosecutor and/or community
corrections officer object to the change. “Cooperate with” means the offender shall follow all treatment
directives, accurately report all sexual thoughts, feelings and behaviors in a fimely manner and cease all
deviant sexual activity.

The sex offender therapist shall submit quarterly reports on the defendant’s progress in freatment to the court
and the defendant shall execute a release of information to the community corrections officer, prosecutor and
the court so that the treatment provide can discuss the case with them. The quarterly report shall reference
the treatment plan and include the following at a minimum: dates of attendance, defendant’s compliance with
requirements, treatment activities, and the defendant’s relative progress in treatment.

Defendant shall remain within prescribed geographical boundaries, to-wit: not travel outside Clark County,
Washington except with the knowledge and permission of the court or his/her community corrections officer.

The residence location and living arrangements of the defendant shall be subject to the prior approval of the
Department of Corrections and shall not be changed without the knowledge and permission of the community
corrections officer.

Defendant's employment location and arrangements shall be subject to prior approval of the defendant’s
corrections officer and shall not be changed without the prior knowledge and permission of the officer.

Defendant shall report and be available for contact with the assigned community corrections officer as
directed. :

Defendani shall make recoupment to the victim for the cost of any counseling required as a resuit of the
defendant’s crime.

The defendant shall be on community supervision/community custody under the charge of the Department of
Corrections and shall foliow and comply with the instructions, rules and regulations promulgated by said
Department for the conduct of the defendant during the period of community supervision/community custody
and any other conditions stated in this Judgment and Sentence.

The conditions of community supervision/community custody shall begin immediately or upon the defendant’s
release from confinement unless otherwise set forth here:

Other conditions of sentence.

in addition to the conditions of sentence listed in Section 4.5 of the Judgment and Sentence, the defendant
shall comply with the following conditions of sentence:

X Defendant shall not have any contact with minors. Minors mean persons under the age of 18 years.
This provision shall not be changed without prior written approval by the community corrections officer,
the therapist, the prosecuting attorney, and the court after an appropriate hearing.
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During the time the defendant is under order of the court, defendant shall, at his/her own expense,
submit to polygraph examinations at the request of the community corrections officer and/or the
Prosecuting Attorney’s office (but in no event less than twice yearly). Copies shall be provided to the
Prosecuting Attorney’s office upon request. Such exams will be used to ensure compliance with the
conditions of community supervision/placement, and the resuits of the polygraph examination can be
used by the State in revocation hearings.

Defendant shall submit to plethysmography exams, at his/fher own expense, at the direction of the
community corrections officer and copies shall be provided to the Prosecutor's Office upon request.

Defendant shall not violate any federal, state or local criminal laws, and shall not be in the company of
any person known by him/her to be violating such laws.

Defendant shall not commit any like offenses.

Defendant shall noftify histher community corrections officer within forty-eight (48) hours of any arrest or
citation.

Defendant shall not initiate or permit communication or contact with persons known to him/her to be
convicted felons, or presently on probation, community supervision/community custody or parole for any
offense, juvenile or adult, except immediate family. Additionally, the defendant shali not initiate or permit
communication or contact with the following persons:

Defendant shall not have any contact with other participants in the crime, either directly or indirectly.

Defendant shall not initiate or permit communication or contact with persons known to him/her to be
substance abusers.

Defendant shall not possess, use or deliver drugs prohibited by the Uniform Controlled Substances Act, or
any legend drugs, except by lawful prescription. The defendant shall nofify his/her community corrections
officer on the next working day when a controlled substance or legend drug has been medically prescribed.

Defendant shali not possess or use any paraphemalia that can be used for the ingestion or processing of
controlled substances or that can be used fo facilitate the sale or transfer of controlled substances including
scales, pagers, cellular phones, police scanners, and hand held electronic scheduling and data storage
devices.

Defendant shall not frequent known drug activity areas or residences.

Defendant shall not use or possess alcoholic beverages [X] at all [ ] to excess.

The defendant [J will [J will not be required to take monifored antabuse per histher community corrections
officer’s direction, at his/her own expense, as prescribed by a physician. )

Defendant shall not be in any place where alcoholic beverages are sold by the drink for consumption or are
the primary sale item.

Defendant shall undergo an evaluation for treatment for [[] alcohol [] drug [[] mental health [_] parenting’
[T] anger management treatment and shall attend and successfully complete all phases of any
recommended treatment as established by the community corrections officers and/or treatment faciiity.

Defendant shall enter into, cooperate with, fully attend and successfully complete all in-patient and
outpatient phases of an [] alcohol [] drug [[] mental health [] parenting [_] anger management treatment
program as established by the community corrections officer and/or the treatment facility.

Based upon the Pre-Sentence Report, the court finds reasonable grounds to exist to believe the
defendant is a mentally ill person, and this condition was likely to have influenced the offense.
Accordingly, the court orders the defendant to undergo a mental status evaluation and participate in
outpatient mental health treatment. Further, the court may order additional evaluations at a later date, if
deemed appropriate. .
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Treatment shall be at the defendant's expense and he/she shalt keep ﬁislher account current i it is
determined that the defendant is financially able to afford it.

Defendant shall submit to urine, breath or other screening whenever requested to do so by the treatment
program staff and/or the community corrections officer.

Defendant shall not associate with any persons known by himvher to be gang members or associated with
gangs.

O 0 X K

Defendant shall not wear or display any clothing, apparel, insignia or emblems that he/she knows are
associated with or represent gang affiliation or membership as determined by the community corrections
officer.

Defendant shall not possess any gang paraphemalia as determined by the community corrections officer.
Defendant shall not use or display any names, nicknames or monikers that are associated with gangs.
Defendant shall comply with a curfew, the hours of which are established by the community corrections

officer.

Defendant shall attend and successfully complete a shoplifing awareness educational program as directed
by the community corrections officer.

Defendant shall attend and successfully complete the Victim Awareness Educational Program as directed
by the community corrections officer.

Defendant shall not accept emp!oyment in the following field(s):

Defendant shall not possess burglary tools.
Defendant's privilege to operate a motor vehicle is suspendedirevoked for a period of one year.
Defendant shall not operate a motor vehicle without a valid driver’s license and proof of liability insurance in

his/her possession.
Defendant shall not possess a checkbook or checking account.

Defendant shall not possess any type of access device or P.L.N, used to withdraw funds from an automated
teller machine.

Defendant shall submit to affirmative acts necessary to monitor compliance with the orders of the court as
required by the Department of Cormrections.

Defendant shall not be eligible for a Certificate of Discharge until all financial obligations are paid in full and
all conditions/requirements of sentence have been completed including no contact provisions.

N ¥ X OO0 O0ODO0OO0OX OOODO

Defendant shall not enter into or frequent business establishments or areas that cater to minor children

without being accompanied by a responsible adult. Such establishments may include but are not limited

to video game parlors, parks, pools, skating rinks, school grounds, malls or any areas routinely used by
- minors as areas of play/recreation.

X

Defendant shall enter into, cooperate with, fully attend and successfully complete all in-patient and
outpatient phases of a sexual deviancy treatment program as established by the community corrections
officer and/or the treatment facility. *Cooperate with” means the offender shall follow all treatment
directives, accurately report all sexual thoughts, feelings and behaviors in a timely manner and cease all
deviant sexual activity.

X1 Defendant shall not possess or use any pornographic material or equipment of any kind and shall not
frequent establishments that provide such materials for view or sale.
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X Defendant shall sign necessary release of information documents as required by the Department of
Corrections.

1 Defendant shall adhere to the following additional crime-related prohibitions or conditions of community
supervision/community custody:

47 OFF LIMITS ORDER (known drug trafficker) RCW 10.66.020. The following areas are off limits to the
defendant while under the supervision of the County Jail or Department of Corrections:

4.8 Other:
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CAUSE NUMBER of this case: 04-1-02493-5

1, JOANNE McBRIDE, Clerk of this Court, certify that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of the
Judgment and Sentence in the above-entitied action now on record in this office.
WITNESS my hand and seal of the said Superior Court affixed this date:

Clerk of said County and State, by: , Deputy Clerk
IDENTIFICATION OF DEFENDANT
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD
SID No. OR13599616 .
(If no SID take fingerprint card for State Patrof) Date of Birth 10/14/1966
Driver License No. 5682030 Driver License State OR
FBI No. 545042MB1 Local ID No. {CFN)
| SSN Corrections No.
PCN No. Other

Alias name, SSN, DOB: , <<aliasdob>>

Race: W Ethnicity: Sex:M

FINGERPRINTS | attest that | saw the same defendant in Court pn this document affix his or her
Deputy Clerk. v '

Left ght Right four fingers taken skl

{
Thumb i&’umb

Left four fingers taken simultaneously {/
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON )  CauseNo.: 04-1-02493-5
)
P lam“f ; JUDGEMENT AND SENTENCE (FELONY)
MOOREHEAD, Larry Albert ) APPENDIX F
, ADDITIONAL CONDITIONS OF SENTENCE
Defendant )
)

DOC No. 882218 )

CRIME RELATED PROHIBITIONS:

STANDARD CONDITIONS:

You shall report to and be available for contact with the assigned Community Comections
Officer as directed.

1. You shall work at a Department of Cormections’ approved education program, employment
Program, and/or community service program.

3. You shall not consume controlled substances except pursuant to lawfully issued
prescriptions,

. 4. fin community custody, you shall not unlawfully possess controlled substances.

5. You are to pay a community placement/supervision fee as determined by the Department
of Corrections.

07/05/2005
DOC 09-130 (F&P Rev. 4/2000) OCO



SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

1.

10.
11.

12.
13.
14,

15.

16.

You shall not have any direct or indirect contact with the victim, including, but not limited to,
personal, verbal, telephonic, written or through a third party without prior written permission from
your Community Corrections Officer, therapist, and the Court, after an appropriate hearing,

You shall not loiter in parks, arcades, malls or any area routinely used by minors as areas of
play/recreation. '

You shall not enter or remain in areas where children are known to congregate.
You shall not have any contact with minors. This provision shall not be changed without prior written
approval of your Community Corrections Officer, therapist and the Count, after an appropriate

hearing.

You shall remain within or outside of a specified geographical boundary as ordered by your
Community Corrections Officer.

Your residence location and living arrangements shall be subject to the prior approval of your

Community Corrections Officer and shall not change without the knowledge and permission of the
Officer.

Your employment location and arrangements shall be subject to the prior approval of your
Community Corrections Officer and shall not be changed without the knowledge and permission of
your Officer.

You shall not possess, use or own firearms, ammunition or deadly weapons. Your Community
Corrections Officer shall determine what those deadly weapons are.

You shall not possess or consume alcohol.

You shall not possess, use, or deliver drugs prohibited by the Uniform Controlled Substance Act,
except by lawful prescription.

You shall submit to urine, breath, or other screening whenever requested to do so by the program
staff or your Commumity Corrections Officer.

You shall not possess any paraphemalia for the use of ingestion of controfled substances.

You shall not be in any place where alcoholic beverages are the primary sale item,

You shall take antabuse per your Community Corrections Officer’s direction, if so ordered.

You shall attend and successfully complete all inpatient and/or outpatient phases of an alcohol/dx:ug/
mental health/anger management treatment program as established by your Community Corrections
Officer and/or treatment facility, if available.

You shall participate in sexual deviancy treatment as directed by your Community Corrections

07/05/2005

DOC 09-130 (F&P Rev. 4/2000) 0OCO



Officer and you shall not terminate treatment until successfully discharged by the therapist.

17. At the request of your Community Cosrections Officer, and at your own expense, you shall submit to
periodic polygraph examinations. Said examinations will be used to ensure compliance with the
conditions of the Community Corrections Officer.

18. You shall submit to plethysmograph examinations, at your own expense, at the direction of your
Community Corrections Officer.

19. You shall register as a sex offender with the sheriff’s office in the county of residence as defined by
RCW9.94A.030.

20. You shall not possess/use pomographic material or equipment of any kind.

21. You shall sign necessary release of information documents as required by the Department of
Corrections.

22. You shall not associate with people known to be on probation, parole, or community placement.

23. You Stiuti suDIut o HIV/LINA wesuny as required by law.

AFFIRMATIVE CONDUCT REQUIREMENTS: (First Ti er Waiver Only)

/—13-05

DATE E, CEARK COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

KS/sy/ ‘ JOA‘QQA //(’

07/05/2005

DOC 09-130 (FRP Rev. 4/2000) OCO



10
11
1A2
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

29

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, Plaintiff,

v

LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD ,
Defendant.

DOB: 10/14/1966

FILED
JUL 13 2009

JoAnne McBride, Clerk, Clark Co.

No. 04-1-02493-5
HARASSMENT NO-CONTAGT ORDER

(ORAH)
(JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE)

Clerk’s action required.

This Harassment No-Contact 1s entered pursuant to the Judgment and Sentence. The victim protected by this
order is: A.M.L. {female, DOB:6/13/1993)

Violation of this order is a criminal offense under chapter 9A.46 RCW and will subjeét a violater to
arrest.

}. FINDINGS

The defendant was found guilty of a crime of harassment and a condition of the sentence restricts the
defendant’s ability to have contact with the victim.

THE DEFENDANT IS ORDERED TO:
p

d

d

ORDER

Refrain from contacting, intimidating, threatening, keeping under surveillance or otherwise interfering with
the victim and from making any attempt to engage in such conduct.

Stay away from the victim's:

l;ﬁhome
E\school

K]_ business

ﬂ place of employment
[ other

Other; . /-x/
¢ 1/\—“’-8\/“&,

HARASSMENT NO-CONTACT ORDER (ORAH)
(JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (RCW 9.94A.110,
.120; RCW 9A.46.040, .080 (WPF CR 84.0430
(4/2001)) - Page 2

CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
P.O. BOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WA SHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)

(360) 397-6003 (FAX)

27
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1

12,

13

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

28

it 1s further ordered that the Clerk of the Court shall forward a copy of this order on or before the next judicial
day to the & Clark County Sheriff's Office/Police Department where the above-named victim lives, which

shall enter it in a computer-based criminal intelligence system available in this state used by law enforcement
to bist outstanding warrants.

A o
b A t
THIS HARASSMENT NO-CONTACT EXRIRESON 15 v Q/ {, [»e // ) m

Done in Open Court in the presence of the Defendant this date/ -

/f L,—JHD'@E
—; ‘t’(

Printname: /o wﬁu /e
Deputy Prosetufing Attomey
BA #16330

Scott Jack: 2/

Ath yfor Dé’f’éﬁdant il
Jotyd. McMullen, WSBA 26771

, | deposited in the mails of the United States
erfca a propélly stampted and addressed envelope directed to the victim/guardian of victim containing a
d copy of document to which this affidavit is attached. | declare under penalty of perjury under the
PoRig State of Washington the foregoing is true and correct.

ification purposes by the police or

HARASSMENT NO-CONTACT ORDER (ORAH) CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY

(JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (RCW 9.94A.110, CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER

120; RCW 9A.46.040, .080 (WPF CR 84.0430 P.O. BOX 61992

(4/2001)) - Page 3 VANCOUVER, WA SHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)

(360) 397-6003 (FAX)
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FILED
~JUL 13 2005
JoAnne McBride, Clerk, Clark Co.

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, No. 04-1-02493-5
- Plaintiff, ‘ SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION NOTICE
V. UNDER RCW 98A.44.130 and RCW 10.01.200
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD ,
Defendant.

, the above named defendant, hereby acknowledge that | have been advised of
the following information:

Because this crime involves a sex offense, a kidnapping offense involving a minor,
communicating with a minors or other offenses listed in RCW 9A.44 or RCW 9.68A, | will
be required to register with the sheriff of the county of the state of Washington where |
reside. If | am not a resident of Washington but | am a student in Washington, or [ am
employed in Washington, or | carry on a vocation in Washington, | must register with the
sheriff of the county of my school, place of employment, or vocation. | must register
immediately upon being sentenced unless | am in custody, in which case | must register
at the time of my release with the person designated by the agency that has me in
custody and | must also register within 24 hours of my release with the sheriff of the
county of the state of Washington where | will be residing, or if not residing in the state of
Washington, where | am a student, where | am employed, or where | carry on a vocation.

If | leave this state following my sentencing or release from custody but later move
back to Washington, | must register within 30 days after moving to this state or within 24
hours after doing so if | am under the jurisdiction of this state’s Department of Corrections.
If | leave this state following my sentencing or release from custody, but later while not a
resident of Washington | become employed in Washington, carry out a vocation in
Washington, or attend school in Washington, | must register within 30 days after attending
school in this state or becoming employed or carrying out a vocation in this state, or within
24 hours after doing so if | am under the jurisdiction of this state’s Department of
Corrections.

SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION NOTICE - 1 CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
’ CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
PO BOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-6003 (FAX)
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If | change my residence within a county, | must send written notice of my change
of residence to the sheriff within 72 hours of moving. If | change my residence to a new
county within this state, | must send written notice of the change of address, at least 14
days before moving, to the county sheriff in the new county of residence, | must register
with the sheriff of the new county within 24 hours of moving, and | must also give written
notice of my change of address to the sheriff of the county where last registered within 10
days of moving. If | move out of Washington State, | must send written notice within 10
days of moving to the new state or foreign country to the county sheriff with whom [ last
registered in Washington State.

If | move to another state, or if | work, carry on a vocation, or attend school in
another state | must register a new address, fingerprints, and photograph with the new
state within 10 days after establishing residence, or after beginning to work, carry on a
vocation, or attend school in the new state. | must also send written notice within 10
days of moving to the new state or to a foreign country to the county sheriff with whom |
last registered in Washington State.

If | am a resident of Washington and | am admitted to a public or private institution
of higher education, | shall, within 10 days of enrolling or by the first business day after
arriving at the institution, whichever is earlier, notify the sheriff of the county of my
residence of my intent to attend the institution.

if | gain employment at a public or private institution of higher education, | shall,
within 10 days of accepting employment or by the first business day after commencing
work at the institution, whichever is earlier, notify the sheriff of the county of my residence
of my employment by the institution. If my enroliment or employment at a public or
private institution of higher education is terminated, 1 shall, within 10 days of such
termination, notify the sheriff of the county of my residence of my termination or
enroliment or employment at the institution.

If | lack a fixed residence, | am required to register. Registration must occur within
24 hours of release in the county where | am being supervised if | do not have a residence
at the time of my release from custody or within 48 hours, excluding weekends and
holidays, after ceasing to have a fixed residence. If | enter a different county and stay
there for more than 24 hours, | will be required to register in the new county. | must also

- report in person to the sheriff of the county where | am registered on a weekly basis. The

weekly report will be on a day specified by the county sheriff's office, and shall occur

. during normal business hours. | may be required to provide a list of the locations where |

have stayed during the last 7 days. The lack of a fixed residence is a factor that may be
considered in determining a sex offender's risk level and shall make me subject to
disclosure to the public at large.

If | apply for a name change, | must submit a copy of the application to the county
sheriff of the county of my residence and to the state patrol not fewer than five days
before the entry of an order granting the name change. If | receive an order changing
my name, | must submit a copy of the order to the county sheriff of the county of my
residence and to the state patrol within 5 days of the entry of the order. RCW

9A.44.130(7).
All notices to any Sheriff must be in writing and include the following information:
SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION NOTICE - 2 CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
PO BOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)

(360) 397-6003 (FAX)
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Name

Address

Place of Employment

Crime for which convicted
Date and place of conviction
Any aliases

Social Security Number
Photograph

Fingerprints

CONDO PN~

| understand | have been convicted of a crime that requires registration per RCW
9A.44.130 and RCW 9A.44.140 as follows:

/ Class A felony, therefore | must register for my entire life;
Class B felony, therefore | must register for 15 years after the date of conviction;
Class C felony, therefore | must register for 10 years after the date of conviction;
Misdemeanor, therefore | must register for 10 years after the date of conviction.

———————

| further understand that if | fail to comply with this requirement | will be
committing a new criminal offense.

Dated: // 7"'/ 3’&9/

‘Défendant

Witnessed: gw"{"\// —

{

SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION NOTICE - 3 CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
PO BOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)
' (360) 397-6003 (FAX)




IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK
STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plamtiff, ) NO. 0 4’, - OZLH& - 5 >

V. ) MEMORANDUM OF DISPOSITION

fendant.

crivisy___ A8k Child Molest. io

‘The defendant shall be released from custody today on the above-captioned case(s) only.
jdefendant is hereby remanded to custody: __ Hold without Bail __ _Bailissetat$
T

he defendant has been sentenced to confinement totaling days/énonthg, to be served as follows:

~

a1 gz days credit for time served  fonagde days of additional total confinement
days of additional partial confinement on:
___work/educational relcase ___community service
___ work crew [0 defendant shall report within 24 hours of this order/release from custody

[ defendant shall be screened while in custody
The defendant is hereby Ordered to return to court on ,at a.m./p.m.

c~The defendant shall report to the Department of Corrections within 24 hours of this order/release from custody.

Ml/he defendant shall have a biological sample collected for purposes of DNA identification analysis and the
defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing. _ Report to the CCSO within 24 hours to submit sample.
FAILURE TO REPORT TO JAIL, WORK RELEASE OR WORK CREW MAY CONSTITUTE THE CRIME OF

ESCAPE AND COULD SUBJECT THE DEFENDANT TO IMMEDIATE ARREST. FAILURE TO RETURN TO
COURT AS ORDERED MAY CONSTITUTE THE CRIME OF BAIL JUMP,

Other

) 4
oA~/

Dated this lﬂ> day of _

gl

the Superior Court

D]
Dep Pros Tty WSBA# / RS

S577)

Memorandum of dispostuion — rev (9/02 ' 24

ﬂ/”
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FILED
JUL 132005

JoAnne McBride, Clerk, Clark Co.

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

No. 04-1-02493-5

Plaintiff,
ORDER FOR DRAWING OF

V. . BIOLOGICAL SAMPLE FOR HIV
TESTING

LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD, .
Defendant.

THIS MATTER, having come on regularly before the above-entitled Court before

the undersigned Judge on the ( 5 day of I G ,20C¢T

' for the purposes of sentencing, the defendant being personally present and represented

by his attorney, Jon J. McMullen, and the State being represented by Scott Jackson,
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Clark County, Washington, an the defendant having been
convicted of a Sex Offense or Violent Offense as those terms are defined under RCW
9.94A.030, it is hereby, -

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Clark County Jalil, if the
defendant is incarcerated in the County Jail, or the Department of Corrections, if the
defendant is incarcerated in the Department of Institutions, shall obtain a biological sample

from the defendant for the purposes of HIV testing. The biological sample shall be drawn

ORDER - 1 :
CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
P.O. BOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-6003 (FAX)

26
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by authorized medical personnel in medically acceptable methods and shall be
accompanied by documentation establishing identity and chain of custody. This Order is
pursuant to RCW 70.24.340.

IN OPEN COURT this /3 day of AJ e ( ,

//)ﬂ/

20 65 .

fsented by:

“Scott JacKson, WSBA #16330
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

4
JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

Copy received this day of , 20

Jon J. McMullen, WSBA # 26771 Defendant
Attorney for Defendant

ORDER-2
CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
P.O. BOX 61892
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
{360) 397-8002 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-6003 (FAX)
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FILED
MAY 26 2010
Sherty W. Parker, Cler, Clark G,

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, No. 04-1-02493-5
Plaintiff,
V. MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD, MODIFYING AND/OR REVOKING THE
Defendant. : JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
DOC #882218

COMES NOW the State of Washington, Plaintiff, by and through Arthur D. Curtis,
Prosecuting Attorney, and the undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and moves the Court
for an Order modifying and/or revoking the Judgment and Sentence previously imposed on |
defendant's conviction of the crime(s) of ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLEST 1. '

Defendant has violated the terms and conditions of his sentence as follows:

Violation # | Description

Failure to comply with treatment conditions, rules and regulations resulting in
‘termination on or about 05/18/2010

1

This Motion is based on the pleadings and papers filed herein, and upon the following
Declaration. ' /2
DATED at Vancouver, Clark County, Washington, this

MOTION AND DECLARATION - 1 CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
' 1013 FRANKLIN STREET « PO BOX 5000
KOZ ' ' VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666-5000 %
L (360) 397-2261 (OFFICE)
- (360) 397-2230 (FAX)
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
COUNTY OF CLARK ) .

The undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attorney certiijies and declares as follows:

1. That your declarant is the Deputy Prosecuting A’lttomey who is handling Clark County
Superior Court Cause No. 04-1-02493-5, State of Washington v. LARRY ALBERT
MOOREHEAD, and is familiar with the files and records herein. Said files and records reflect
the following:

2. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD was sentenced before the Honorable John F.
Niéhols, Judge of the Superior Cqurt on July 13, 2005 and required to comply with certain terms.
and conditions.

. 3. Timothy Lérsen, Community Corrections Officer for the Department of‘ Corrections,
State of Washington, has filed a report alleging Defendant has violated the conditions of the
Judgment and Sentence, a copy of which is attached and incorporated by reference.

4. That based upon the above there is good and sufficient reason to modify the
sentence based on violation(s} of the terms of and conditions of the Judgment and Sentence.

| certify and declare 'under penalty of pefjury under the Laws of the State of Washington
that the foregoing is true and correct. ‘

Executed at Vancouver, Washington on thisi day of May, 2010.

7

MOTION AND DECLARATION - 2 CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY

1013 FRANKLIN STREET « PO BOX 5000
KoZ ‘ VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666-5000
, (360) 397-2261 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-2230 (FAX)







FILED
MAY 26 2010
‘Shemy W, Parcer, Clrk, Clrk Co.

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
FOR CLARK COUNTY

Mo 0 Y=)— 02997 =5

. STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff,

_ ’ ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL
. CUSTODY: YES

Moorehead, La LRY ' NO

R T ol gl N N

Defendant,

The defendant in this cause having requested the appointment of counsel to
represent him/her herein and the Court finding that said defendant is financially
unable to obtain counsel without causing substantial hardship to himself/herself or
his/her family, it is now therefore, ORDERED that the following member of the bar,
be and hereby is, appointed as attorney for the above-named defendant; '

NAME: Jeff Raepae
ADDRESS: S00 V. B9 St Ste 230
" PHONE: 906 ~"23v

NEXT COURT APPEARANCE:

Jupce: _ Wrulle

DATE: June 1Y ,20/0

TIME: a, 00 PF.m,

DONE IN OPEN COURT this O~4o _ day of / \aan LD

A

—— Y JUDGE

White - Court File ' . @
Yellow - Defendant - ) )
Pink - Counsel

Gold - Prosectting Atty







JEFFREY D. BARRAR, P.S

VANCOUVER DEFENDERS
500 W 8" Street, Suite 230
Vancouver, WA 98660
(360) 906-7234/(360) 906-0211 fax

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET

T0: | Govdon -
FROM: JOUNEOW U Qedondel'S.

TAX Nm\aBER(ZGb) (82~ 6%
DATE: u I%Di (|

No. of Pages: (125 (inchuding this page)

= Lany moovenead |

CONTFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

Thts facsintle transmission (and/or documents accompanying it) may contain confidennal information
belongmmg to the sender which is protected. The information is intended only for the use of the individual
ar entity named above. If vou are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure,
copving, distibution, or the taking of any action in reliance on the contenis of this imformation is stricthy
prohibited. [f vou have received this transmission in. error, please notify us immediately by telephone

[T:woud4  6@:ST TTE2-8-NNL
g9 1:268d o
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, No. 04-1-02493-5

Plaintiff,
V. MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD, REVOKING SSOSA PURSUANT TO RCW

9.942.120(7)}(a)(v)
Defendant.

COMES NOW the State of Washington, Plaintiff, by and through Arthur D. Curtis, Prosecuting Altorney,
and the undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and moves the Court for an Order Revoking the
Suspended Sentence pursuant to defendant's violation of the terms and conditions of his/her Suspended

Sentence under RCW 9.94A.120(7)(a)(v) (SSOSA) in said-cause on the charge of
DATE OF CRIME

COUNT CRIME

01 ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST 6/1/2004 to 7/31/2004
DEGREE

Defendant has violated the terms and conditions of his/her sentence as follows:
1. Possession of pormography on /about 3/14/08 A&W‘ +
2. Providing false informatian to DOC on/about 3/14/08 W o

This Motion is based on the pleadings and papers filed herein, and upon the following Declaration.

DATED at Vancouver, Clark County, Washingtz‘n(w, on 15 MEQ; 2006.
[
/V\V %\

Kim Farr, WSBA # 8728
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER REVOKING CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
SSOSA PURSUANT TO RCW 8,94a.120(7)(a)(v) - 1 CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
o PO BOX 61892
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-8002 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-6003 (FAX)

cg,z:38ed : TT:wodd 6A:ST TTE2-ae-NOr
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
COUNTY OF CLARK T

The undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attorney certifies and deciares as follows:

1. That your declarant is the Deputy Prosecuting Attorney who is handling Clark County .
Superior Court Cause No. 04-1-02493-5, State of Washington v. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD.

2. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD was sentenced before the JOHN F. NICHOLS', Judge of
the Superior Court, on 7/13/2005, and the defendant was granted RCW 9.94A.120(7)(a)(i} (SOSA) and
probation on certain terms and conditions.

3. That since the time of the granting of the sentence under RCW 9.94A.120(7)(a)(i)
(SSOSA), Nicole Young, Community Corrections Officer for the Department of Corrections, State of
Wéshington‘ has filed a violation of the conditions of Community Supervision in regard to the defendant, a
copy of which is attached hereto and by such reference incorporated herein as if set forth in full.

4, That based upon the violation report, there is good and sufficient reason to impose

sanctlons based on violations of the terms and conditions of the sentence entered on 7/13/2005.

{ certify and declare under penalty of perjury under the Laws of the Stale of Washington that the

foregoing is true and correct. - (
Executed at Vancouver, Washington on this t day of March, 2006.

A e
Kim Farr, WSBA# 8728
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER REVOKING CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
SSOSA PURSUANT TO RCW 9.94a.120(7)(a)(v) - 2 CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER -
PO BOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-6003 (FAX)

cg,ciased TT:wodd 60:ST TT@2-BE-NL
s780




STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS ORDER FOR ARREST AND DETENTION
AA QFFENDER ES RNO ‘ NOTICE TO DETAINING AGENCY
onrorF NEI%V :r,es E} ':xo X COUNTY STAFF WILL SCHEDULE HEARING
NOV DATE: [} DOC WILL SCHEDULE HEARING

[C] NOT APPLICABLE

OFFENDER NAME ; 050G NUMBER CAUSE TFOS NUMBER
Larry Maorehead 882218 04.1-02493-%

TDATE 1SSUED COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS OFFICER | PHONE NUMBER | WARRANT EXFIRATION DATE
03/14/06 Nicale Yeung 360-571-4329

NOW THEREFORE, the above Ceommunity Corrections Officer, pursuant to the authority vested by the
pravigions of RCW 8.84A.628, RCW 9,94A.631, RCW 9.94A.634, RCW 9.94A,740, RCW 8.85.220, RCW
72.04A.090 and/or RCW 10,77.120, does hereby arder sajd offender to be arrested and detained in jali or
appropriale eustodial facillty pending appearance before the Superiar Court or Community Corrections
Hearing Officer, Offender shall not be relsased from custody on bail or persenal recognizance except

upan approval of the Superior Court or Depariment of Correctlons hearing rendered duly authorized
authority, )

WHEREAS THE ABOVE OFFENDER;

O (Post-Ralease Supervision) (RCW 9.84A.628) 1 (SRA, Community Supervision) (RCW 9.94A 631)

& (Probation) (RCW 8.85.220) [0 (CCP, Community Custody, Prison) (RCW
8.94A.740)
[ (LFO Only) [RCW 8.34A.634, 8.84A.740) [ {ccl, Community Placement) (RCW 8.94A,740)

[J (CCJ. Community Custody, Jail) (REW 9.94A.740)

Having been convicted of an offense and placed under the jurisdiction of the Department of Carmrections,
by the Supserior Court of the state of Washington far Clark County on this 13th day of July, 2005:

1 (insanity Acquittal) (RCW 10.77.180)

Larry Mcorehead
882218
04-1-02483-6

POC 320.155 DOC 350,750
Page 1 of3

DOC 0§-325 (F&F Rev. 11/26/2001) OCO

ORDER FOR ARREST AND DETENTION
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MAR-14-2008 TUE 08:48 P DEPT OF CORRECTIONS FAX NO. -~ <7B6007 P. 03/03

]

Having been acquitted by reason of insanity under the above cause number(s) and placcd on conditional
relezss by the Superier Court of the stata of Washington for County on this day of
, which conditional relsase has not expired:

WHEREAS, it new appears the above person has vislated condition(s) or requirements of sentence or
supervision as follows:

1) Possession of pomography on/about 03/14/08,
2) Providing false information to DOC or/about 03/14/06.

NARRATION:

On 03/14/06 CCQ Bacon and CCO Young completad a routine field contaet an Mr, Moorehead's
residence. Pomographic material was located on Mr. Mooreheads computer and on a video tape found
In his bedroom. Mr. Moarhead continously lied about possessing pornaaraphlc matesial uptil it was
located by CCO Bacon. The parnographic materia! consist of ane maive on & videa tape and several

pemographic images of aduit females and possiably ocne minor aged female. Mr, Moorehead wag than
taken into custody and transportad without incident to the Clark County Jail.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommendad that Mr. Meoreheads SOSSA sentence be revoked and his suspended sentance be
imposed. ~

| certify or declare undsr penalty of pequry of the laws of the state of Washingtan that the foregoing
statements are true and correct lo the best of my knowledgs and belief.

DOB: 10/14/86 Sex: Male Race: White  Hair: Brown Eyes: Blue Height: 603
Welght 250  Scars / Tattoosy AKALS):

Comments;
Photo Attached: [[] Yes

Issued by (CCO): Date: /
Copy sarved by: . Date:
4
Received by: Date:
(it applicable) Supervisor Signature: Date:
Distrbution: CCL/CCP ORIGINAL ~ Detalning Agency

COPY - Central File (via CRM), Hearings Officar, Offender, File

When applicable, Local Law Enfercement / Arrest
ALL ER ORIGINAL —~ Dstaining Ageney

COPY - Caourt, Progsator, Offender, Fite

Larry Moorehead
882218
04-1-02493-5

DOC 320,155 DQC 350,750
Page 20of 3
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
_IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, No. 04-1-02493-5

Plaintiff,

V. AMENDED MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD, ORDER REVQKING SSOSA PURSUANT TO

RCW 8.948.120(7)a)(v)
Defendant.

COMES NOW the State of Washington, Plaintiff, by and through Arthur D. Curtls, Prosecuting
Attorney, and the undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and moves the Court for an Order Revoking
the Suspended Sentence pursuant to defendant's violation of the terms and conditions of his/her

Suspended Sentencs under RCW 9.94A.120(7)(a)(v) (SSOSA) in said cause on the charge of

DATE QF CRIME
COUNT CRIME

01 ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE | 6/1/2004 to 7/31/2004

Dsfendant has violated the terms and conditions of his/her sentence as follows:
1. Possession of pornography on/about 3/14/06
2. Providing false information to DOC on/about 3/14/06
3. Violation of sex offender treatment guidelines by possession of pornography on 03/14/08, as

defined by sex offender treatment provider.

This Motian is based on the pleadings and papers filed harfﬁ, and upoen the following Declaration.

DATED at Vancouver, Clark County, Washingto inzf March 2006,

T~~~
Kim Fakr, WSBA # 8728
Deputy Prosecuting Aftorney

AMENDED MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER  CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
REVOKING SSOSA PURSUANT TO RCW CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
9.94a.120(7)(@){v) - 1 PO BOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
- (360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-6003 (FAX)
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
COUNTY OF CLARK .

The undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attorney certifies and declares as follows:

1. That your deélarant is the Deputy Prosecuting Attorney wha is handling Clark County
Superior Court Cause No. 04-1-02493-5, State of Washington v. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD.

2. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHMEAD was sentenced before the JOHN F. NICHOLS , Judge of
the Superior Court, on 7/13/2005, and the defendant was granted RCW 9.84A.120(7)(a)(i) (SOSA) and
probation on certain terms and conditions.

3. That since the time of the granting of the sentence under RCW 9.94A.120(7)(a)(i)

(SSOSA), Nicole Young. Community Corrections Officer for the Department of Corrections, State of

| Washington, has filed a violation of the conditions of Community Supervision in regard to the defendant, a

copy of which is attached hereto and by such reference incorporated herein as if set forth in full.

4, That based upon the viclation report, there is good and sufficient reason to impose
sanctions based on violations of the terms and conditions of the sentence entered on 7/13/2005.

| certify and declare under per{aity of perjpry under the Laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed at Vancouver, Washington on this Q /Z/day of March, 2008,

N

Kim Farr, WSBA# 8728
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

AMENDED MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
REVOKING SSOSA PURSUANT TO RCW CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
9.942.120(7)(a)(v) - 2 - . PO BOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-6003 (FAX)

S9,4138%d TT:wod4 6@:GT TigeS-gE-NOL




STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS COURT - NOTlCE OF VIOLATION
REPORT TO: The Honorable JOHINN P WULLE DATE: 3/20/2006
Clark County Superior Court
NAME: MOOREHEAD, Larry A. ' DOC NUMBER: 882218
AKA ' CAUSE: 04-1-02493.5
CRIME: Child Molestation 1 SENTENCE: 68 months
" supervision
DATE OF SENTENCE: 07/13/05 . TERMINATION DATE: 03/14/2006
LAST KNOWN 1319 Se. Ellsworth STATUS: Active
ADDRESS: D-53 CLASSIFICATION: RMB
Vancouver, WA,
98664
MATILING ADDRESS:

PREVIOUS ACTION:

COMMUNITY SERVICES TOLLING — SRA & PAROLE

Tolling Type Action Date Start Date End Date Days
TOLLING . 07/13/2005 07/13/2005 . 10/25/2005% 104

DOC 09-122 (F&P Rev. 03/2872002) POL
Page 1 of6

nNOC 0 198 DOC 350.750 DOC 250 180
DOC a%0 570 DOC 420.20%
COURT - NOTICE OF YIOLATION

S9,8:262d TT:wodg | BT:ST 1TES-8E-NNL



Re: MOOREHEAD, Larry A.
DOC# 882218
3/20/2006 -2 of &

STIPULATED AGREEMENTS

Violation Date 10/27/2008

Violation(s) : ; Outside gaographic boundary
Violation Date : 11/15/2005

Violation(s) + Qutside geographic boundary
Violation Date 1 11/23/2005

Viclation(s) - Outside geographic boundary
Agresment Date : 12/14/2008

Sanction(s) - Enhanced gupervision

Days Ordered/Suspended  : 000 / 000

SRA VIOLATIONS WITH COURT SANCTIONS

Violation “Violation Type(s) with Guilty Finding(s) Sanction ‘Sanction
Report Date Date to Jail?
None

COMMUNITY CUSTODY INMATE/PRISON AND INDETERMINATE SENTENCING
REVIEW BOARD VIOLATIONS

Violation Conditions Hearing ‘Hearing Sanctions Days Sanction
Date Violated Group Date Ordered/ Start
, - Suspended Date
None

VIOLATION(S) SPECIFIED: The above-named offender has violated counditions of
supervision by:

Allegation #1
Possession of pormography on 03/14/06.

Allegations #2

Violation of sex offender treatment guidelines by possession of pormography on 03/14/06, as
defined by sex offender treatment provider.

Allegation #3

Providing false information to the Department of Corrections on/about 3/14/06

DOC 09-133 (F&F Rev. 03/28/2002) POL

Page 2 of 6
DOC 320,155 DOC 350.750 DOC 350380
DOC 390.570 DOC 420205

COURT - NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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Re: MOOREHEAD, Larry A,
DOC# 882218
3/20/2006 - 3 of 6

WITNESSES: A
A Community Corrections Officer will testify.

SUPPORTING EVIDENCE:

Allegation #1. and #2

On 07/13/05 Mr. Moorehead signed the Judgment and Sentence for Clark County cause .
number 04-1-02493-5. In signing the Judgment and Sentence Mr. Moorehead acknowledged the
obligation to not possess or use any pomographic material of any kind, and to enter into,
cooperate with, fully attend, and successfully complete all phase of sexual deviancy treatment .
On 07/20/05 Mr. Moorehead signed the Washington State Conditions, Requirements, and
Instructions form acknowled. gmg that he s subject 10 all the conditions and requirements of the
Court.

On 03/14/06 CCO Bacon and I conducted a routine ﬁeld visil. During that visit CCO
Bacon did see that Mr. Moorehead had a computer. CCO Bacon asked Mr. Moorehead if he
could take a look at the computer and Mr. Moorehead stated he could without any objections.
Before looking at the computer CCO Bacon asked Mr. Moorehead if there would be anything on
the computer that he is not suppose to have. Mr. Moorehead told CCO Bacon there would not
be. As CCO Bacon Jooked through Mr. Moorhead’s computer CCO Bacon was able to see that
Mr. Moorehead had been to some sex sites (gloryhole. . pdx.net; sextracker.com) and that Mr.
Moorehead had also been receiving nude pictures from a young female who Mr. Moorehead was
conversing with. Because pornographic pictures were found in Mr. Moorehead’s computer CCO
Bacon and I were given permission to search Mr. Moorhead’s room. During the search CCO
Bacon and 1 also found a video tape with a pomographic sex scene on it.

On 03/16/06 Dr. Brewer came to the office and viewed the pornographic material that
CCO Bacon and I found. According to Dr. Brewer the pomographic matenal he reviewed did fit

" within his definition of pornography and is a violation of Mr. Moorehead’s sex offender

treatiment conditions.

DOC 09122 (F&P Rev 03/28/2002) POL

Page 3 of 6
DOC 320 155 DOC 350 750 DOC )5¢.3u0
DOC380.570. NOC 420 205

COURT —NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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Re: MOOREHEAD, Larry A.
DOC# 882218
3/20/2006 -4 of 6

Allegation #3

On 07/13/05 Mr. Moorehead signed the Judgment and Sentence for Clark County cause number
04-1-02493-5. In signing the Judgmen( and Sentence Mr. Moorehead acknowledged the
obligation to comply with the instructions, rules and regulations of the Department of
Corrections. On 3/14/06 during a routine field visit to Mr. Moorehead’s residence, he was asked
tepeatedly if he had anything in his home that would constitute a violation of his supervision to
which he indicated ‘“no”; he was asked if there was anything on his computer that is not
supposed to be there, if there was anything in his room that was not supposed to be there.
Moorehead continued to deny knowledge and/or ownership of the violations noted above even
after presented with the evidence.

ADJUSTMENT:

Mr. Moorehead's adjustment to community supervision has been poor. During the search
of Mr. Moor¢head’s room CCO Bacon and I repeatedly asked Mr. Moorehead if he had anything
in his room he was not suppose to have. At one point I remember specifically asking Mr.
Moorehead if he had any videos or magazines. Mr. Moorehead repeatedly lied to us maintaining
that he did not know how those web sites got onto his computer, It was clearly obvious that Mr.
Moorehead was tying since he had also received nude pictures of a young woman who he had
been conversing with. Even when we found the video tape Mr. Moorehead continued to lie.
Eventually Mr. Moorehead did admit to lying about possessing pomographic material.

During my conversation with Mr. Moorhead I asked him if he understood how serious a
SOSSA sentence was and Mr. Moorehead stated he did. Ithan asked My, Moorehead why he
would than possess pornography and risk it all. Mr..Moorehead’s excuse was because he was
lonely. Mr. Moorehead went on to say that he did not want to be here and that he would rather
be in Oregon because he has a friend over there. Mr. Moorehead maintained thal sometimes he
gets so lonely that he drives around at night because he doesn’t want to be here. I asked Mr.
Moorehead as to what places he would drive to. Mr. Moorehead indicated that he would go up
and down Mill Plain and to other various places. This is conceming to me since Mr, Moorehead
could be looking for someone to fill his void of loneliness. It is also concemning that Mr.
Moorehead is on the internet and speaking with women since that is how he met his victim's
mother.

1 also spoke with Mr. Moorehead’s sex offender treatment provider Dr. Brewer who
indicated that Mr. Moorehead never once shared with him that he was viewing pormography. Dr.
Brewer further indicated that he specifically asked Mr. Moorchead what his masturbation
patterns were and Mr, Moorehead only told him that he fanicized about adult women. Ido not
think Mr. Moorehead will be receptive to treatment if he continuously lies to his treatment
provider.

DOC 09-122 (F&P Rev 0372872002} POL

Page4 of 6
DOC 220 155 DQC 150.750 0OC 350280
00C 3%0.570 DOC 420205

COURT —~NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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Re: MOOREHEAD, Larry A
DOCH# 882218
3/20/2006 - 5 of 6

Last of all when we patied down Mr. Moorehead's jacket we found a children’s Winnie
the Poo ring in his pocket. CCO Bacon asked Mr. Moorehead where he got the ring from. Mr.
Moorehead told CCO Bacon that his ex-girlfriend gave it to him. I asked Mr. Moorehead what
ex-girlfrind and Mr. Moorehead admitted that it was his victim’s mother Tracey Lloyd. I asked
Mr. Moorehead why the victim’s mother would give him a Winnie the Poo ring and Mr.
Moorehead maintained that it was because the ring had his birthstone on it. I than locked at the
ring and there was not birthstone on it. Itold Mr. Moorhead that there was no birthstone on it
and Mr. Moorehead than indicated that it must have been because of the color of the ring.

On 03/21/06 1 spoke with Tracey Lloyd on the phone and asked her if she had any
jewelry missing, Tracey indicated that she could not think of anything off the top of her head. I
than asked her more specifically if she had any Disney jewelry missing. Again Tracey was
unsure and could not remember. 1than told her that I had 2 Winnie the Poo ring and that Mr.
Moorehead told me that she gave it to him. Tracey than indicated that she did remember a
Winnie the Poo ring but could not be sure if she gave it to him. [than asked Tracey if she could
come into the office and Jook at the ring to help her remember, and Tracey stated she would.

Tracey Lloyd came in person to my office on 03/21/06. During our mccting I showed
Tracey the ring. Tracey looked at the ring and stated that she remembered getting several
Winnie the Poo rings out of a vending machine. Tracey further indicated that her daughter’s
(Mr. Moorehead’s victim’s) birthday is in June and her birthstone is a pearl. On this ring Winnie
the Poo’s belly 1s the color of a pearl. During our discussion Tracey Lloyd also indicated that
she has seen Mr. Moorehead driving through her work parking lot back in January of 2005.
“I'racey stated that is when she knew Mr. Moorehead been released and that it really upset her.

. Tracey went on to say that Mr. Moorehead knew she worked there since she was working there

when she was dating Mr. Moorehead. Tracey further indicated there would also be no reason for
Mr. Moorehead to be there since there are not any places of employment around that area that
would hire Mr, Moorehead. ‘

On 03/21/06 later in the day I spoke with Tracey Moorehead again over the telephone.
Tracey called me to let me know that she asked her daughter if she remembered the rings she got
out of the gumball machine. Tracey’s daughter (Mr. Moorehead’s victim) immediate response
was you mean the Winnie the Poo ring with a pearl belly. Tracey told me that her daughter told
her that she did not know where that ring was and she could not remember when she had Jost it.
This indicates to me that Mr. Moorehead’s story about his cx-girlfricnd Tracey giving lnm the
ring is a lie and that the ring is actually his victims ring.

DOC 08-122 (F&P Rev. 03/2212002) PQL

. Page 5 of 6
DOC 320,153 DOC 350150 DAOC 350 250
. DOC 350 470 DOC 420203

COURT — NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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Re: MOOREHEAD, Larry A.
DOC# 882218

" 3/20/2006 - 6 of B

RECOMMENDATION:

I recornmend that Mr. Moorchcad be held in custody without bail pending his SOSSA
revocation.

I don’t not believe that Mr. Moorehead is a good candidate for SOSSA. Mr. Moorehead
does not take the conditions of his supervision seriously. It is also clear that Mr. Moorehead has
a serious problem with being able to tell the truth. If Mr. Moorehead cannot be honest with his
treatment provider than I have serious doubts that Mr. Moorehead will be receptive to treatment.
Mr. Moorehead has repeatedly lied to me as well indicating to me that he is not a good candidate
for supervision in the community. There also serious concern that Mr. Moorehead is fixated o
his victim since he continues to carry her ring around in his coat pocket like a trophy, and the
victim’s mother has recently seen Mr. Moorehead at her place of work in the parking lot.
Another important note is that when I took this ring as evidence from Mrx, Moorehead he was
very agitated about getting the ring back. Irecommend Mr. Moorehead’s SOSSA sentence be
revoked and he serve his maximum sentence in prison.

I certify or declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Submitted By: Approved By:
YA
(Ll e
Nicole Young V_g-cﬁnda Amell
Community Corrections Officer 2 ALommunity Corrections Supervisor
9105-B NE Highway 99
Vancouver WA 98665

360-571-4329

Distribution: ORIGINAL - Court COPY - Prasecuting Attorney, Dcfense Attorney, File

1DOC 09-122 (PAP Rev. 03/28/2002) FOL
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DOC 390.570 DOC 420.205

COURT - NOTICE OF VIULATION

|z

g1:S7 TiBeS-6-NNC
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Sunset Prychological & Counseling Servicer, L1.C
9908 SW Wilahire St., Suite 230
Portiand, Oregon 9722%

Phone: 503-’292-“!5; Fax: 503-.293-1787

March 19, 2006

Nisole Youny, CCO

of Corrections
9105-B N.E. Highway 59 MS: $-20
Veacouver, WA 98665

RE:  Lamy Moarshead
Dear Officer Young:

1 @ writing in regard to Mr. Moorehead, to offer clarificxtion regarding his qurrent vialatien
of eonditioas of treatment and sypervision. On 3/13/06, T was contactad by Officer Mike
Bacon, who reported that Mr, Moorshead had been insarcerated following g home visit. The
primary focus was his possession of materials which eppeared parnographic. Iwas asked 10
g0 1o DOC headquarters and offer my opision regarding whether or not the conflacated
materials wers indzed, parnographic. On 5/16/06, I viewed said materials at the DOC office.
The materials consisted of mumerous pictures and 8 video tspe, both of which were in M.
Moorehead’s possession. The definition of parnography Ls sexually explicit material which is
used o elicit sexual arousal or response. A mumber of the sti]] slides dopicted 8 woman lying
on ber back with Jegs spread and genetnlis exposed. It i3 oy opinion thas thess wece
pornogrephic. Additionally, the video depicted scenes of nudity, bt maore explicitly scenes
were women inssrted objects mto their vagines and ecty of fallstio. 1 consider these materials
1o be porpographic gnd & violation of M5, Mborehead's eonditions, The subjest is fairly new
to weatment &nd Ripervision, and I balieve this to be his first violatlon. I hsd worked with
him individualty until 3/8/06 whers hie soamed quits respoasive, ead he began group therepy,
If M. Mooreherd is allowed to cantinue freatment gnd community sgpervision, the recant
disclosuses aro certainly muterial for immediate therapeutic intervention, ¥ 1 can be of any
further 23sistance in this matier, please contact me at 503-202-1885,

Sincerely,

Counselor, State of Washingren
Treat Providsr, State of Washington

TT:wod4  TT:ST TI@2-@E-NNL
S9/bT:36ed
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‘1 CLARK COUNTY
WASHINGTON

prowd past, promdaing 'hh-r.ﬂ

CORRECTIONS

SUPERVISED RELEASE REPORT

T0: THE HONORABLE ROBIRT HARRIS
SUPERIOR COURT JUIDGE

PO BOX 5000

VANCOUVER, WASH 98666

RE: MOREHEAD, LARRY ALBERT
CAUSE: 04-1-02493-5

DATE: MARCH 21, 2006

YOUR HONOR:

LARRY MOREHEAD POSTED BAIL ON THE AFOREMENTIONED CASE AND WAS ORDERED BY
THE COURT TO HHAVE ELECTRONIC HOME CONFINEMEND APPROVED PRIOR TO IS RELASE. THAVE
BEEN ADVISED BY TONY SHAVER OF WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS THAT
THE DEFENDANT IS BETNG EVICTED FROM HIS ATARTMENT DUE TO THIS VIOLATION. TALSO
RECEIVED A MESSAGE FROM THE DEFENDAN1’S ROOMATE, BRUCE ZETTEL, THAT THE DEFENDANT
MAY NOT USE HIS PHONE FOR ELECTRONIC HOME CONFINEMENT. THE DEFENDANT HAD SOME
OTHER POSSIBLE RESIDENCES IN PORTLAND BU'T ADVISED ME WAS NOT ALLOWED THERE AS PART
OF THE TERMS OF HIS PROBATI0N. HIS PROBATION OFFICER, NICOLE YOUNG, CONFIRMED SAME
AND ADVISED ME SHE 1S MOVING FORWARD WITH REVOCATION PROCEEDINGS. IT APPEARS, AT THIS
TIME, THAT HE DOES NO1T HAVE A RESIDENCE TO RETURN TO AND WILL NEED TO BE RETAINED IN
CuSTODY.

Sincerely

Probation Officer

707 W. 13TH STREET ™ P.0. BOX 5000 * VANCOUVER. WASHINGTON 98866-5000

(360) 397-2436 * Fax «{ 360) 197-6013

G8,G1:36ed T7:Ww0d4 TT:ST TT@2-9E-N1L
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff,
No. 04-1-02493-5
\2
ORDER MODIFYING SENTENCE
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD,
Defendant

THIS MATTER having come before the court with the defendant being present and represented
by his/her undersigned attorney, and the State being represented by the undsrsigned Deputy Prosecuting
Attorney. The.defendant has previously been convicted and sentenced of B2 a felony under RCW 9.94A
(SRA), and/or, (] a misdemeanor under RCW 9.92 (Deferred Sentence) or RCW 9.95 (Suspended
Sentence) on the following charges of:

DATE OF CRIME
COUNT CRIME :
01 ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE §/1/2004
to
7/31/2Q04

. The Court having heard and considered the evidence, arguments of counsel and asked the defendant if
he wished to make a statement or present information in mitigation of the punishment, now, therefore, the
Court ORDERS, ADJUDGES AND DECREES:

1. The defendant is in violation of his Judgment and Sentence as alleged in violations specified
numbers:

1. Possession of pornography on /about 3/14/06 and providing false information fo DOC

on/faub_‘gyt 31 4/0?‘.1‘* I L "\, DocC 3-14-0L 3. Po S{:d{f:ih ek mb 4 6-7
2. Z's pumshment for violating the terms of the sentence on the felony counts the Defendant shall £ v .
serve 4’; days.
" As punishment for violating the terms of the sentence on the misdemeanor counts, , the
suspended or deferred sentence is [J modified [_] revoked and the Defendant shall serve
days in jail.
The total number of days imposed by this order is é O days, which are to be served as
follows:
(a) — days of the sentence are suspended on the conditions below.

days credit for time served.

days of additional total confinement in Jail.

__"Y ~ days of partial confinement, if eligible and approved, may be served as:
days of work or edycation release.

?c)‘%_

ORDER MODIFYING SENTENCE - 1 CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
1013 FRANKLIN STREET «PO BOX 5000
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98664-5000
(360} 397-2261 or (360) 397-2183
G997 :988d TT:wouy
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O days of Work Crew. If in custody, the defendant shall be screened while
in custody.
(e) hours of community service (8 hours = 1 day, 30 day maximum; minimum of
hours per month)
()] days of Day Reporting.
This term is [ concurrent ] consecutive with that imposed in
3 Additional modifications of Judgment and Sentence or conditions:
O The sentence imposed above includes conversion of days/hours of

community service/work crew to jail.

B! The Court will releass Defendant to an [_] inpatient [[] Outpatient drug/alcohol treatment
program ([] when a space hecomes available), and may grant day for day credit towards the
sentence, if Defendant arranges for and successfully completes treatment. [[] Defendant shall

not be released until aftar serving at least days of the sentence.
] The sentence imposed abovs includes conversion of § attorney fees, $
court costs, . fine, $ drug fund, $ crime lab fee, $ interest, §
for to jail. '
Other:
4. The Jail shall release defendant on this case, if he pays $ towards financial obligations en this
case.
5. The defendant is hereby ordered to appear in court on at amJ/pm.for: __
payment review; __ Treatment review; ___ Admit/Deny PV,
____Sentencing; ___

8. [ Bail or release conditions previously imposed are hereby rated.

DONE in Open Court and in the presence of the d
Larel, . 2008.

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

APPROVED AS TO FORM: A
K i AN g300 O///é—l/ﬂ L3H>27

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney" / ﬁey for Def
t have received a copy of this Order. | undérsta and have no further questions to ask of the Court.

Current Address: fm 4] 5{ [ Vl+

CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
1013 FRANKLIN STREET «PO BOX 5000
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666-5000
(360) 397-2261 or (360) 397-2183

ORDER MODIFYING SENTENCE - 2

I\
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, No. 04-1-02483-5
Plaintlff,
V. MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR QRDER
REVOKING SS50SA PURSUANT TQO RCW
LARRY ALEERT MOOREHEAD, 8.94a.120(7)@)(v) .
Dsfendant.

COMES NOW the Stats of Washington, Plaintif, by and through Arthur D, Curtls, Prosecuting Attoméy‘
and the undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attomay, and moves the Court for an Order Revoking the
Suspended Sentsnce pursuant to defandant’s violation of ths terms and conditions of histher Suspended
Sentence under RCW 9.84A.120(7)(a)(v) (SSOSA) In said causs on the ¢harge of

DATE OF CRIME
COUNT CRIME

01 ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST 8/1/2004 to 7/31/2004

DEGREE :

Dsfendsnt has violated the terms and conditrons af higfher sentence as follows

1. Possession of pomoegraphy on /about 3/14/08

2. Providing falss Information to DOC on/agbout 3/14/08
This Motion Is based on the pleadings and papgrs filed hereln, and upon the following Declaration
DATED at Vancouver, Clark Caunty, Waghin 7, on 1‘5 Mgpeh 2008,

N
Kim Farr, WSBA ? 8728
Deputy Prosecuting Attomsy

MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER REVOKING  CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
SSOSA PURSUANT TG RCW 9 84a.120(7)(a)(v}) - 1 CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
.~ POBOX 61992
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98868
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE) -
(360) 387-6003 (FAX)

25
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )

188
COUNTY OF CLARK

N

The undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attomey certifles and declares as follows.

1. That your declarant 15 the Deputy Prosscuting Afttomey who (8 hendling Clark County
Superlor Court Cause No. 04-1-02483-5, State of Washington v. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD

2, LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD wes sentenced before the JORN F. NICHOLS , Judgs of
the Superlor Courl, on 7/13/2005, and the defendant was granted RCW 9 94A 120(7)(a)(i) (SOSA) and
probéﬂon on cantain terma and conditions.

3 That since the time of the grantng of the sentancs under RCW 5.94A 120(7)(a)(1)
(S808A), Nicals Young, Community Corrections Officer for the Dapartmant of Camrecticns, Stste of
Washington, has filed & violation of tha condltions of Community Superwvision in regard to the defendant, s
copy of which is aﬁacﬁed hereto end by such reference Incorporated hereln as If set forth in full

4. That based upon the violation repert, thers Is good and sufficient reason to impose
sanctlons based on violetlons of the terms and condlbions of the sentencs entered on 7/43/2005

| cartify and declare under psnalty of perjury under the Laws of the State of Washington that the

faregoing is true and corract, (
Executed at Vancauver, Washington on this ‘ day of March, 20086.

R G
Kim Farr, WSBA#% 8728
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER REVOKING  CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
SSOSA PURSUANT TO RCW 9.94a,120(7)(=)(v) - 2 CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
PO BOX 61892
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 08666
(360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)
{380) 397-6003 (FAX)

SS-eT:368d . TT:wod4 TT:ST T182-6E-NAL



MAR-14-2008 TUE 09:48 . "EPT OF CORRECTIONS

TR
R

FAX NO. < ,766007 P. 02/03

ORDER FOR ARREST AND DETENTION

NOTICE TO DETAINING AGENCY
COUNTY STAFF WILL SCHEDULE HEARING
DOC WILL SCHEDULE HEARING
NOT APPLICABLE

g .'“  STATE OF WASHINGTON

5dply CEPARTMENT CF CORRECTIONS

OAA OFFENDRER YES NG
NOV YES [INO

NOV DATE:

OFFTENDER NANE

Larry Moarshead

DATE ISSUED

03/114/08 Niesle Young

DOGC NUNMRER CAUSE / FOS NUMBER
932218 04~1-02483.5
EOVMINITY CORRECTIONS OFFICER | PHONE NUMB P TE

360-571-4328

NOW THEREFORE, the absve Community Corrastons Officer, pursuant to the authority vested by the
provislons of RCW 8.84A.628, RCW 8 84A 831, RCW 8.84A.834, RCW 9.84A.740, RCW @ 858.220, RCW
72.04A.030 gnd/or RCW 10 77.180, does hereby ordsr sald offender to be erfasted end detained In Jall or
eppropriate custedial ity pending appearance before the Superer Court or Communfy Correctiona
Maaring Officer. Offendar shall not be relsased fram sustady on bafl or personal recognizancs except
upon approvsl of the Superior Court or Department of Corractians hearing rendered duly authorized .

autherity.
WHEREAS THE ABOVE OFFENDER

[ (Post-Releass Superviglon) (RCW B.54A.628) O] (SRA, Community Supsrvision) (RCVV B.B4A 681)

R (Probatien) (RCW 9.83.220)

[ (LFO Cnly) (RCVV 8.84A.634, 8.84A.740)

O (ccP, Community Custody, Prison) (RCW
8.84A.740)

7 (cCl, Communtty Placamert) (RCW 8.34A.740)
O (eed, Community Custody, Jall) (RCW 8.64A.740) -

Having been convialed af an offanse and pleced undar the jurisdiction of the Department of Camractiona,
by the Superior Count of the state of Washingten for Clark County on this 13th day of July, 2005:

[J (nsanity Acquittal) (RCW 10.77.180)

00C 08-328 (F&P Rov, 11/20/2001) OCO

Larry Macrehagd
8g2218
04-1-02483-5

DQC 320,168  DOG 350,780
Paga 102

ORDER FQR ARREST AND DETENTION

e mmmmer a3

G3,a238Rd
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MAR-14-2008 TUE 08:46 _/ “E€PT OF CORRECTIONS - FAENO. < :"788007 P 0303 2D

Heving been acquitted by reason of insanity under the abovs cause number(s) and placed on candtional
relases by the Superior Court of the state af Washingtan for County on thia day of
» Which congiional ralease has nat expired.

WHEREAS, it now’ appesrs tha abava persan has vilsted condiion(s) er requinements of sentancs or
supervision as follows:

1) Passession of pomography on/about 03/44/08.
2) Providing fajse mformeton to DOC on/about 33/14/08.

NARRATION

On 03/44/g8 CCQ Bacon and CCO Young completed & routine field cantact on Mr Matrehead's
redidence Pamographic matarial was located on Mr. Mooreheads cemputer end on a video taps found

tn his bedroom. Mr. Moorbead continously (led ahout possassing pormographlc material untl & was
located by CCO Bacun. The pomographic matarial constst of one meve on & vidso tape and sevaral
pomegraphic images of adult famales and posslably one minor egad female. Mr. Moorehead was than
taken into custody and transportad withaut Incldent to the Clark County Jall.

RECOMMENDATION: ‘

It s recommended that Mr Moorahaads SOSSA sentenca be revoked and his suspended sentence ba
mposad, :
| certify or deciars undar psnally af perjury of the laws of the state of Washington that the foregoing
statsments are trus and corract o the dest of my knowledgs and balfs?, .

D0B: 10r14/88 Sex, Male Raco:White  Heln Brown  Eyes: Biue Helght 603
Weght 250  Scars/ Taitoos

Commenta:
Photo Attaghed: 4
isaued by (CGO): Date: 5‘(/5/_@59
Copy served by: Data:
Racaived hy: : Date:
(f applieabla) Supsarvisor Blgnatare: Date:
Distributlan.  CCI/CCP ORIGINAL — Datalning Agency
CORY - Cantral Flla (via CRM), Hearings Ofiear, Offender, File
When applieable, Local Law Enforcemant / Arrest
- ALLOTHERS  ORIGINAL - Detajning Agenay
. COPY - Court, Proseastor, Offender, File
Larmy Moorahsed
882218
04-1-02403-5
BOC 02328 (FAP Ray, 11/25/2001) OCD DOC 20,185 DOC 330,780
Pagozafd
ORDER FOR ARREST AND DETENTION
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MAR 22 a5
JQAMB M%‘ cm C
iN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK
STATE OF WASHINGTON, No, 04-1-02483-5
Plaintd, S
V. AMENDED MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR
ORDER REVOKING SSOSA PURSUANT TO
Defandant.

COMES NOW the Stats of Washlington, Plaintxff, by and through Arthur D, Curtls, Prosscuting
Attorney, end the undersigned Deputy Prosocuting Attorney, and meves the Court for an Order Revaking
ths Suspended Sentsnce pursuant to defendant's violation of the terms and conditions of histher
Suspended Santence under RCVY 8.94A 120(7)(e)(v) (SSOSA) In said cause on the charge of

DATE OF CRIME
COUNT ' CRIME

o1 ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLESTATION [N THE FIRST DEGREE | 6/1/2004 to 7/31/2004

Defandant hes violzted the tarms and condltions of his/her sentence as follows:
1. Possasaion of pomography en/abaut 3/14/08
2. Providing false Information to DOC on/about 3/14/06
3 Violation of sex offender treatment guldelmas by possession of pomography on 03/14/08, as
' defined by sex offander treatment provider.
This Motion Is based on the pisadings and papars filed h , and upon the following Declarahon
DATED at Vancouver, Ciark County, Washmgtov}, 22 March 2008

Kim Falr, WSBA # 8728
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

AMENDED MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR ORDER CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
REVOKING §SOSA PURSUANT TO RCW CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
8.842.120(7}(a){v) - 1 PO BOX 61892
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98686
{360) 397-6002 (OFFICE)
(360) 337-8003 (FAX)

S9-22:368d : TT:wod4 - 2T:GT TTE2-BE-NNL



STATE OF WASHINGTON )
COUNTY OF CLARK ) %

The undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attomsy certifiss and daclarss as fallows:

1 That your declerant [s the Deputy Prosecuting Attomey whe Is handiing Clark -County
Superior Court Cause Na. 04-1-02493-5, State of Washington v. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD.

2. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD was sentenced befare the JOHN F. NICHOLS , Judge of
the Superfor Court, on 7/13/2005, and the defendant was granted RCW 9 84A 120{7)(a){l) (SOSA) and
probation an certaln terms and conditions. .

3. Thet since the tms of the granting of the sentsnce under RCW 9.84A 120(7)(a)(1)
(SS08A), Nicale Young, Commﬁmty Corrections Officer for the Department of Corrections, State of
Washington, has filed a yiolatton of the canditions of Community Superv!sioh i regard o the defendent, a
copy of which ls attached hereto and by such refersnca incorporated herem as if set forth In full.‘

4 That besed upon the violation repert, thers I8 good and sufficlent regson to kmpose
sanctions based on violations of the terms and conditions of the sentence entered on 7/13/2005.

| cortify and dectare under penalty of parjury under the Laws of the Stste of Washington thet the
foregoing 1s true and correct, 4

Executed at Vancouver, Weshington on this _Z%da! of March, 2006

A

Kim Farr, WSBA% 8728.
Deputy Prasecuting Attomey

AMENDED MOTION AND DECLARATION FORORDER ~ CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
REVOKING SSOSA PURSUANT TO RCW CHILD ABUSE INTERVENTION CENTER
8,84a 120(7)(a)(v) - 2 PO BOX 61882
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98866
(360) 387-8002 (OFFICE)
(360) 397-6003 (FAX)

S9.,£2:958ed TT:wou4 2T:ST 11ge-88-NNL
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STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
The Honorable JOHN P WULLE DATE:
Clark County Supetior Court
MOOREHEAD, Larry A. DOC NUMBER:
| CAUSE;:
Child Molestation 1 SENTENCE:
DATE OF SENTENCE: 07/13/05 . TERMINATION DATE:
LAST KNOWN 1319 Se. Ellsworth STATUS:
ADDRESS: D-33 CLASSIFICATION:

Vancouver, WA,
08664

MAILING ADDRESS:

PREVIOUS ACTION:

COMMUNITY SERVICES TOLLING - SRA & PAROLE

COURT - NOTICE OF VIOLATION

3/20/2006

882218
04-1-02493-5
63 months
supervision
03/14/2006

Active
RMB

Tolling Typs Actian Date Start Dato End Dxle Days
TALLIG 07/13/2008 97/43/2085 10/25/26035 104
DOC 05- 121 (Fa? Ree DWZRV) POL
Page 1 0f6
DOC XX 155 DOC 3075 DOC 35330
DOC %50 376 DOC 9208

S9-f2ia6ed

COURT ~ NOTICE QF VIOLATION
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Re MOOREHEAD, Lamy A

DOC# 882218

3/20/2006-2 of 6

STIPULATED AGREEMENTS

Vlolatlcn Dats 10/237/2005

Violetton(s) Outside geographic boundary
Viciation Dats 11/13/2008

Vialatlon(s) Cuteida geoqraphic bsundary
Violation Date 11/33/2008

Viotation{a) ocutaide gaographic boundary
Agroement Date 12/14/32005

Sanction(s) Enhanced supervizion

Days Ordarsd/Suspended 000 / 000

SRA VIOLATIONS WITH COURT SANCTIONS

Violation Violation Typs{s) with Gulity Finding(s) Sanction Sanction
Report Date Date to Jaill?
None .

COMMUNITY CUSTODY INMATE/PRISON AND INDETERMINATE SENTENCING

REVIEW BOARD VIOLATIONS
Vislation Conditicna Hearing Hearing Sanctions Days Sanction
Date Violated Group Date Ordereds Start
Suspended Dato
Nons

VIOLATION(S) SPECIFIED: The above-named offender has violated conditions of

supervision by:

Allegation ]

Possession of pomography on 03/ 14/06.

Allegations #2

Violation of sex offender treatment guidelines by possession of pornography on 03/14/06, as
defined by sex offender treatment provider.

atlo

Providing false information to the Department of Corrections on/about 3/14/06

DOC (9-122 (F&P Reov QWZAN0Q) POL

S8,52:968d

DOC 120 118

DOC IN 780
DOC W0 570

Pago20of6

DOC 130 30
OOC 420 208

COURT — NOTICE OF VIOLATIaN

TT:wod 4
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Re MOOREHEAD, Lamy A.
DOCH 882218
3/20/2008 -3 o1 &

WITNESSES:
A Commumty Corrections Officer will testify.

SUPPORTING EVIDENCE:

Allegation #1, and 32

On 07/13/05 Mr. Moorehead signed the Judgraent and Sentence for Clark County cause
number 04-1-02493-5, In signing the Judgment and Sentence Mr. Moorehead acknowledged the
obligation to not possess or use any pornographic material of any kind, and to enter into,
cooperate with, fully attend, and successfully complete all phase of sexual deviancy treatment .
On 07/20/05 Mtr. Moorehead signed the Washington State Conditions, Requirements, and
Instructions form acknowledging that he is subject to all the conditions and requirements of the
Court.

On 03/14/06 CCO Bacon and I conducted a routine fisld visit. During that visit CCO
Bacon did see that Mr, Moorehead had a computer. CCO Bacon asked Mr. Moorehead if he
could take a look at the computer and Mr. Moorsheed stated he could without any objections.
Before looking at the computer CCO Bacon asked Mr. Moorehead 1f there would be anything on
the computer that he is not suppase to have, Mr. Moorshead told CCO Bacon there would not
be. As CCO Bacon looked through Mr, Moorhead’s computer CCO Bacon was able to see that
Mr. Moorehead had been to some sex sites (gloryhole.xxx.pdx.net; sextracker.com) and that Mr.
Moorehead had also been receiving nude pictures from a young fermmale who Mr Moorehead was
conversing with. Because pornographic pictures were found in Mr. Moorchead's computer CCO
Bacon and I were given pefruission to search Mr. Moorhead’s room. During the search CCO
Bacon and I also found a video tape with a parnographic sex scene on it.

On 03/16/06 Dr. Brewer came to the office and viewed the pormographic material that
CCO Bacon and I found. Acconding to Dr. Brewer the pornographic materia] e reviewed did fit
within his definition of pomography and is a violation of Mr. Moorehead’s sex offender
treatment conditions.

DOC 03123 (PAP Rev 03/202002) AOL ‘
Page 3 of 6
DOC 320 133 POC 353 180 DOC 3150 380
DOC 350 570 £OC 20705
COURT - NOTICE OF VIOLATION

S9-92:258d TT:wod4 2T:S1T T18eS-BE-NNL
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Re. MOOREHEAD, Larry A
DOCH# 882218
3/20/2006 - 4 of

 Allegation #3

On 07/13/05 Mr. Moorehead signed the Judgment end Sentence for Clark County cause number
04-1-02493-5. In signing the Judgment and Sentence Mr. Moorehead acknow{edged the
obligation to comply with the instructions, rules and regulations of the Department of
Corrections. On 3/14/06 during 2 routine field visit to Mr. Moorehead’s residence, he was asked
repeatedly if he had anything in his home that would constitute & violation of his supervision to
which he indicated *“no”; he was asked if there was anything on his computer that is not
supposed {o be there, if there was anything in his room that was not supposed to be there,
Moorehead continued to deny knowledge and/or ownership of the violations noted above even
after presented with the evidence.

ADJUSTMENT:

Mr. Moorehead's adjustment to coramunity supervision has been poor. During the search
of Mr. Moorehead’s room CCO Bacon and I repesatedly asked Mr Moorehead if he had anything
In lus room he was not suppose to have, At one point I remember specifically asking Mr.
Moorehead if he had any vidsos or magazines. Mr. Moorehead repeatedly lied to us maintalning
that he did not know how thosg web sitas got onto his computer. It was clearly obvious that Mr.
Moorehead was lying since he had also received nude pictures of a young woman who he had
been conversing with. Even when we found the video tape Mt. Moorehead continued to lie.
Eventually Mr. Moorehead did admit to lying ahout possessing pornographic material.

During my conversation with Mr. Moorhead I asked him if he understood how serious a
SOSSA sentence was and Mr. Moorehead stated he did. I than agked Mr. Moorehead why he
would than possess pomography and risk it all. Mr. Moorehead’s excuse was because he was
lonely. Mr, Moorehead went on to say that he did not want to be here and that he would rather
be in Oregon because he has a friend over there. Mr. Moorehead maintained that sometimes he
gets so loncly that he dnves around at night because he doesn’t want to be here, Tasked Mr.
Moorehead as to what places he would drive to. Mr. Moorshead indicated that he would go up
and down Mill Plain and to other various places. This is concemming to me since Mr. Moorehead
could bs looking for someone to fill his void of loneliness, It is also concerning that Mr.
Moorehead is on the intemet and speaking with women since that is how he met his victim's
mother.

I also spoke with Mr. Moorchead’s sex offender treatment provider Dr. Brewer who
indicated that Mr Moorehead never once shared with him that he was viewing pomography. Dr.
Brewer further indicated that he specifically asked Mr. Moorehcad what his masturbation
patterns were and Mr. Moorehead only told him that he fanicized about adult women. I do not
think Mr. Moorehead will be receptive to treatment if he continuously lies to his treatment
provider.

DOC 05-122 (FAP Rev QU282003) YOL

Page 4 of 6
DOC 3120155 O0C 350 70 OOC 350320
DOC 390 570 DOC 420205

CQURT ~ NOTICE GF VIGLATION
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Re. MOOREHEAD, Lerry A.
DOC# 882218
3/20/2006 - 5 of 8

Last of all when we patted down Mr. Moorehead's jacket we found a children’s Winnic
the Poo ring in his pocket. CCO Bacon asked Mr. Moorchead where be got the ring from, Mr.
Monrehead told CCO Bacon that his ex-girlfriend gave it to him. Iasked Mr. Moorehead what
ex-girlfrind and Mr. Moorehead admitted that it was his victim’s mother Tracey Lloyd. Iasked
Mr. Moorshead why the victim's mother would give him a Winnie the Poo ring and Mr. .
Moorehead maintained that it was because the ring had his birthstone on it. Ithan looked at the
ring and there was not birthstone on it. 1told Mr. Moorhead that there was no birthstone on it
and Mr. Moorchead than indicated that it must have been because of the color of the ring.

On 03/21/06 1 spoke with Tracey Lloyd on the phone and asked her if she had any
Jewelry missing. Tracey indicated that she could not think of anything off the top of her head, 1
than asked her more specifically if she had any Disney jewelry missing. Again Tracey was
unsure and could not remember, I than told her thst [ had a Winnie the Poo ring and that Mr.
Moorehead told me that she gave it to him. Tracey than indicated that she did remember a
Winnie the Poo ring but cowld not be sure if she gave it to him. I than asked Tracey if she could
come into the office and look at the ring to help her remember, and Tracey stated she would.

Tracey Lloyd came in person to my office on 03/21/06. During our meeting I showed
Tracey the ring. Tracey looked at the ring and stated that she remembered getting ssveral
Winnie the Poo rings out of a vending machine. Tracey further indicated that her daughter’s
(Mr. Moorchead's victim’s) birthday is in June and her birthstone is a pearl. On this ring Winnie
the Poo's belly is the color of a pearl. During our discussion Tracey Lloyd also indicated that
she has seen Mr. Moorehead driving through her work pesking lot back in January of 2005,
Tracey stated that is when she knew Mr. Moorehead been released and that it really upset her.
Tracey went on to say that Mr. Moorehead knew she worked there since she was working there
when she was dating Mr, Moorchead Tracey further indicated there would also be no reason for
Mr. Moorshead to be there since there are not any places of employment around that area that
would lre Mr. Moorehead.

On 03/21/06 later in the day 1 spoke with Tracey Moorehead aguin over the telephone.
Tracey called me to Ict me know that she asked her daughter if glio remembered the riags she got
out of the gumball machine. Tracey’s daughter (Mr. Moorehead's victim) inmediate response
wes you mean the Winnie the Poo ring with a pearl belly, Tracey told me that her daughter told
her that she did net know where that ring was and she could not remember when she had lost it.
This indicates to me that Mr. Moorehead’s story shout his ex-girlfriend Tracey giving hum the
ring is a lic and that the ring is actually his vietims ring.

DOC o122 (PP Gare 032872002 POL
Page 5of 6
DOC 320 138 DOC 3N T BOC 330 380
DOC 350 170 DOC 420 209
COURT - NOTICE OP VIQLATION
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Re' MOOREHMEAD, Larry A.
DOCH# 882218
3/20/2006 - 6 of 8

RECOMMENDATION:

I recommend that Mr, Moorehead be held in custody without bail pending his SOSSA
revocation.

1 don't not believe that Mr. Moorehead is a good candidate for SOSSA. Mr. Moorehead
does not take the conditions of his supervision seriously. It is also clear that Mr. Moorehead has
a serious problem with being able to tell the truth. 1€ Mr. Moorehead cannot be honest with his
treatment provider than I have serious doubts that Mr. Moorehead will be receptive to treatment.
Mr. Moorehead has repeatedly lied to me as well indicating to me that he is not a good candidate
for supervision in the community. There also serious concern that Mr. Moorehead is fixated on
his victim since he continues to carry her ring around in his coat pocket like a trophy, and the
victim’s mother has recently seen Mr. Moorehead at her place of work in the parking lot.
Another important note is that when I took this ring as evidence from Mr. Moorehead he was
very agitated about getting the riug back. [ recomnend Mr. Moorehead’s SOSSA sentence be
revoked and he serve his maximum sentence in prison.

I certify or declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of Was?zington thet the
Jforegoing statements are trae and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Submitted By: Approved By:
. d : P

z,é/éc A é/&u/b
Nicole Young elfnda Amell
Cormrmumity Corrections Officer 2 ommunity Cofrections Supervisar
9105-B NE Bighway 99
Vancouver WA 98665
360-571-4329
Distribution OR{GINAL - Court COPY - Prosceuting Attorney, Defense Attomey, File

DOC 05122 (FAP Rev QLIWA00T) POL,

Page 6 of 6
DOCIN 118 DOC 350 TS DOC 330 320
DOC 3% 570 OC 420 203

COURT ~NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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HAR-21-2008 TUE 08:03 P.. T OF CORRECTIONS FAX NO. 38 38007 oo A
0171872001 04 10 FAX

Purtiand, Oregos 97228
Phane: S13-252-1085 Fan S03-253-1787

Marsh 15, 2005

Nisals Yoy, CCO :
Degurtment of Carreetiom

5105-B NE Highwsy 95 MS: 5-20
Vencoaver, WA 33665

RE:  Larry Moarehe=d
Dear Oficer Youog:

[ am writing in regard to Mr. Moorehsed, to offer clrification reparding Kis eurrent vintazieg
of eonditicas of trestment e0d mpervision. On 3/13/06, Y was contactad by Oficer Mike
sdma:;g:u mmnfmﬂm - ;m&m

was hi which gppeared pormographic. I wag azked to
9% DOC headquertorn and offir my opinion regarding whether or not the confiscated
mazerials ware indeed, promographic. On 3/16/08, 1 vizwred satd muterials st the DOC offica.
The materials consisted of rumerous pictzres end @ video tape, buth of witch wers in M.
Mocrehe2d's possession. The definition of pamagrphy {3 tennslly sxploit matzrisl which ia
v £ elicit sexnal arousel or respouzs, A migober of the otill clides dopictad w womman lying
mwmmmwwmm_w |5 my opinion that thess were
pemnograpidla, Addienally, the vides depicted somnes of maftty, Bat more explicitly soenas
were waman inserted objests iuto thalr vaginas and zety of fellatio, T conglder thece matarials
 be poreogrephio and & violation of My, Manarehesd's eanditions, The sabject is fiidy new
to trentment gnd miperviion, and I believe this to ha his firn vialetion, 1hed sworked with
Xim individually metil 3/8/06 wrhere hie sered quite responstva, and be begn group therapy,
1My, Mocrehesd s allowed to comtimue trestment and commumity supesvizion, the recent
dinchrsares ars certainly mptesial fior hromectiate tharaenic fmarvention, K1 oan be of any
firther psxistancs in this matiey, please comtect me nt 503-292-1588,

SR e - maay BN
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, No. 04-1-02483-5
Plaintiff, -
V. MOTION AND DECLARATION FOR QRDER
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD, MODIFYING AND/OR REVOKING THE
Defendant. JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
DOC #882218

COMES NOW the State of Washington, Plaintiff, by and through Arthur D. Curtis,
Prosecuting Attorney, and the undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and moves the Court
for an Order modifying and/or reveking the Judgment and Sentence previously imposed on
defendant's conviction of the crime(s) of ATTEMPTED CHILD MOLEST 1,

Defendant has violated the terms and conditions of his sentence as follows:

Violation # | Description

y Leaving Clark County without obtaining permission from a Community
Corrections Officer first on/about Noevember 2008

This Motion is based on the pleadings and papers filed herein, and upon the following
Deciaration. 4
DATED at Vancouver, Clark County, Washington, this Zé) y of February, 2007,

e —e

MOTION AND DECLARATION - 1 CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
1013 FRANKLIN STREET « PO BOX 5000
NKD o T - . VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 68666-5000

(360) 397-2261

TT:woug €T:ST TT8eS-B&-NOL
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Il STATE OF WASHINGTON )
. 88
2| COUNTY OF CLARK )

The undersigned Deputy Prosecuting Attorney certifies and declares as follows:

1. That your declarant is the Deputy Prosecuting Attorney who is handling Clark County
5 Superior Court Cause No. 04-1-02493-5, State of Washington v. LARRY ALBERT

2ll MOQREHEAD, and is familiar with the files and records herein. Said files and records reflect

8{{ the following:

2. LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD was sentenced before the Honorable John F.
10 Nichols, Judge of the Superior Court on July 13, 2005 and required to comply with certain terms
11 :

and conditions.

12

3. . Nicole Young, Community Corrections Officer for the Department of Corrections,
13 4 -

18 State of Washington, has filed a report alleging Defendant has violated the conditions of the
g 1s|| Judgment and Sentence, a copy of which is attached and incorporated by reference.

18 4. That based upon the above there is good and sufficient reason to modify the

17| sentence based on violation(s) of the terms of and conditions of the Judgment and Santence.

'8 | certify and declare under penalty of perjury under the Laws of the State of Washington
19
that the foregoing is true and correct.

20 12

Executed at Vancouver, Washington on this 29 day of Fabruary, 2007.
21

/—F

22

23 :
Deputy Prosecut; %\6
24| WSBA # )%
. L4
25
26
27
i 28
29 '
MOTION AND DECLARATION - 2 CLARK COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
1013 FRANKLIN STREET = PO BOX 5000
NKD o . : .. . . MANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98666-5000

(360) 397-2261

1r:woas  £T:6T TI@R-2E-NIL
| c9.,28:352d
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RECEIVED
FehHis am
PROSECUTOR'S OFF(CH

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

FOR CLARK COUNTY
STATE OF WASHINGTON )
Plaintiff, )
) Case # 041024935
vs:  Larry Moorehead - Defendant )
) NOTICE OF HEARING
882218 -DOC )

Please notice that the following matter will be brought before the Court for hearing:

Date: Wednesday 02/28/07
Time: 9:00 a.m.

Judge: John P. Wulle

Dept: Arraignment
Violations:

Allegation #1

Leaving Clark County without obtaining permission from a Community Corrections Officer first
on/about November of 2006.

Defendant was notified to appear by (X) being personally told to appear, and/or ()
served with this notice by: (X) personal service: ( ) Mail; ( ) Other:
S/He was served on A warrant is requested if defendant fails to appear
for the hearing. Defendant’s last known address s:

610 W 4TH PLAIN APT. 3 VANCOUVER WA 98666

Contingent Recommendation:
1) 30 days of work release for violation #1.

VIOLATION DOCKET- 1
DOC :

S3/EF 1368Rd

Tr:wodd  ST:ST TT@2-@E-NNL
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2) Report within 1 business day of release.

DECLARATION: | certify and declare, under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the
State of Washington, that the foregoing is frue and correct.

DATED THIS ¥ pay oF T 4o | 2007,
Subn{itted By:

- -': /// y P :
// {/ 65’(/& /(/ Ty (;A_(V.[ /"/

"~ Nicole Young /
9105-B NE HWY 99
Vancouver WA 28865
360-571-4329

/

Orig.: Court cc: Prosecutor cc: Judge cc: Defendant cc: File

VIOLATION DOCKET- 2
poc

asey TT:wodA £T:6T TT@2-@&-NOL
S pE



A\ STATE OF WASHINGTON
) DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

COURT - NOTICE OF VIOLATION

REPORT TQ: The Honorable John P. Wulle DATE;
Clark County Superior Court

- NAME: MOOREHEAD, Larry A. DOC NUMBER:
AKA CAUSE:
CRIME: Child Molestation 1 SENTENCE:
DATE OF SENTENCE: 07/13/05 TERMINATION DATE:
LAST KNOWN 610 W 4th Plain STATUS:
ADDRESS: Apt.3 CLASSIFICATION:

Vancouver, WA,

98666
MAILING ADDRESS: 6400 NE Hwy 99 G307

Vancouver, WA, 98665

1/29/2007

882218
04-1-02493-5

68 months
supervision

08/11/2011

Active
RMB

PREVIOUS ACTION:
COMMUNITY SERVICES TOLLING — SRA & PAROLE
Toliing Type Action Date Start Date End Date Days
TOLLING - 07/13/2005 07/13/2Q05 10/25/200% 104
TOLLING 03/14/2006 03/14/2006 04/29/2006 46
DOC 09-122 (F&P Rev. 03/28/72002) POL
Page | of 4
DAG 330193 DOC 350 750 DOC 3%0.)30
DOC390.570 DOC 320.205

S9,5g288d

COURT - NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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Re: MOOREHEAD, Larry A.
DOC# 862218
1/28/2007 - 2 of 4

STIPULATED AGREEMENTS

25

Violation Date 10/27/200%

Violation(s) ; Outside geographic boundary
Violation Date v Ll1/1572008

Viotation{s) - Outside geographic boundary
Violation Date - 11/23/2005

Viclation(s) - Outside geographlc boundary
Agreement Date . 12/14/2005

SEHCﬂOﬂ(s) - Enhanced supervisioen

‘Days Ordered/Suspended : 000 / 000

SRA VIOLATIONS WITH COURT SANCTIONS

Vielation " Violation Type({s) with Gullty Finding(s) Sanction Sanction
Report Date Date to Jail?
03/27/2006 Rbide DOC imposed sanctions 03/27/2006 Y

Failing to reporxt
Abide DOC imposed sanctionsg

COMMUNITY CUSTODY INMATE/PRISON AND INDETERMINATE SENTENCING
REVIEW BOARD VIOLATIONS

Violation Conditions - Hearing || Hearing Sanctions Days Sanction
Date ' Violated ‘| Group | . Dats: o Ordsred/ Start

i Suspended Date
None

VIOLATIOMS_) SPECIFIED: The above-named offender has violated conditions of
supervision by:

I | \{\0 S&L\}Kx{/ 5\&“&&9}

Leaving Clark County without obtaining permission from a Community Corrections Officer first
on/about November of 2006.

WITNESSES:
A Community Corrections Officer will testify.

DOC 09122 (F&P Rev 11/2872002) POL

Page 2 of 4
DOC 320.158 DOC 350 750 DOC 240380
DOC 380 570 DOC 420 20¢

COURT - NOTICE OF YIOLATION

Sg,9c:a6ey Tr:wodd FT:ST TTge-8e-NNL



Re: MOOREHEAD, Larry A.
DOC# 882218
1/29/2007 -3 of 4

SUPPORTING EVIDENCE:

Allegation #1

On 07/13/05 Mr. Moorehead signed the Judgment and Sentence for Clark County cause
number 04-1-02493-5. In signing the Judgment and Sentence Mr. Moorehead acknowledged the
obligation remain within or outside a specified geographical boundary as ordered by his
community corrections officer located in appendix F. On 07/20/05 Mr. Moorehead signed the
Washington State Conditions, Requirements, and Instructions form acknowledging that he is (o
remain in Clark County Washington with all other travel requiring permission or travel permit
from a community corrections officer.

On 01/23/07 Mr. Moorehead reported as instructed for a scheduled polygraph
examination. The results of Mr. Moorehead’s polygraph examination came back as no deception
indicated. On 01/23/07 I reviewed a physical copy of Mr. Moorehead’s polygraph examination
and discovered that Mr. Moorehead reported to the polygrapher that two months (on/about
November 2006) prior to this examination he attended a Grant Seminar in Janzen Beach Oregon
without obtaining permission from his community corrections officer first. On 01/25/07 I asked
Mr. Moorhead why he left Clark County Washington without obtaining permission from me
first. Mr. Moorehead then explained to me that he left without permission because it was a

* seminar at the Red Lion that he really wanted to go to and that he did not think I would issue him -

a travel pass to do so.

ADJUSTMENT:

Mr. Moorehead’s adjustment to Community Supervision continues to remain poor. Mr.
Moorehead continues to pose himself as a risk to the community. It should be noted that Mr.
Moorhead did disclose on his polygraph dated 01/23/07 that he is having sexual thoughts
regarding minors while watching Cruise Line Commercials on television. This issue has been
brought to the attention of Mr. Moorehead’s treatment provider Dr. Brewer. Dr. Brewer
indicated to me that he would have Mr. Moorehead take a plethysmograph and begin what’s
called minimum arousal conditioning therapy with Mr, Moorehead. I believe this issue to be
very concerning sincc this is now coming out after months of therapy.

It should also be further noted that when Mr. Moorehead was released from custody
on/about 05/01/06 the last time he violated his conditions, Mr. Moorehead requested to geta
winnie the pooh ring back from me after Judge John P. Wulle told Mr. Moorehead in Court on
03/27/06 that he believed the ring to be a trophy from his victim. This indicated to me that Mr.
Moorehead has selective hearing when it comes to the things he can and cannot do. Lastly
through this most recent violation, Mr. Moorehead is beginning to test the waters again to see
what he can and cannot get away with. Mr. Moorehead is very much aware of what is at stake if
he should violate the conditions of his supervision, yet he still continues to do what he pleases.

" DOC 09-122 (F&P Rev 03/243002) POL

Page 3 of 4
DOC 320.)58 DOC Jau.730 DOC 350380
DOC 370.570 DOC 420.205

COURT ~NOTICE OF VIOLATION

B
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Re: MOOREHEAD, Larry A.
DOC# 882218
1/29/2007 - 4 of 4

On a more positive note Mr. Moorehead is working, complying with his treatment
requirements, and does have housing. Therefore I do believe that Mr. Moorehead is trying to
improve in certain aspects of his life. What Mr. Moorehead needs to understand is that he needs
to try and improve in all aspects of his lifc. Meaning for example he cannot pick and choose the
conditions of his supervision he wants 1o follow. Mr. Moorehead needs to follow all the
conditions of his supervision.

RECOMMENDATTON:
Violation 1: 30 days of work release.
Report within 1 business day of release from custody.

I certify or declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoir}g Statements aretrue correct to the best of my knowledge and belicf.

Submifted By: ' / Approved

i E y ’ //
Y / A / \
IR AIEN S, é@/;
N i@e’ Yousdg - / / / elinda Amell
Cofimunity Coffections/Officer ommunity Corrections Supervisor
9 : :

9105-BNE H
Vancouver WA 98665

360-571-4329
JQD:AB

Disteidution: ORIGINAL - Court COPY - Prosecuting Attorney, Defense Attomney, File

DOC 09122 (F&P Rev. 03/28/2002) POL

Paged of 4
DOC 320 155 DOC 350 750 DOC 150.130
o0C 3190.470 DOC 420208

COURT — NOTICE OF VIOLATION
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7 . / \.\‘ A 2 -’
@3 1 SUNSET PCS ! PAGE ©83/083

| ox
~ . —_— -Q’
- N\
¥
N\
TREATMENT AGREEMENT \’\mjﬁ

4
\ fv

Below is a list of conditions that are required for Larry Moorehead to continue in and
complete sex offender specific weatment at Sunset Psychological and Counseling Services.
It is understood by all partdes that failure to comply with any and all of these conditions will

result in Mr. Moorehead’s termination from our program and his account being sent to
collections.

pd/31/2819. 15:18

m

“Pay off his $450 balance and continue to make payments toward treatment at least
once a month with his balance staying below $200.

*Attend an individual session with either Kelley or Steve to begin Minimal Arousal
conditioning within the next month. Afrer this session, he will be expected to
continue with this assignment and discuss his progress in group weekly

*Attend Better People employment program. This includes attending
Cognitive/Behavioral groups a minimum of twice per week.

*Continue socializing atleast 2 times 2 month

I understand and agree to the above requirements.

A Y

Date

Therapist Date

TT:wod4 pT:GT TT@E2-8E-NL
S9/68:280d :
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: ' / _ ) X | %G\
FEDERAL LAW REQUIRES THAT WE HAVE THIS CONSERT IX EVERY PATIENT CXART

THEOMAS . BREWER, PSY. D. PROTECTED HEALTH INFORMATION CONSENT

The information that Dr. Brewer cbrains divecty froca you 2s 2 petent s considered “protected bealth
information.” This mezx thar anything you tell bim ¢ gve to us m wrdng s “pracecied.” Accordsg tothe
Health Insurance Portabiliry «and Accountability Act of the federal government, dher means tmt Dr. Brewer
must have your actual consaxt 1o use the infarmation. b slso geeans thez Dr. Brewer can ooly usc the
information for mediez! treatme, 10 get payierR, or othier heabheare: opmranons. For 2 mams Tl e
descripson of the [aws and office poficics, you shapkd ast D, Brower for our Novce of Privacy Pracians
You have the right to review the Notiee before You sigo s cmusan: 2nd anywie you come tic offioe.

In addition to making the office hava yous writea pfwm.zssm to obmain your protected informanion, the law
gives you the fellowing rights

O
You bave the right 10 request thos we do 00T g YOI *&%a&mﬁl&e%&tﬁ.&%rgmﬁwm

Yo can -'wxss a form from s #od a bt o poople tha ,'mdonc:mmm w give a3y miormaion. If\vc
carmos comply with eoer resuest lor sume yeasea, wo witl sy you of sush,

You have the right 2 request 3 lig of who ws:p:uwdedy‘wrrwxdsco during the last six yeats, Youean
reques 84S Iiat once a year for free by adang for the form from Dr. Brewer and you will be provided the

information withs €5

You have the tight to request changes m yeur mredical informazion. You can ask fs':: form from yor
therapis and 7 we cannos cormpdy With, your request, wo wil inforra you within 6 dayx

You have fhe rfigha 1o request tha vest results and otr infermation from us be given 1o you ja 4 speciic way.

We pse mat, p}n.mt or fax, bul you can ask for a form and TuUeSE thst v uee ancther method. If we cannat
Sho-

COET‘.;':[‘I! SRS M ||l‘.;l }l{_;-‘,’;

' You have the right to tevoke this conser, with the espepuen of the treaitpen thae hus already been
provigded.

BY SIG? ’I\G THIS CONSENT, YOU GRANT THOMAS J. BREWER, IS5Y. D. PERMISSIO\I TO

U AN DISTIOST ALL PROTECTED HEALTH INFORMATlﬂN FOR TREATMENT,
PAY M‘*‘\T CR BOALTH OPLRATHINS £5 SET PORTII IX TLHS COWGINT AXD XOTLTP

/}/;JM{ £,28 ez 05

Print Namne

59,8k 28 1T:wod4 tT1:ST T1@2-BS-NAL



94/61/2018 15:41 5630 SUNSET PCS

MM
Thomas]. Brewer, Psy.D. 2900 SW Wiksidre St., Softe 230
Kefley Chirnemti, LCSW Portized, Oregon. 97225
Phane 583-292.18835
Fax: 583-292-1787

Patent’s Name Z Aﬁﬁ?/{’ //(.zw&s/ﬂ-:ﬂﬂ Dare: f’j_zz REDer €&

AGGREEMENTS:

&7 [mmmﬁﬂ@omﬂzhy&memmtdbymmmmd@sp&mﬁ
appixbie, § hereby asegn =iy wd all insurance bepefits znd sater medical benefits due me 1 the full
extent of ary fivsncial obligation 1o Sunest Parchatogies] & Coumrtng Sexvices, ELC (hitherto rolirzed 1o
as SPCS). H apphcsbic, [ suhoripe SPCS LEL w0 mdease %o the Sociat Semsty Adeszisrmion or its
intenmeodiaries or casriers 22y mikemazion needed for his dstm or mry isted Medbcor daim. The

arenorend Wil remem i effect ot revoded bymmmmg A photocopy of this assgrment s 1o be
conadeved ax wxbid 2e b ol

LAZZ I understaod that { am fnsmdally respopsible S changes whsthar o not pead by tvsersnce. |
bereby aushodre SPCS, LLL 5o el st imformeon neceamey 50 55005 TGRS

I enderetasd that fadues 10 resobve any crstaodieg badomace mzy rearlt @ my scoount being
referred 10 a oolloctan agrody 1 it remakns deliguent for barger than sy doys T agrer that of costs o fees
mm&mmwﬁ&m&@mimﬂmaﬁm&mmdmm
coBectinn costs, 2toarys’ fors, znd 38 comt cosin

4/_{12 11@@%;%&:%&&&3@&@&@0&@@@@&&&124%
potice of caoefaticy. Aorogsace 2t mrdsesd groap therapy # veguized 2nd résecd sossonz Wil be helied
regsrdics of ocsios,

A&lm&&mm} mxmmwmmwhmmhtecmnam I &rrrher
uesderstand bt the oot mamrred e thix ehntion ks ey sole neponstulry.

I bave read 20d ackaowicdaed die abovwe wormanon by my initial aod sepatwe. 1 modewmd thet Some

Sigoatare of Resparsile Party %wvu/ JWM\
-

PAGE 02/83
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS ORDER FOR ARREST AND DETENTION

NOTICE TO DETAINING AGENCY

QAA Offender (] Yes & No
NOV & ves [ No County Staff Will Schedule Hearing
NOV Date: [J DOC Will Schedule Hearing
[ Not Applicable
Offendor Name ' DOC Number Cause/FOS Number ]
Moorehead, Larry Albert . 882218 AA-041024935~
Clark-SCC-SSOSA
Date lssued Communlty Corrections Officer Phone Number
05/25/2010 Timothy Larsen 360-571-4369

NOW THEREFORE, the above Community Carrections Officer, pursuant to the authority vested by the
provisions of RCW 9.94A.628, RCW 9.94A.631, RCW 9.94A.634, RCW 9.94A.716,RCW 9.94A.745,
RCW 9.95.220, RCW 72.04A.090 and/or RCW 10.77.190, does hereby order said offender to be arrested
and dctained in jail or appropriate custodial facitity pending appearance before the Superior Court or
Community Corrections Hearing Officer, or further order by sending state. Offender shall not be released

from custody-on bail or personal recognizance except upon approval of the Superior Court or Department
of Corrections hearing rendersd duly authorized authority.

WHEREAS THE ABOVE OFFENDER:

County Jurisdiction DOC Jurisdiction
(I Post-Release Suparvision-PRS (RCW 8.94A,628) O Community Custody Prison-CCP (RCW9.94A.740)
] Probation-PRO (RCW 9.95.220) [ Community Placement-CCl (RCW 9.94A.740)
O Community Custody DOSA-CCD(RCW 8.94A.120) ] Community Custody Jail-CCJ (RCW 9.94A.740)
[ LFO Only (RCW 9.94A.634, 9.94A.740) ‘ O Community Custody Maximum-CCM (RCW 8.94A.505)
[J Community Supervision-SRA (RCW 9.94A.631) L] Community Custody - Misdemeanor (RCW 9.94A 6331)
Sex Offender Community Custody-SCC (RCW O Interstate Compact (RCW 9.94A.745)

9.94A.670) [ Misdemeanor/Gross Misdemeanar

[ Pursuant to your recent arrest for a felony/misdemeanor arrest, and in accordance with RCW
9.94A.737, you are being detained.

[(OPursuant to RCW 9.94A.745 (Interstate Compact) you are being detained.

DOC 08-325 (Rev. 0544/10) © DOC 350.750, DAC 420.380, DOC 460,130
Page 10of2
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Having been convicted of an offense and placed under the jurisdiction of the Department of Carrections,
by the Superior Court of the state of Washingfon  Clark County on this
13 day of July 2005 :

—

(7 (Insanity Acquittal) (RCW 10.77.190)

Having been acquitted by reason of insanity under the above cause number(s) and placed on conditional
release by the Superior Court of the state of Washington

this day of
release has not expired:

County on
. 20 which conditional

] Pursuant to your recent arrest for a felony/misdemeanor arrest, and in accordance with RCW
9.94A.737, you are being detaincd.

BJ WHEREAS, it now appears the above person has violated condition(s) or requirements of sentence or
supervision as follows:

1.) Failure to comply with treatment conditions, rules and regulatuons resulting in termination on or about
05/18/2010.

I certify or declare under penalty of perjury of the laws.of the state of Washington that the foregaing
statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DOB Sex Race Harr Eyes Height Weight
10/14/1968 Male White Brown Blue 6ft 3 inches 260 pounds
Scars/Tattoos

AKA(s)

Comments: Mr. Moorehead has violated his SSOSA conditons of treatment.

 DOC 09-325 (Rev. 05/14/10)

Photo Attached:  [] Yes [ N - .

issued by (CCO): _Timothy Larsen / — T é/———"—' - Date:

03/25/2010
Copy served by: Date:
Received by. | Date:
(If applicable) Supervisor Signature: _ . Date:
Distribution:  CCl/ CCP ORIGINAL - Detaining Agency .
COPY - Central File (via CRM), Hearings Officer, Offender, File

When applicable, Local Law Enforcement [ Arrest
Interstate Compact  ORIGINAL - Detaining-Agsncy

CcoPY Offender, File
ALL OTHERS CRIGINAL ~ Detaining Agoncy
COPY - . Court, Prosecutar, Offender, Fila
When applicable, Local Law Enforcement / Arrost

© DOC 350.750, DOC 420.330, DOC 460.130
Page 2 of 2
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REPORT TO:
OFFENDER NAMEL:
! ARA:

!
CRIME:

SENTENCE:

LAST KNOWN
ADDRESS

MAILING ADDRESS:

te

STATE OF WASTIINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

The Honorable John P Wulle
Clark County Superior Court
MOOREHEAD, Larry A.

Count 1: Child Molestation 1

SSOSA
Count 1; 99 years 99 months Sex

_Offender Community Custody

610 W 4TH Plain APT. 3
Vancouver, WA 98660

6400 NE HWY 99 #G307
Vancouver, WA 98665

COURT-NOTICE OF VIOLATION

DATE: S/25/2010
DOC NUMBER: 882218

pos:  10/14/1966
COUNTY CAUSE #: 04-1-02493-5(AA)

DATE OF SENTENCE:  7/13/2005

TERMINATION DATE:  4/5/2113

STATUS: Field
CLASSTFICATION: MOD

SO bbb ia6ed

Ao

TT:wod ST:ST TI82-9-NNL



PREVIOUS ACTION:

On 12/14/2005, Mr. Moorehead entercd into a stipulated agrecment for the following violations:
1. Diverting from a travel permit to Portland by visiting friends on or about 10/27/2005
without prior approval.
. Diverting from a travel permit by stopping at a restaurant in Portland on or about
11/15/2005 without prior approval.
. Diverting from a travel permit by stopping at a library in Portland on or about 11/23/2005
without prior approval.
Mr. Moorchead signed the document on 12/14/2010 with the following stipulations:
1. Can not receive any travel perrmils to Portland until you pass a polygraph unless you
have confirmed employment.

2. Will abide by an 8:00pm-6:00am curfew for 60 days beginning on 12/13/2005.

2

1

On 03/27/2006, Mr. Moorehead was brought in [ront of the Court to address the following
violation(s):
1. Possession of pomography on 03/14/06.

2. Violation of sex offender treatment guidelines by possession of parnography on

03/14/06, as defined by sex offender treatment provader.
3. Troviding false informalion to the Department of Comrections on/about 03/14/2000.
Mr. Moorehead was given a period of 60 days of confinement.

On 02/28/2007, Mr. Moorehead was brought in front of the Court for the following violation(s):
1. Leaving Clark County without obtaining permission from a Community Corrections
Officer first on/about November of 2006.
Mr. Moorehead was given a period of 30 days of confinement.

VIOLATION(S) SPECI¥IED:

ALLEGATION.#1

Failing to comply with court ordered sex offender treatment by being tenminated on or about
05/18/2010.

SUPPORTING EVIDENCE:

ALLEGATION #1

Mr. Moorehead was sentenced in Clark County Superior Court on 07/13/2005 under cause 04-1-
02493-5 (AA) to the Special Sex Offender Sentencing Alternative (SSOSA). Under the SSOSA
guidelines, Mr. Moorehead is to comply with the following condition(s):

o You shall enter into, cooperate with, fully attend and successfully complete all inpatient
and outpatient phases of a Washington State certificd sexual deviancy treatment program
as cstablished by the Community Corrections Officer and/or the treatment facility. The
defendant shall not change sex offender treatment providers or trcatment conditions
without first notifying the Prosccutor, Commumty Corrections Officer and the Court and
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shall not change providers without Court approval after a hearing if the Prosecutor and/or
Community Cormrections Officer ohject to the change. *Cooperate with® means you shall
tollow all treatment dircctives, accurately report all sexual thoughts, feelings and
behaviors in a timely manner and cease all deviant sexual activity.

o Treatment shall be at the defendants expense and he/she shall keep his/her account
current if it is determined that the defendant is financially able to afford it.

* You shall participate in sexyal deviancy treatment as directed by your Community

Corrections Officer and you shall not terminate treatment until successfully discharged
by the therapist.

Additionally, on 02/24/2010 Mr. Moorehead signed a treatment contract addendum (attached)
with Kelley Chimenti, Certified Sex Otfender I'reatment Provider which states,

“Below is a list of conditions that arc required for Larry Moorehead to continue in and
complete sex offender specific treatment at Sunset Psychological and Counseling
Services, It is understood by all parties that failure to comply with any and all of these
conditions will result in Mr. Moorehead's termination from our prograr and his account
being sent to collections:

* Pay off his §450 balance and continue to make payments toward treatment at lcast
once a month with his balance staying below $200. '

¢ Atftend an individual session with Kelley or Steve to begin Minimal Arousal
conditioning within the next month. After this scssion, he will be expected to
continue with his assignments and discuss his progress in group weekly.

o Attend Better People employment program. This includes attending
Cognitive/Bchavioral groups a minimum of twice per week.,

¢ Continue socializing at lcast 2 times a month.

RCW 9.94A 670 states:

¢ The Court may revoke the suspended sentence al any time during the period of
communily custody and order execution of the sentence ift (a) The offender violates the
conditions of the suspended sentence, or (b) the Court finds that the offender is failing to
make satisfactory progress in treatment. All confinement time served during the

period of community custody shall be credited to the offender if the suspended sentence
1s revoked.

On 04/01/2010, I called and spoke with Kelley Chimenti with Sunset Psychological and
} Counscling Services. She stated she staffed Mr. Moorehead’s noncompliance with treatment
' with her partner, Dr. Thomas Brewer. They decided there was little to no way to salvage Mr.

Moorehead’s trcatment. She requested a meeting on 04/06/2010 at 0830hrs with mysclt and Mr.
Moorehead to discuss his noncompliance with treatment.

On 04/06/2010, I met with Mr. Moorehead, Ms. Chimenti, and CCO Jaync Keplin at the West
Vancouver Department of Corrections to discuss the issue of Mr. Moorehead’s noncompliance
with treatment. It was at this meeting that Mr. Moorchead was faced with the possibility of being
terminated from treatment. Mr. Moorchead showed agitation during the meeting and reluctantly
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agreed to comply with the conditions of treatment sct by Ms. Chimenti. Tt was determined from
this meeting that Mr. Moorehead was going to be given the opportunity to stay in treatment as
long as he complied with all conditions, specifically keeping his bill under $200.00, disclose in
trcatment, and continue any and all programming seen necessary by lus treatment.

On 05/18/2010, [ received natification from Mr. Moorehead that he received a call from Kelley
Chimenti that he was terminated from treatment. “

On 05/19/2010, I received a call from Kelley Chimenti from Sunset Psychological verifying that
Mr. Moorehead was indeed being terminated from treatment for exhibiting poor attitude in
treatment as well as not showing any changes to how he views his life situation, relationships,
and attitude.

On 05/25/2010, I reccived a confidential treatment termination report from Kelley Chimenti. In
this report, Ms, Chimenti outlincs the behavior from 02/03/2010 to current (attached). Mr.
Moorehead was placed under arrest this date without incident.

ADJUSTMENT:

Mr. Moorehead is classified by the Department of Corrections as a Moderate level offender and
is classified by the Clark County Sherriff's Sex Offender Registration as a Level [ scx offender.
Mr. Moorehcad has reported as directed to all report days, completed all urinalysis tests with no
positive readings for controlled substances and reporting the Day Reporting Program as directed.
Throughout Mr. Moorehead’s supervision he has presented attitude and resistance. Treatment
progress repotts have been mediocre at best. He has voiced disdain for his treatment provider on
multiple occasions yet has unwilling to compromise or problem solve the issues. Treatment has

given Mr. Moorehead multiple opportunities to cumply and benefit from sex offender treatment
over the past 4 4 years. '

fa

G9,ipiased TT:wodd ST:ST TTE2-9E-NNL



L2 e @m@m 526/

RECOMMENDATION:

Mr. Moorchead has been brought forth in front of the Court on two previous occurrences for
violation behavior and it is seen by the Department of Corrections stance that on his third
violatious hearing, Mr. Moorehead be revaked from the Special Sex Offender Alternative and be
remanded to complete his suspended sentence of 68 months. It is also recommended that Mr.
Moorehead take advantage of the Sex Offender Treatment Program available in prison.

T certify or declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the state of Washington that the foregoing
statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Submitted By: Approved By

Datc ate
Timothy Larsen ‘ Gelinda Amell
Community Corrections Officer T Comununity Corrections Supervisor
Sex Offender Unit 381 Sex Offender Unit 381
9105-B NE ITwy 99 9103-B NE Hwy 99
Vancouver WA 98665-8974 Vancouver WA 98665-8974
Telephone (360) 571-4369 Telephone (360) 571-4337

TBL/TBL/ 5252010

Distribution: ORIGINAL - Counl COPY - Prosecuting Attorney, Defense Altornoy. File

mummmﬁm¢mWMmemwwmhmwMmemx&mwumwwmwwmwMMmmmWMWMWMwmw
will be redacted in the event of such a request. This form is govorned by Exacutive Order 00-03, RCW 42,56, and RCW 40.14.
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Thomas J. Brewer, Psy.D
ceraied Clritedt Pryohaloys

Kelley M. Chimesd, LCSW}

Licensed Clinical W :

Talg Mircimll, M.A., CSOST
Therapis

CONFIDENTIAL TERMINATION REPORT

Client Name: L{afry A. Moorehead (DOB.10/14/1366)

Date of Report: 5/18/10

CCQ: Timothy Larsen, Washington State Dept. of Corrections
Therapist: Kelley M. Chimenti, LCSW

Dear Officer Larsen: : 4 Stephen Whittaker, MA.
‘ Tharapist

The purpose of this report is to notify you that Mr. Moorehead has been terminated from our program

35 of 5/18/10. Mr. Moorehead has been given significant and sufficient opportunity to beneflt from sex

offender specific treatment over the past 4 )4 years. He contlnues to engage in resistant and negative

behavior demanstrated by refusal to participate in group discussions, open hostility toward group

members and therapists, and a pattern that reflects negligible responsibility for his ewn progress both in,

and out of the treatment setting. While these behaviors sretypical and even anticipated when a perscn

Mt,itise-m that during the course of treatment, a client will be able to progressto a

point that ha is able to explore his issues and intimacy deficits to the point where he begins to shift in his

interactions with members of his group, his CCO, therapist, employers, coswerkers, friends and family to

a place of personal responslbility and pro-social attitudes and behaviors. At this point in Mr.

Moorehead’s treatment, it certainly is expected that his life would reflect this shift by him having a

broader suppart system, positive activities, goals for the future, and 8 mostly positive attitude in his

interactions with people in his life. This is not the case. Mr. Moorehead has instead malntained a

stance of blaming others for hls situation, lack of progress, hostility and social isolation. He continually -
expresses issugs from a victim stance.

After considerable energy and efforts by this writer and program, it has.becoma clear that Mr.

" Moorehead does not intcnd to make the pesitive changes necessary to fulfill the competency aspects of
our program, Itis well known In our agency that ours Is not merely a checklist of asslgnments to be
completed but that clients will use the information they've received, insight they've gained and greater
sense of awarenass of their own struggles and strengths to improve their own lives. Mr. Moorehead has
been able to express much infarmation about issues and himself through the course of his assignments
and routinely prasented well thought out material. However, he has demonstrated that he is either
unable or unwilling to use this information to change his relationships, attitudes, and life situstion.
Below Is 2 timeline of recent action that has been takan as a last attempt by this writer, our program
and Clark County Corrections to provide Mr. Moorehead another opportunity to change his attitudes
and become focused on helping himself become a healthy, offense free member of his community.

February 8, 2010 ~ Quarterly Progress Report sent to Clark County Corrections stating that writer
planned on presenting Mr. Moorehead with a list of behavioral requirements for him to complete
treatment. This was in response to Mr. Moorenead’s lack of progress regarding isolation, employment
search, negative attitudes, hostility in group, and lack of follow through regarding his arousal
conditioning and payment for treatment.

DEPARTMENT OF LORRECTIONS

MAY 212010

10200 SW Eastridge, Suite 235 * Portland, OR 97225 VANCOUVER WEST OFFIGE
Phoae: 503.292.1885 ¢ Fax: 503.292.1787
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February 17, 2010- Mr. gborehead was given the (st of requirements that he needed to complete in
r i 3

) fient, He was asked to give his gpinion, or any thoughts he had about the list. He
declined to comment stating, “Is it going 1o change anything?” He was asked to take the treatment
agreement, review it and return with it and a payment (his balance was 3350 at this time) the next week
to diseuss any conerns he had and to then, sigh the agreement.

February 24, 2010 — Mr. Moorehead attended group and didn’t check in until asked. He made 3 $600
payment after group finished. When askad about the agreement, any thoughts he had and if he had t,
he stated that he didn’t bring it, didn’t agree with the conditions but wauld do them. He also stated
that he wouldn’t sign the agreement but would follow through with tha canditions if he had to. When
askad why he wouldn’t sign it if he was agreaing to follow it, he stated he “just didn’t want ta”. When
he was told thatin order to stay in treatment, he needed o sigh the agreement, he reluctantly did so.

(Signed agreement is sttached) Me reported he had signed up for an orientation in the Better People
program.

Mar 3 = 24, 2010 ~ Mr. Moorehead attanded group but continued to wait until the last minutes to check
in and would do so only when asked by the therapist. He made no payments during this time. When
asked, he reported participation in Better People, 2 individual sessions with Mr. Whittaker, and 2
instances of time with friends in Portland. He did not discuss specifics about any of these topics, Mr.
Whittaker had directed him to bring a couple different issues/questions to pose to the group. Mr.
Moaorehead did not comply with this request. Mr. Moorehead was confronted about his failure to
comply with the treatment agreement regarding his payments, reluctance to raport on anything and

~—drectives from Mr. Whittsker. Hag stated that he is unemployed and has ng way of paying. This writer
requested that Mr. Moarehead fill out a payment plan form and/or contact this weiter sbout how he
intended to address these issues.

Mar. 31, 2010 — Mr. Moeorehead was conta cted via phone and it was reiterated that he was out of
compliance with the treatment agreement. ft was requasted that he contact this writer te discuss his
Intentions for treatment._Mr_Moorehead called and stated that he had no way 1o pay for treatment
due to his unemployment. This writer informed him that | would let his CCO know thisandsenda
suspension/termination report to the CCQ. Telephane conversation held between writer and Timothy
Larsen regarding options for client

P g

April 1, 2010 — Termination Report drafted and sent to Timothy Larsen, CCO. Set meeting between
writer, Timathy Larsen, Mr. Moorehead and Jayne Keplin for April 6, 2010.

April 6, 2010 — Attended meeting with Mr. Moorehead, Timothy Lacsen, and Jayne Keplin, Purpose of
meeting was to give Mr. Moorehead a last chance to discuss what he is willing 10 do to remain in
treatment and out of prison. After much discussion, Mr. Moorehead agreed that he would “try” to
comply with his treatment agreement as well as ensure he would checkin weekly regarding meaningful
issuas (not merely a 30 second checklist of events), engage in discussions with members of the group
and Improve his overall attitude to a proactive stance. Writer agreed to give Mr. Moorehead another
chance at Sunset, gave him two weeks to come up with the money £0 pay off his balance {was at 5425),

2 week - by —week determination and that if he wasn’t in complete compliance witif all parts of these
agreements, he could/would be terminated. '

—_—— e

April 13, 2010 — Mr. Moorehead made a $400 paymént.

P

“and return to group on April 21%, It was made clear to Mr. Moorehead that this ch@x considered

PAGE ©3/84
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April 21 = Mr. Moorehead returned to group, checked in as requestad and displayed some passive
aggressive hostility to group/writer. No payment or mention of plan for this.

April 28 = Mr. Mcorehead checked in as requested although did not comment on any progress in his
Arousal conditioning. Fellow group member provided the group with a comprehensive list of offender
friendly employers in Oregon/SW Washington. Mr. Moorehead declined a copy when asked by the
group if wanted one. He stated that he “just didn’t want one.” When cenfronted by a group member
3bout this refusal to take help or help himself, he yelled "Yeah, go ahead and get me a capy and Fuck
Youl” to the group member. When the group/facilitator attempted to intervene and calm the situation,
Mr. Moorehead refused te make anv other comments other than to vell “Fuck you!” again at the same
group member. No payment or mention of plan for this.

May S, 2010- Mr. Moorehead checked in as requested but did not include any updates regarding his
Arousal conditioning. When asked if he had anything he wanted to follow up on about the previous
week’s outburst, he declined to comment. When he was asked about his individual sessions and script

far Arpusal conditioning, he was uniable to give a clear answer to what he is working on. No payment or
mention of ptan for this.

May 12, 2010- Mr, Moorehead checked in as requested but did not include any updatas regarding his
Arousal conditioning. His attitude remained mostly negative with passive/aggressive comments. When
asked agzin about what he was working on with his Arg qs‘al conditioning, he agsin gave a vague, brief
answer, Mr, Moorehead made an $80 payment bringing his balance to $120.00.

May 18, 2010 — Writer called Mr. Moorehead to Inform him of his termination of treatment due to his

overall hostile, resistant pattern jn treatment, and continuous negative attitude towards group
members and therapists. : :

Mr. Moorehead is being terminated from sex offender spacific treatment as it has become apparent
that he cannot or will not appropriately engage and is currently unable to gain any benefit from our
program. Over the coursé of his time in treatment, he has not mitigated any risk factors for re-offense.
Should he decide to become motivated to make meaningful and significant changes In his life, iX is
recommended that he attend 3 treatment program to once again be given the opportunity to make

" these modifications. Additlonslly and most importantly, it is hoped that he wil] make the adjustments

necessary that will allow him to properly and fully participate In his own personal growth and improve
the quality of his life while remaining offense free.

sigcerely,

et ‘ |
Kelley M. Chiments, LC Q )

Licensed Clinical Social Worker .
Certified Sex Offander Clinlcal Therapist — State of Ocegon
Certified Sex Offender Clinical Therapist—~ State of Washington
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0O
Sherry W, Parker, Clerk, ma,k%?bm
Superior Court of Washington
County of Clark ,
State of Washington, plaintiff, No. 04-1-02493-5
Felony Judgment and Sentence -
Vs, Prison
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD [ RCW 9.94A.507 Prison Confinement
Defendant. ’ (Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor)
(FJS) ‘
SID: OR13599616 X Clerk’s Action Required, para 2,1, 4.1, 4,33,
If no SID, use DORB: 10/14/1966 4.3b,5.2,5.3,5.5and 5.7
[ Defendant Used Motor Vehicle . /07 - 04807 -3

l. Hearing ;
1.1 The court conducted a sentencing hearing this date; the defendant, the defendant's lawyer, and the deputy
prosecuting attorney were preseat.
ll. Findings

There being no reason why judgment should not be pronounced, in accordance with the procecdings in this case, the
court Finds:

2,1 Current Offenses: The defendant is guilty of the following offenses, based upeon
[ guilty plea 4/28/2005 (] jury-verdict (] bench trial :

Count Crima RCW Class Date of

‘ : (w/subsection) Crime

‘ ) 6172008

01 | CIII.D MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE 95.44.083 / FA 0
9A28.0200(b) 213 U008

Class: FA (Felony-A), FB (Felony-B), FC (Felony-C)
(Ifthe crime is a drug offense, include the type of drug in the second column.)
[C] Additionat current offenses are attached in Appendix 2.1a.

& The defendant is a sex offender subject to indeterminate sentencing under RCW 9.94A.507.

The jury retumed a special verdict or the court made a special finding with regard to the following:

) The defendant engaged, agrecd, offered, attempred, solicited another, or conspired to engage a victim of child

rape-or child molestation in sexual conduct in return for a fee in the commission of the offense in Count
RCW 9.94A.839.

(] The offense was predatory as to Count . RCW 9.94A 836.
(0 The victim was under 15 years of age al the time of the offense in Count __ RCW 9.94A.837.

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
(RCW 9.944,500, .508)(WPF CR 84.0400 (7/2008))
Pages 10f12
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] The victim was developmentally disabled, mentally disordered, or a frail elder or vulnerable adult at the time of
the offense in Count . RCW 9.94A.838, 9A.44.010.

TJ The defendant acted with sexual motivation in committing the offense in Count . RCW 9.94A.835,
This case involves kidnapping in the first degree, kidnapping in the second degree, or unlawful imprisonment
as dcfined in chapter 9A.40 RCW, where the victim is a minor and the offender is not the minor’s parent. RCW
0A.44,130.

The defendant used a fircarm in the commission of the offense in Count _ . RCW 9.94A 825,
9.94A.533.

The defendant used a deadly weapon other than a firearm in committing thc offense in Count

. RCW 9.94A.825,9.94A.533

Count . . Violation of the Unifnrm Controlled Substances Act (YVUCSA), RCW
69.50.401 and RCW 69.50.435, took place in a school, school bus, within 1000 feet of the perimcter of a school
grounds or within 1000 feet of a school bus route stop designated by the schoo] district; or in a public park,
public transit vehicle, or public transit stop shelter; or in, or within 1000 fect of the perimeter of a civic center
designated as a drug-free zone by a local government autharity, or in a public housing project designated by a
local governing authority as a drug-free zone.

The defendant committed a crime involving the manufacture of mcthdmphetamme including its salts, isomers,
and salts of isomers, when a juvenile was preseat in or upon the premiscs of manufacture in Count

. RCW 9.94A.605, RCW 69.50.401, RCW 69.50.440,

Count is a criminal street gang-related felony offense in which the defendant
compensated, threatened, or solicited a minor in order to involve that minor in the commission of the offense.
RCW 9.94A.833.

Count is the crime of unlawful possession of a fircarm and the defendant was a criminal
street gang member or associate when the defendant committed the crime. RCW 8.94A.702, 9.94A.

The defendant committed [] vehicular homicide [ vebicular assault proximately caused by drxvmg a
vehicle while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or drug or by operating a vehicle in a reckless manner.
The offense is, therefore, deemed a violent offense. RCW 9.94A.030.

Count involves attempting to elude a police vehicle and during the commission of the crime the
defendant endangered one or more persons other than the defendant or the pursuing law enforcement officer.
RCW 9,94A 834.

Count is a felony in the commission of which the defendant uscd a motor vehicle. RCW46.20.285.
The defendant has a chemical dependency that has contributed to the offense(s), RCW 9.94A.607.

The crime(s) charged in Count____ involve(s) domestic violence. RCW 10.95.020.

O 0O

U

Counts encompass the same criminal conduct and count as one crime in detcrmining the
offender score (RCW 9. 94A.589).

Other current convictions listed under different cause numbers used {n calculating the offender score are
(list offense and cause aumber):

Crime Cause Number Court (county & state)

\

[ Additional current convictions listed under different cause numbers used in calculating the offender score are
attached in Appendix 2.1b.

Ooooo o oo oo D

2.2 Criminal History (RCW 9.94A,525):

Crime Date | Date of Sentencing Court | AorJ | Type
of Sentence | (county & state) | Adult, | of
. Crime Juv. Crime
| | No known felony convictions

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offanse)
(RCW 9.94A.500, .505)(WPF CR 84.0400 (7/2009))
Page 2 of 12
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] Additional criminal history is attached in Appendix 2.2.

[] The defendant committed a current offense while on community placcment/community custody (adds one point
to score). RCW 9 94A.525.

(] The prior convictions (or
are one offense for purposes of determining the offcnder score (RCW 9.94A.525).

("] The prior convictions for
are not counted as points but as enhancements pursuant to RCW 46.61.520.

05

2.3 Sentencing Data:

Count | Offender Serious- | Standard Ra‘ng e Plus Tatal Standard Maximum | Maximum
No Score ness (not Including Enhancemants™ Range (including Term Fine
’ Level enhancements) enhancements)
51 MONTHS to 51 MONTHS to
01 0 X 65 MONTHS . 68 MONTHS LIFE $50,000.00

% (F) Firearm, (D) Other deadly weapons, (V) VUCSA in a protecied zone, (VH) Veh. Hom, see RCW 46.61.520,
(7P) Juvenile present, (SM) Sexual motivation, RCW 9.94A.533(8), (SCF) Sexual conduct with a child for a fee,

RCW 9.94A.533(9), (CSG) criminal street gang involving minor, (AE) endangerment while aftempting to elude.
[C] Additional current offense senlencing data is attached in Appendix 2.3.

For violent offenses, most serious offenses, or armed offenders, recommended sentencing agreements or plea
agreements are [ ] atlached [ as follows: '

2.4 [ Exceptional Sentence. The court finds substantial and compclling reasons that justify an exceptional
sentence:
] below the standard range for Count(s)
1 above the standard range for Count(s) g .
[T] The defendant and state stipulate that justice is best served by inposition of the exceptional sentence
above the standard range and the court finds the exceptional sentence furthers and is consistent with
the tnterests of justice and the purposes of the sentencing relorm act.
(] Aggravating factors were (O stipulated by the defendau, (] found by the court after the defendant
waived jury trial, (] found by jury, by special interrogatory. -
[ within the standard range for Count(s) _ but served consecutively to Count(s) ____ .
Tindings of fact and conclusions of law are attached in Appendix 2.4. (J Jury’s special interrogatory is
amached. The Prosecuting Anmorney [ did [7] did not recommend a similar sentence.

2.5 Ability to Pay Legal Financial Obligations. The court has considered the total amount owing, the
defendant's past, present, and future ability to pay legal financial obligations, including the defendant's financial
resources and the likelihood that the defendan(’s status will change. The court finds:

] That the defendant has the ability or likely future ability to pay the legal financial obligations imposed
herein. RCW 9.94A 753,

(] The following extraordinary circumstances exist that make restitution inappropriate (RCW 9.94A.753):

[ The dclendant has the present mcans to pay costs of incarceration, RCW 9.94A.760.

. Judgment

3.1 The defendant is guilty of the Counts and Charges listed in Paragraph 2.1 and Appendix 2.1.

32 @ The court dismisses Counts 02 (CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE), 03 (INDECENT
EXPOSURE TO VICTIM UNDER 14), 04 (COMMUNICATION WITH A MINOR FQR (IMMORAL
PURPOSES) in the charging document,

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of @ Minor Offense)
(RCW 9.94A.500, .505)(WPF CR 84.0400 (7/2009))
Page 3of 12
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V. Sentsnce and Order

it is ordered:

4,1 Confinement. The court sentences the defendant to total confinement as follows:

(a) Confinement. RCW 9.94A.589. A term of total continement in the custody of the Department of
Corrections (DOC):

rmonths on Count 01

(O The confincment time on Coun(s), contain(s) a mandatory minimum term of __

[} The confinement time on Counnt includes months as

enhancement for {] firearm [ ] deadly weapon [ sexual motivation [ ] VUCSA in a protecred zone
1 manufacture of methamphetamine withjuvenile present ] sexual conduct with a child for a fee.

Actual number of months of total confinement ordered is:

All counts shall be served concurrently, except for the portion of those counts for which there is an
cnhancement as set forth above at Section 2.3, and except for the following counts which shall be served
ﬁ consecutively:

The sentence herein shall run consecutively with any other scntence previously imposed in any other case,
including other casces in District Court or Superior Court, unless otherwise specified herein:

Confinement shall commence immediately unless otherwise set forth here:

The toral lime of incarceration and community supervision shall not exceed the statutory maximum for the
crime,

(b) Confinement. RCW 9.94A.507 (Sex Offenses only): The court orders the following term of confinement
in the custody of the DOC:

Count 0l minimum term - 68 months  maximum term  Statutory Maximumy/Life

(c) Credit for Time Served: The defendant shall receive 31 ¢, days credit for timé served prior to
sentencing for confinement that was solely under this cause number, RCW 9.94A.505. The jail shall
compute eamed early release credits (good time) pursunat to its policies and procedures.

(d) [] work Ethic Program. RCW 9.94A.690, RCW 72.09,410. The court finds that the defendant is
eligible and is likely to qualify for work ethic program. The court recommends that the defendant serve the
l sentence at a work sthic program. Upon completion of work cthic program, the defendant shall be released
\ on community custody for any remaining time of total confinement, subject to the conditions in Section 4.2,
Violation of the conditions of community custody may result in a return to total confinement for remaining
time of confincment.

4.2 Community Custody. (To determine which offenses are ehgxb&c for or required for community placement
or community custody sce RCW 9.94A.701)
(A) The detendant shall be on community placement or community custody for the longer of:

(1) the period of early release. RCW 9.94A.728(1)(2): or
(2) the period imposed by the court, as follows:

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of & Minor Offense)
\ (RCW 9.94A.500, .505)(WPF CR 84.0400 (7/2009))
\ Page 4 0f 12
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Counu(s) 36 months Sex Offenses

Count(s) 16 months for Serious Violent Offenscs

Count(s) 18 months for Viclent Olfcnses

Count(s) 12 months (for erimes against a person, drug offenses, or offenses involving the

unlawful possession of a {ircarm by a street gang member or associate)

(Sex offenses, only) For count(s) 01, seatenced under RCW 9.94A.507, for any period of time the
defendunt is released from totul confinement before the expiration of the statutory maximum.

The total time of incarceration and conununity supcrvision/custody shall not excced the statutory maximum
for the crime.

(B) While on community custody, the defendant shall: (1) report to and be available for contact with the
assigned community corrcctions officer as directed; (2) work at DOC-approved education, employment and/or
community cestitution (service); (3) notify DOC of any change in defendant's address or employment; (4) not
consume controlled substances except pursuant to lawfully issued prescriptions; (5) not unlawfully possess
controlled substances while on community custody; (6) not gwn, use, or possess firearms or ammunition;

(7) pay supervision fees as determincd by DOC; (8) perform affirmative acts as required by DOC to confirm
compliance with the orders of the court; (9) for sex offenses, submit to electronic monitoring if imposed by
DOC; and (10) abide by any additional conditions imposed by DOC under RCW 9.94A.704 and .706. The
defendant’s residence location and living arrangements are subject to the prior approval of DOC while on
community custody. For sex offenders sentenced under RCW 9.94A.709, the court may oxtend community
custody up to the statutory maximum term of the sentence.

The court orders that during the period of supervision the defendant shall:

] consume o alcohol,

[ have no contact with:

O remain [ within [ outside of a specificd geographical boundary, to wit:

(] not reside within 880 feet of the facilities or grounds of a public or private schoo! (community protection
7one). RCW 9.94A.030(8).

(] participate in the following crime-related treatment or counscling services:

[ undergo an evaluation for treatment for [] domestic violence [] substance abuse [[] mental health
anger management, and fully comply with all recommended weatment,

(] comply with the following crime-related prohibitions:

[} Additianal conditions are imposed in Appendix 4.2, if attached or arc as follows:

(C) For sentences impasced under RCW 9.94A.507, the Indeterminate Sentence Review Board may impose
~ other conditions (including electronic monitoring if DOC so recommends). 1n an cmergency, DOC may
impose other conditions for 2 periad not ta exceed seven working days.

Court Ordered Treatment: {f any court orders mental health or chemical dependency treatment, the defendant
must notify DOC and the defendant must release treatment information to DOC for the duration of
incarceration and supervision. RCW 9.94A.562.

Fslony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of 8 Minor Offense)
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4.3a Legal Financlal Obligations: The defendant shall pay to the cletk of this court:

JASS CODE .
RTN/RIN $ é Restitution to:

(Name and Address--address may be withheld and provided confidentially to
Clerk of the Cowt’s office.) '

PCV $ 500.00 __Victim assessment RCW 7.68.035
royv k3 __ Domestic Violence assessment RCW 10.95.080
CRC $ Court costs, including RCW 9.94A.760, 9.94A.505, 10;01.160, 10.46.190
Crimninal filing fee §_110.00 FRC
Witness costs $ WTFR
Sheriff service fees § SFR/SFS/SFW/WRF
Jury demand fee  $ IFR
Exuadition costs  $ EXT
Other 3
PUB $.1.400.00 . Fees for court appointed attorney RCW 9.94A.760
$_ _ Trial per diem, if applicable.
WER _ Court appointed defense expert and other defense costs RCW 9.94A.760
$. DUT fines, fees and assessments
FCM/MTH $.500.00 Fine RCW 94.20.021; [T} VUCSA chapter 69.50 RCW, [] VUCSA additional
fine deferred due to indigency RCW 69.50.430
CDF/ILDIFCD  § Drug enforcement Fund 4 [J 1015 [J 1017 (TF) RCW 9.94A.760
NTF/SAD/SDI '
$ 100.00 . DNA collection fee RCW 43.431.7541
CLF $ Crime lab fee [ suspended due to indigency RCW 43.43.690
FPV $ Specialized forest products RCW 76.48.140
RIN/RIN 3 Emergency response costs (Vehicular Assault, Vehicular Homicide, Felony DUIL
only, $1000 maximum) ) RCW 38.52.430
Agency: .
$___ Other fines or costs for:
$ Total RCW 9.94A.760

[ The above total does not include all restitution or other legal financial obligations, which may be set by
later order of the court, An agreed restitution order may be entered. RCW 9.94A.753. A restination
hearing: :

[ shall be set by the prosecutor.

] is scheduled for (dalc).

(] The defendant waives any right to be present at any restitution hearing (sign initials):

[ Restitution Schedule attached.

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
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[] Restitution ordered above shall be paid jointly and severally with:
RIN | Name of other defendant Cause Number

Victim's name "~ _| Amount

The Department of Corrections (DOC) or clerk of the court shall immediately issuc a Notice of Payroll
Deduction. RCW 9.94A.7602, RCW 9.94A.760(8).

All payments shall be made in accordance with the policies of the clerk of the court and on a schedule

established by DOC or the clerk of the court, commencing immediately, unless the court specitically scts forth
the rate here: Not less than § per month commencing .RCW
3.94A.760.

The defendant shall report to the clerk of the court or as ditected by the clerk of the court to pruvide financial
and other information as requested. RCW 9.94A.760(7)(b).

(] The court orders the defendant to pay costs of incarceration at the rate of

per day, (actual
costs not to exceed $100 per day). (JLR) RCW 8.94A.760.

The financial obligations imposcd in this judgment shall bear interest from the date of the judgment until
payment in full, at the ratc applicable to civil judgments. RCW 10.82.090. An award of costs on appeal
against the defcndant may be added to the total legal financial obligations. RCW 10.73.160.

4.3b[_] Electronic Monitoring Reimbursement. The defendant is ordered to reimburse

(name of electronic monitaring agency) at
, for the cost of pretrial electronic

monitoring in the amount of §

4.4 DNA Testing. The defendant shall have a biological sample collectéd for purposes of DNA identification

analysis and the defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing. The appropriate agency shall be responsible for
" obtaining the sample prior to the defendant’s release from confinement. RCW 43.43.754.

(] HIV Testing. The defendant shall submit to HIV testing. RCW 70.24.340,
4.5 No Contact: '

The defendant shall not have contact with AML (female, 6/13/1993) including, but not limited to, personal,

verbal, telephonic, written or contact through a third party for LIFE (which does not exceed the maximum
statutory sentence).

] The defendant is excluded or prohibited from coming within:
] 500 feer ] 880 feer [ 1000 feet of:
AML (female, 6/13/1993) (hame of protected person(s))’s
home/ residence [X] work place [ school
(] (other location(s))

(3 other tocation _
for __years (which does not exceed the maximum statutory sentence).

[ A scparate Domestic Violence No-Contact Order, Antiharassment No-Contact Order, or Scxual Assault
Protection Order is filed cancurrent with this Judgment and Sentence.

" Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
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4.6 Other:

4.7 Off-Limits Order. (Known drug trafficker). RCW 10.66.020. The following areas arc off limits to the
defendant while under the supcrvision of the county jail or Department of Corrections:

4.8 For Offenders on Community Custody, when there is reasonable cause to believe that the defendant has
violated a condition or requirement of this sentence, the defendant shall allow, and the Department of
Corrections is authorized to conduct, searches of the defendant's person, residence, automobile or other
personal property. Residence searches shall include access, for the purpose of visual inspection, all areas of

the residence in which the defendant lives or has exclusive/joint controlaccess and automobiles owned or
possessed by the defendant.

4.9 If the defendant is removed/deported by the U.S. immigration and Customs Enforcement, the Community
Custody time is tolled during the time that the defendant is not reporting for supervision in the United
States. The defendant shall not enter the United States without the knowledge and permission of the U.S.
{mmigration and Customs Enforcement. If the defendant re-enters the United States, he/she shall
immediately report to the Department of Corrections if on community custody or the Clerk's Collections
Unit, if not on Community Custody for supervision.

V. Notices and Signatures

5.1 Collateral Attack on Judgment. 1fyou wish to petition or move for collateral attack on this Judgment
and Sentence, including but not limited to any personal restraint petition, state habeas corpus petition, motion 1o
vacate judgment, motion to withdraw guilty plea, motion for new trial or motion to arrest judgment, you must

do so within one year of the final judgment in this matter, except as provided for in RCW 10.73.100.
RCW 10.73.090. :

5.2 Length of Supervision. If you committed your offense prior to July 1,2000, you shall remain under the
court's jurisdiction and the supervision of the Department of Corrections for a period up to 10 years from the
date of sentence or release from confinement, whichever is longer, to assure payment of all legal financial
obligations unless the court extends the criminal judgment an additional 10 years. Tf you committed your
offense on or after July 1, 2000, the court shall retain jurisdiction over you, for the purpose of your compliance
with payment of the legal financial obligations, until you have completely satisfied your obligation, regardless
of the stalutgry maximum for the crime. RCW 9.94A.760 and RCW 9.94A.505(5). The clerk of the court has
authority (o collect unpaid legal financial obligations at any time while you remain under the jurisdiction of the
court for purposcs of your legal financial obligations. RCW 9.94A.760(4) and RCW 9.94A.753(4).

5.3 Notice of Income-Withholding Action. If the court has not ordered an immediate notice of payroll
deduction in Scction 4.1, you are notified that the Department of Corrections (DOCQ) or the clerk of the court
may issue a notice of payroll deduction without notice to you if you are more than 30 days past due in monthly
payments in an amount equal 1o or greater than the amount payable for one month. RCW 9.944.7602. Other
income-withholding action under RCW 9.94A.760 may be taken without further notice. RCW 9.84A.7606.

5.4 Community Custody Violation.
(a) If you are subject to a first or second violation hearing and DOC finds that you committed the violation,
you may receive as a sanction up 10 60 days of confinement per violation. RCW 9.94A.634.
(b) If you have not completed your maximum term of total confinement and you are subject to a third violation
hearing and DOC finds that you comumitted the violation, DOC may retum you 1o a state correctional facility to
serve up to the remaining portion of your sentence. RCW 9.94A.714. :

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offsnse and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
(RCW 9.94A.500, .505)(WPF CR 84.0400 (7/2008))
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5.5 Firearms. You may not own, use or possess any firearm unless your right to do so is restored by a
superior court in Washington State, and by a federal court if required, You must immediately
surrender any concealed pistol license. (The clerk of the court shall forward a copy of the defendant's
driver's license, identicard, or comparable identification to the Department of Licensing along with the date of
coaviction or commitment.) RCW 9.41.040 and RCW 9,41.047.

5.6 Sex and Kidnapping Offender Registration. RCW 94.44.130, 10.01.200.

1. General Applicability and Requirements. Because this crime involves a sex offense or kidnapping
offensc involving a miinor as defined in RCW 9A.44.130 (or other registerable offense), you are required 1o
register with the sheriff of the county of the state of Washington where you reside. If you are not a resident
of Washington but you are a student in Washington or you are employed in Washington or you carry on a
vocation in Washingron, you must register with the sheriff of the county of your school, place of employment,
or vocation. You must register immediately upon being sentenced unless you are tn custody, in which case
you must register within 24 hours of your release.

. 2. Offenders Who Leave the State and Return: If vou leave the state following your sentencing or
release from custody but later move back to Washington, you must register within three business days after
moving to this state or within 24 hours after doing so if you are under the-jurisdiction of this state's
Department of Corrections, If you leave this state following your sentencing or release from custody but later
while not a resident of Washington you become employed in Washington, carry on a vocation in Washington,
or attend school in Washington, you must register within three business days after starting school in this state or
becoming employed or carrying out a vocation in this state, or within 24 hours after doing so if you are under
the jurisdiction of this state’s Department of Corrections,

3. Change of Residence Within State and Leaving the State: If you change your residence within
a county, you must send signed written notice of your change of residence to the sheriff within 72 hours of
moving. If you change your residence to a new county within this state, you must send signed weitten notice
of your change of residence 1o the sherifl of your new county of residence at least 14 days before moving
and register with that sheriff within 24 hours of moving. You must also give signed written notice of your
change of address to the sheriff of the county where last registercd within 10 days of maving. 1f you move
out of Washington State, you must send written notice within 10 days of moving to the county sheriff with
whorm you last registered in Washington State.

4. Additional Requirements Upon Moving to Another State: [f you move 1o another state, or if
you work, carry on a vocation, or attend school in another state you must register a new address,
fingerprints, and photograph with the new state within 10 days after establishing residence, or after
beginning to work, carry on a vocation, or attend school in the new state. You must also send written notice
within 10 days of moving to the new state or to 4 foreign country to the county sheriff with whom you Tast
registered in Washington State.

5. Notification Requirement When Enrolling in or Employed by a Public or Private
institution of Higher Education or Common School (K-12). If you are a resident of Washington and
you are admitted t a public or private institution of higher education, you are required to notify the sheriff of
the county of your residence of your intent to attend the institution within 10 days of enrolling or by the first
business day after arriving at the institution, whichever is earlier. [f'you become employed at a public or private
institution of higher cducation, you are required to nolify the sheriff for the county of your residence of your
employment by the institution within 10 days of accepting employment or by the first business day aRer
beginning to work at the institution, whichever is earlier. If your cnroliment or cmployment at a public or
private institution of higher education is terminated, you are required to notify the sheritf for the county of your
residence of your termination of enrollment or empleyment within 10 days of such termination. € you attend,
or plan to attend, a public or private school regulatcd under Title 28A RCW or chapter 72.40 RCW, you are
required to notify the sheriff of the county of your residence of your intent to attend the school. You must
notify the sheriff within 10 days of enrolling or 10 duys prior to arriving at the school to attend classes,
whichever is earlicr. The sheriff shall promptly notify the principat of the school.

6. Registration by a Person Wha Does Not Have a Fixed Residence: Even if you donothavea

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
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fixed residence, you are required 1o register. Registration must occur within 24 hours of release in the county
where you are being supervised if you do not have a residence at the time of your release from custody. Within
48 hours excluding, weekends and holidays, after losing your fixed residence, you must send signed wrirten
notice to the sherifF of the county where you last registered. [{you enter a different county and stay there for
more than 24 hours, you will be required 1o register in the new county. You must alsa report weekly in person
to the sheriff of the county where you are registered. The weekly report shall be on a day specified by the
county sherifTs office, and shall occur during normal business hours, You may be required to provide a list the
locations where you have staycd during the last seven days. The lack of a fixed residence is a factor that may be
considered in determining an offender's risk tevel and shall make the offender subject to disclosure of
information to the public at large pursuant to RCW 4.24.550.

7. Reporting Requirements for Persons Who Are Rigk Level 1 or lll: Tfyou have a fixed
residence and you are designated as a risk ievel IT or I1L, you must report, in person, every 90 days to the
sheriff of the county where you are registered. Reporting shall be on a day specificd by the county sherifPs
office, and shall occur during normal business hours. If you comply with the 90-day reporting requirement

with na violations for at least five years in the community, you may petition the supcrtior court to be relieved
of the duty ta report every 90 days.

8. Application for a Name Change: If you apply for a name change, you must submit a copy of the
application to the county sheriff of the county of your residence and to the state patrol not fewer than five days
before the entry of an order granting the name change. [f you receive an order changing your name, you must

submit a copy of the order to the county sheriff of the county of your residence and to the state patrol within five
days of the entry of the order, RCW 9A.44.130(7).

9, Length of Registration:
(] Class A felony ~ Life; [[] Class B Felony 15 years; [} Class C felony — 10 years

5.7 Motor Vehicle: Ifthe court found that yoﬁ used a motor vehicle in the commission of the offensc, then the
Department of Licensing will revoke your driver’s license. The clerk of the court is directed to immediately

forward an Abstract of Court Record to the Department of Licensing, which must revoke your driver's license.
RCW 46.20.285.

5.8 Other:

5.9 Persistent Offense Notice

The crime(s) in count(s) 01 is/are “most serious offense(s).” Upon a third conviction of a “most serious
offense”, the court will be required to sentence the defendant as a persisient offender to life iniprisonment

without the possibility of early relcase of any kind, such as parolc or community custody. RCW 9.94A.030,
9.94A.570

The crime(s) in count(s) is/are onc of the listed offenses in RCW 9.94A.030.(31)(b).
Upon a secand conviction of one of these listed offenses, the court will be required to sentence the defendant as

a persistent offender to life imprisonment without the possibility of early release of any kind, such as parole or
community custody. ‘ : '

Felony Judgment and Sentence. (FJS) (Prison)
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Ocne in Open Court and in the presence of the defen

nt this date:

ge/Print Name

Jol fitdalle

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Atto
WSBA No. 16330 “WSEBA No. 18281 Pt Nathe:
Print Name: Scott Jackson Prnt Name: Jellrey D. Barrar LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD

Voting Rights Statement: [ acknowledpe that T have lost my right to vote because of this felony conviction. If1
am registered to vote, my voter tegistration will be cancelled.

My right to vote is provisionally restored as long as T am not under the authority of DOC (not serving a sentence of
confinement in the custody of DOC and not subject to community custody as defined in RCW 9.94A 030). T mustre-
register before voting. The provisional right (o vote may be revoked if I fail to comply with all the terms of my legal
financial obligations or an agreemeat for the payment of legal financial obligations.

My right to vote may be permanently restored by one of the following for cach felony conviction: a) a certificate of
discharge issued by the sentencing court, RCW 9.94A.637; b) a court order issued by the sentencing court restoring
the right, RCW 9.92.066; ¢) a final order of discharge issued by the indeterminate sentence review board, RCW
5.96.050; or d) = certificate of restoration issued by the governor, RCW 9.96.020. Voting before the right is restored

is a class C felony, RCW 29A.84.660. Registering to vote before the right is restored is a class C felony, RCW
29A.84,140.

Ly g~

Defendant’s signaturczu _@LZ /
/‘*

B

T am a certified interpreter of, or the court has found me otherwise qualified to interpret, the

language, which the defendant understands. I translated this Judgment and
Sentence for the defendant into that language.

Interpreter signature/Print name:

I, Sherry Parker, Clerk of this Court, certify tat the foregoing s a full, true and correct copy of the Judgment and
Sentence in the above-entitled action now on recard in this office.

Witnass my hand and seal of the said Superior Court affixed this date:

Clerk of the Court of said county and state, by: , Deputy Clerk

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
{Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
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Identification of the Defendant
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD

04-1-02493.5
SID No: OR13599616 Date of Birth: 10/14/1966
(If no SID take fingcrprint card for State Patrol)

FBI No. 545042MB'1 T.ocal ID No.

PCN No. ~ Other

Alias name, DOB:

Race; W Ethniclty: , Sex: M
Fingerprints: 1 attest that | saw the same defendartit who appeared in court on this document affix his or

tingerprints and signature thereto.
Clerk of the Court, Deputy Cler&m 1TQ{Q Dated: —7 -

The defendant’s sighature’
Left four fingers taken simultancously

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASTIINGTON - COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF WASHINGTON, Plaintiff, NO. 04-1-02493-5

V.

WARRANT OF COMMITMENT TO STATE
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD, OF WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT O¥
Defendant. CORRECTIONS

SID: OR13599%616
DOB: 10/14/1966

TIIE STATE OF WASHINGTON, to the Sheriff of Clark County, Washington, and the State of Washington,
Deparment of Corrections, Qfficers in charge of correctional facilities of the State of Washington:

GREETING:

WHEREAS, the above-named defendant has been duly convicted in the Superior Court of the State of
Washington of the County of Clark of the crime(s) of:

- . . . DATE OF
COUNT CRIME RCW CRIME
. 6/172004
0L | CHILD MOLESTATION (N THE FIRST DEGREE | 9A.44.083/9A.28 020(3)(b) ®
7/31/2004

and Judgment has been pronounced and the defendant has been senrenced to a term of imprisonment in such
correctional institution under the supervision of the State of Washington, Deparmment of Corrections, as shall be
designated by the State of Washington, Department of Corrections pursuant to RCW 72.13, all of which appears of
record; a certified copy of said judgment being endorsed hereon and made a part hereof,

NOW, THIS IS TO COMMAND YOU, said Sherifl| to detain the defendant until called for by the
transportation officers of the State of Washington, Deparument of Corrections, authorized to conduct defendant to the
appropriate facility, and this is to command you, said Superintendent of the appropriate (acility to receive defendant
from said officers for confinement, classification and placement in such cosectional facilities under the supervision of
the State of Washinglon, Department of Corrections, for a term of confinement of :

COUNT CRIME sk TERM / .v\/t\. X
£ ix
01 CHILD MOLESTATION N THE FIRS U DEGREE {5¢" DRFs/Months / L L
Ff
WARRANT OF COMMITMENT

b2
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These terms shall be served concurrently to each other unless specified herein:

The defendant has credit for ’73 m days served.

The term(s) of confinement (sentence) imposed herein shall be served consecutively to any other term of
confinement (sentence) which the defendant may he sentenced to under any other cause in either District Court or
Superior Court unless otherwisc specified herein:

And these presents shall be authority for the sa
HEREIN FAIL NOT.
WITNESS, Honotgble

SHERRY W.PARKER, Clerk of the
Clark County Superior Court

S

E:puty

WARRANT OF COMMITMENT Page 2
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APPENDIX E



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK
STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, Superior Court

No. 04-1-02493-5

)
)
)
)
V. )
)
LARRY MOOREHEAD, )
)

)

Defendant. )

VOLUME IV

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS

BE IT REMEMBERED that the above-entitled cause came
on reqgularly for hearing in the Superior Court of the
State of Washington for the County of Clark, Vancouver,
Washington, July 23, 2010, before the HONORABLE JOHN P.

WULLE, Judge.

APPEARANCES: Mr. Scott Jackson, Deputy Prosecuting
Attecrney, on behalf of the State of
Washington; and

Mr. Jeff Barrar, Attorney at Law, on
behalf of the Defendant.

Linda Williams, Official Court Transcriber
13321 S.E. Knapp Court
Portland, Oregon 97236 :

p/yone (503).767-1240, fax (503) 762-8244
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PROCEEDINGS

(The following proceedings took place 07/23/10:)
THE COURT: Be seated, please.

Okay, this is State of Washington v. Larry

Moorehead, 04-1-02493-5.

Counsel.

MR. JACKSON: Good afternoon, Your Honor, Scott
Jacksén.for the State. The State is bringing this
motion on a revocation héaring for thé defendant on
his SSOSA sentence, and we have two potential
witnesses, although actually I probably only need
to call one of them.

They're both here and if the Defense wants
to call the other, that's fine.

The State's ready to proceed. I would
indicate that ~- let's see, under RCW 9.94A.670 it
indicates that the Court may revoke the suspended
sentence at any time during the period of community
custody and order execution of the sentence if --
and then it gives two prdngs, and the prong
basically that the State's proceeding under is that
the Court finds the offender is failing to make
satisfactory progress in treatment.

And so I'm calling the treatment provider,

who has been his treatment provider, I believe, for
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the last four vyears.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. JACKSON: And just for the Court's awareness,
you have a lot of cases, and I know you may not
remember this particular one, or maybe you do. But
back in July of 2005, according to my notes, at the
time of sentencing when you gave the defendant the
SSOSA you told him that you would have a no
tolerance policy and that one violation would equal
revocation.

THE COURT: I think I tell that to everyone.

MR. JACKSON: I know, you do often say that.

This gentleman, however, has had two
violations since then, and he has served, I
believe, something like two -- let's see, 180 --

MR. BARRAR: We (inaudible).

MR. JACKSON: He received something like 140
eXtra days on violations already, I believe.

So, anyway, I have nothing further. I will
call the witness unless the Defense wants to say
something.

THE COURT: Any opening comments, Mr. Barrar?

MR. BARRAR: Oh, closing?

Your Honor, we have no objection to just

submitting the termination report of Ms. Chimenti
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so the Court could have a copy of it to follow
along with (to Mr. Jackson:) if you have an extra
one.

MR. JACKSON: I don't have an extra one.

THE COURT: Is that --

MR. JACKSON: We can maybe make one, though.

THE COURT: Would that be in the court file?x‘

MR. BARRAR: Do you have an extra copy of the
report, does anyone?

MS. CHIMENTI: I have my copy (inaudible) extra..
THE COURT: Okay. Why don't you go ahead and
call your witness unless you have other comments to

make, Mr. Barrar?

MR. BARRAR: I don't, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. You may call your witnesé.

“MR. JACKSON: Come forward, please.

(Witness sworn.)
THE COURT: Okay,'be seated Heré, please.
Okay, would you state your name and spell

your last name for the record.

THE WITNESS: Kelly Chimenti, last name is C—hfi-
m-e-n-t-1i.

THE COURT: Okay. Your witness, counsel.

MR. JACKSON: Thank you, Your Honor.
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KELLY CHIMENTI

was thereupon called as a witness in behalf of the
State and, having been duly sworn on ocath, was examined

and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. JACKSON:

Q. So what do you do for a living?
A. I am a social worker.

Q. And where do you work?

A. At Sunset Psychological.

And what's your job description?

>0

I primarily do sex offender treatment.

Q. Okay. What kind of training have you had to do
that?

A. I'm a licensed clinical social worker since '05,
and I'm a certified clinical sex offender treatment
provider in Washington and Oregon.

Q. Okay.

A. TI've had -- have lots of training in order to get
those certifications.

Q. 2All right. And you're certified in both Oregon
and Washington?

A, Correct.
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Q. Since 2005; is that --?

A. Washihgton since 2007, and Oregon just last year

was the first year that they required that

certification, so --.

Q. Okay. And how -- you said Sunset --

A. Uh-huh.

Q. -—- Psychology? Psycho%ogical?

A. Psychological, yeah.

Q. Yeah. How long have you worked there?

A. Since 2005.

Q. And to be a social worker do you have a master's?
A. Yes.

Q. And where did you get your master's?

A. Portland State.

Q. Okay. And when did you getAthat?

A. In 1998.

Q. Okay. And have you been working as a sex offender

treatment counselor since 2005, then?
Since 2002 --

Since 2002.

- actdally, uh-huh.

Okay. And --

i © D @

2005 my partner and I 'started Sunset

Psychological, so —--.

Q. Okay. So the three years before that where were
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you working?

A. For Dr. McGovern.

Q. Okay. All right, and your partner, is that Tom
Brewer?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. Okay. About how many individuals do you
have that you're supervising at any given time on an
aveiage?

A. Clients?

Q. " Yes.

A. 1I'd say approximately anywhere upwards of fifty.

Q. Okay. And you have been seeing clients since
2002, 'is that right, so that's about éight years?

A. Correct.

Q. Okay. And about how many times have you gotten to

the point where you felt that an individual was not

successfully completing their treatment and you wanted

to terminate them from treatment?

A. Pretty small percentage. 1I'd say under five
times.

Q. Okay. Okay. How long‘has the defendant been a
client of yours?

A. Since 2005, I believe. (Pause; reviewing file.)
Yeah, 2005.

Q. Okay. And you prepared a report that appears to
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be dated May 19%", 2010; is that right?

A. Correct.
Q0. That's a treatment report that terminates
treatment?

'A. Uh-huh.

Q. Okay. And what are the reasons that you
determined that treatment should be terminated?

A. The primary reason is because throughout the
course of treatmenﬁ Mr. Moorehead has not mitigated any
of his risk factors. He still scores out at a high-
risk level.

Q. Okay.

A. That's the main reason.

Q. Okay. And --

THE COURT: Céunsel, can I interject and ask --

4MR. JACKSON: Yes, you may.

THE COURT: ~-- her what you mean by that?

THE WITNESS: What I mean by the risk levels?

THE COURT: Uh-huh, that he's not met his
mitigation of risk levels. I don't understand what
that means.

THE WITNESS: He hasn't mitigated his risk
factors, so for assessment we use actuarial risk
assessment tools, primarily what we're using right

now is the Static 99 and the Stable.
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And what those look at, the Stable looks at
a variety of risk factors that we use to gauge what
level of risk a person has of recidivism, so it
would set a variety --

THE COURT: So give me an example of the kind of
questions you would ask and what your responses
would be in this specific case.

THE WITNESS: Well, there's all sorts of things
that we look at. There are -- we look at the
social influences, significant social influences
that clients have. Capacity -- there's a whole
list. I can read them to vou 1f you're interested?

THE COURT: (No audible response.)

THE WITNESS: Okay. Capacity of further

relationships. Stability. Emotional
identification with children. Hostility towards
women. General social rejection.

Lack of concern for others. Impulsi&ity.
Poor problem-solving skills. Negative
emotionality.

Sex drive and sexual preoccupation. Using

sex as a coping skill --

THE COURT: Okay, those last two I -- explain

that to me.

THE WITNESS: Which, the sex as coping, or --
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THE COURT: That would be one of them.

THE WITNESS: Okay.

THE COURT: The other one I.forgot what i1t was,
but it was like it kind of set off a bell and said,
What?

THE WITNESS: Sexual drive and sexual
preoccupation.

THE COURT: That's 'it.

THE WITNESS: So when you're looking at that,
what that looks at is, is the person preoccupied
with sex, so is it something that the person
ruminates about on an above-average amount of time.

What kind of things do they do as far as
sexual -- sexual acting out, things like that.
Fantasy.

THE COURT: Okay. I'1ll turn it back to you,
Scott.

MR. JACKSON: Okay.

THE COQURT: Mr. Jackson, sorry.

MR. JACKSON: Thank you, that's all right.

BY MR. JACKSON: (Continuing)

Q.

the

A.

So in terms of not being able to mitigate those

"risk factors, can you explain that a little bit more,

-7

Basically there -- when I -- when I look at those
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factors that I was just reading off, there's still a
number of them. His -- his overall score is 12 out of
26. What that means is that puts him in the high-risk
category, and there are certain areas. that where he
scores out on those.

I don't know 1f you want me to explain some of
those a little bit?

Q. If you could.

A. Okay.
Q. Yes.
A. So significant social influences. What that looks

at, he scored out a 1 on that, which means he's got one
positive influence that I -- I'm aware of in his life,
his mother.

Capacity for relationship stability. He hasn't
had any consensual sexual relationship with éomeone

that's age-appropriate in the last -- at least the last

‘year and -- and longer than that.

He scored out a 1 at hostility towards women.

THE COURT: Okay, wait.

MR. JACKSON: That's okay.

THE COURT: Okay. First off, you've got to get
out ' of the social work mode --

THE WITNESS: Okay.

THE COURT: -- okay, and you gotta think that I'm
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an idiot and I don't have any idea --

THE WITNESS: (Laughing) okay.

THE COURT: -- have any idea what you're talking
abéut.

THE WITNESS: Okay.

THE COURT: Okay. Why would I care whether
someone had sex in the past year? How would that
affect your scoring system?

THE WITNESS: A sexual relationship or a --

THE COURT: I think that's the category you had
it in, and you =--

THE WITNESS: Uh-huh.

THE COURT: -- then expléined it by saying not
having sex within one year. Why would I care about
that?

THE WITNESS: Well, it's a -- it's an indicator

for a relationship stability, which is a factor
that will decrease someone's risk for sexually --

THE COURT: If someone is in a --

THE WITNESS: -- acting out --

THE COURT: -- normal relationship, then they're
less likely --

THE WITNESS: Absolutely.

THE COURT: -- fo act out?

THE WITNESS: Yes.
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THE COURT: And that's proven through studies and

whatnot?

THE

THE

THE

yeah.

THE

THE

WITNESS: Yes, yeah.
COURT: Okay.

WITNESS: A healthy consensual relationship,

COURT: And the other one?

WITNESS: The other one is the -- the

significant social influences?

THE

THE

THE

THE

COURT: It was one about women.
WITNESS: Oh, hostility towards women.
COURT: Hostility towards women.

WITNESS: Yeah, the research shows that if

they're people that are -- harbor a lot of

hostility towards women are more likely to act out

in a sexual way.

Women are most often the victims of abuse

and sexual assault, that kind of —-

BY MR.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE WITNESS: -- thing, so that's why --

MR. JACKSON: Okay.

THE WITNESS: -- it's 1in there.

JACKSON: (Continuing)

Q. And you haven't explained all of them, but it

would be good just to walk through each one of the risk
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factors and explain them to the Court --

A. Okay.

Q. -- if you would. Okay?

A. Okay. Do you want me to explain them in a way
just as they relate to -- to Mr. Moorehead, or --

!

Q. How about --

A. -- just in genefal?

Q. -- explaining them in general and then -- then
specifically how they relate to --

A. Okay.

Q. ~-- Mr. Moorehead.

A. Okay. All right. So we've got general social
rejection. What that 1is, is if a person feels a sense
of rejection or isolation in society, feels apart from,
an outsider, that kind of thing.

Mr. Moorehead scored a 1 on that. A 1 means

it's a possible issue.

Lack of concern for others. That's pretty self-
explanatory.
There was a 1 on that based on the -- ‘the

experience that I have with Mr. Moorehead in treatment
setting in his group, repeatedly there were situations
and periods of time when he would explain to people
that he didn't -- didn't care about them, didn't care

about what happened to them, didn't care about their
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opinions and didn't show a lot of empathy towards other
people in the group.

Didn't talk about a lot of relationships outside

of treatment, either, that -- where that was an issue.
Q. Okay.

THE COURT: I'm going to stop this right here for
a second. I need to have a general feel for how
you treat someone with a sexual issue. What is the
general treatment for sex offenders?

THE WITNESS: The general treatment?

THE COURT: Yeah. It -- well, I do it all the
time, I send people off to be treated. I have no
idea what the treatment 1is.

So give me an overview of how that works.

THE WITNESS: Okay{ Generdlly, there's an
asseésment that takes place where we look at the
risk levels, we look at the -target areas to be
treated in the person.

Then there is a variety of ways that's'done.
Typically it's done in a group setting.’ There is a
list of assignments whefe people iook at specific
issues, anywhere ranging from the preconditions of
their offense, which is looking at how and why they
committed their offense, breaking it down into

small pieces.
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There's focus on thinking errors that -
that people have used, victims -- or, I mean,
offenders have used to commit their offense.
And —-- and also just to maintain a generally
unhealthier lifestyle.

There are pieces spent on victim empathy and

clarification where they just look at what -- what
are some of the -- the effects, possible effects of
vic+ -- on victims.

There's looking at informatiqn looking at
cycles, so the cycle of behavior, how patterns that
they've had in their lives have affected their
sexual acting out.

There's relapse prevention, which is.a
conglomeration, basically, of all the work that
they've done prior, looking at all of the risk
factors that they have, how they now deal with
those, how they've changed their life, how they've
changed the way that they think, the way that they
see the world.

And then their current social functioningk
how their -- what their lives look like, what kind
of lifestyle do they have.

THE COURT: Okay. You can return to Mr.

Jackson's questions. You were --
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THE WITNESS: Okay.

THE COURT: -- going down your list.

I'vevgot a feel for it now.

THE WITNESS: Okay.

MR. JACKSON: Okay.
BY MR. JACKSON: (Continuing)

Q. So had you completed that list?

A. No.
Q. Okay.
A. Impulsivity. That's pretty self—explanaﬁory, how
impulsive the person is, if they think through their
decisions or if they act impulsively.

There's a zero for that. I don't believe Mr.
Moorehead has issues with impulsivity.

Poor problem-solving skills. That's pretty
self-explanatory as well, is how well does a berson
deal with their problems or -- or solve their problems
when they come up) deal with stress, things like that.

There's a score for Mr. Moorehead on that due to
just the way that he -- he's dealt with this whole
situation as far as treatment, solving -- solving
problems with others in the group as well as just
the - the situation of being unemployed for almost two
years, not able to -- to keep up with his -- his

balance in treatment, the payments, that kind of thing.
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And negative -- negative emotionality is
hostility, general negativity towards other people and
towards life, the way that someone views the world.

That's been probably one of the biggest. issues
for Mr. Moorehead 1is jﬁst the continual hostility and
passive aggressiveness that -- that he's displayed
and -- and in the treatment setting as well as his
reports of with other people outside of that.

Sex drive and-sexual preoccupation. I think I
explained that a little bit already.

0. Uh-huh.

A. He -- there's no -- no indicateors of that with Mr.
Moorehead.
Sex as coping. And what that is, is when

someone has issues or problems, stress, they turn to
sex as a way to cope with those issues. We -- it's --
could be a form of escape, a form of relaxation.

There is a score for that, which Mr. Moorehead

in the past, he's reported periods of excessive \$\

masturbation when he's been under stress, so that's\\iQ\

been an -~ an issue at times for him. §§§l
Deviant sexual preference. What that addresses

is we have arousal assessments that we have offenders
take to assess what kind of arousal patterns that they

have with -- with his most recent arousal assessment
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was back in November of '09. There was significant
arousal to a rape scenario involving a female teen.

There was no significant arousal to any other
stimuli. So what that means is that the thing that he
was the most -- that he reacted to the most was the

rape scenario, and that's -- that's also -- included in

that is, is scenarios that include consensual and

adult, age-appropriate things as well.
So there was no significant arousal to those,
but just to the -- the rape scenario.
So ﬁhat's a 2, score of 2 for that.
THE COURT: Is 2 a high number?
THE WITNESS: Yes.
THE COURT: Okay.
THE WITNESS: You can have -- you can score
either a 0, 1 or a 2 on this.
THE COURT: I see. Okay.
THE WITNESS: 1 is, you know, it could be an
issue. There are some indicators that it is.
THE COURT: And you would interpret a 2 as a
definite issue.
THE WITNESS: Uh-huh. Yeah.
THE COURT: Okay.
THE WITNESS: That's definitely a treatment issue

that needs to be addressed.
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And the last one 1is cooperation with
supervision. So --

THE COURT: And how'd he do on that?

THE WITNESS: I have that -- I have that as a 1.
That's a possible issue. I mean, he hasn't had any
recent issues. He's had some in the past.

He has re- =~- part of what -- how we score
on that one is, through treatment, is how —-- how

people are doing on polygraphs as well, and he's --

S~ . . .
he's got repeated failed polygraphs or lnconclu51ve
polygraphs, and so that's why I did a 1 on that
one. So --

And that's it, that's the list.
MR. JACKSON: Okay.

BY MR. JACKSON: (Continuing)

Q. And you indicated that his_score was 12 for --7
A, Correct.

Q. And what was —-- that's his current score is 127
A. Uh-huh.

Q. And did he have a score when he first started
treatment --

A. We didn't --

Q. -- in 2005?A

A. We didn't use the Stable back then so --

Q. bkay.
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-- I don't have that to compare it with at the

time.

When did you start using the Stable?

About a year ago.

Okay. And what was his score the first time?
The first time his score was 11, I believe.
Okay. So —--

THE COURT: If I may, counselor, just --

MR. JACKSON: Yes.

THE COURT: -- interject.

MR. JACKSON: Uh-huh.

THE COURT: Scoring a 12 is a number to me.

MR. JACKSON: Uh-huh.

THE WITNESS: Right.

THE COURT: Will have -- would you interpret the
score of 11 or 12 in sort of layman's terms so I
understand it? |

THE WITNESS: Sure. Moderate to high risk of
recidivism.

MR. JACKSON: Okay.

THE COURT: You may proceed.

MR. JACKSON: Thank you.

THE COURT: Sorry for the interruption.

MR. JACKSON: No.
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BY MR. JACKSON: (Continuing)

Q. So the -- it sounds as though there's like a
range, like if you have a score of 0 to something, then
that means something, and then --

A. Correct.

Q. Can you explain that.

A. Sure. O to 3 is considered low-risk. 4 to 11 is
moderate. And 12-plus is high.

Q. Okay. And in your experience and training, do
studies show that when offenders come into treatment if
they're able to lower their risk factors so that
they're below high-risk factors.so they score less than
12 --

A. Uh-huh.

Q. -—- significantly less than 12, I guess, are those
includes less likely to reoffend? Do you have those
kind of studies?‘

A. I don't have ,the studies with me, but, yeah/
that's what -- that's what the -- the -- the research
and the tool is based on is looking at those factors
and how they relate to recidivism, but, yes.

Q. Okay. So is it fair to say that in treatment one
of your goals is to assist the client as much as you
can, but it's also to assist them so that there's no

reoffending?
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A. Correct.

Q. Okay.

A. Uh-huh.

Q. And is it fair to say, then, that this particular
client, the defendant, over the course of the five
years now that you've seen him has been unable to lower
those risk factors?

A. Correct.

THE COURT: Do I interpret that to mean not
amenable to treatment? Which is the phraseology I
often hear in court.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. I'm sorry, Mr. Jackson, I --

MR. JACKSON: That's fine, no.

THE COURT: ;— I keep interrupting, but I'm
trying to understand the witness's testimony and
put it in language that I understand.

'MR. JACKSON: I understand.

THE COURT: I'm not taking away from your
professional skills, I'm just trying to make sure
we have a good, solid record and I understand what
it is you're trying to tell me.

THE WITNESS: Sure.

BY MR. JACKSON: (Continuing)

Q. And is this an issue that you potentially saw
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years ago that he might be not amenable to treatment?
’A. There was potential, yes.

Q. Okay. 1Is it fair to say thét’you kept him in
treatment and continued to work with him in hopes that

he could learn from treatment and lower his risk skill?

A. Yes.
Q. .Or his --

"MR. BARRAR: Well, we would object to the leading
nature of the guestion, but we undgrstand that this
is a hearing. We'd ask that the witness be allowed
to put that in her own words.

I mean, he testified and she said yes.

THE COURT: I'm trying to understand your words.

MR. BARRAR: Oh, I ;—

THE COURT: I will note for the record I'm --

MR. BARRAR: Objection to the lead- --

THE COURT: -- overruling the objection on the
basis of this is a hearing with relaxed evidence
standards.

Okay, now, thgt second part I'm not sure
what you're asking for when you say --

MR. BARRAR: Well, they --

THE COURT: -- her own words.

MR. BARRAR: I think there should be at least a

minimal standard where Mr. Jackson does not get to
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say stuff and she just says yes.

But basically he said -- he paraphrased
guite a bit of this and -- and, I mean, I would
rather --

THE COURT: I might do the same thing myself
tryihg to understand the witness's testimony.

MR. BARRAR: Well, I had an objection to your
testimony at one point, too, but (inaudible).

THE COURT: Duly noted,'counsel.

MR. BARRAR: Thank you.

THE COURT: What I'm trying to get at is, is
that -- and, again, I'm not trying to insult the
nice lady, but she speaks in what T call doctor-
speak, okay --

MR. BARRAR: Uh-huh.

THE COURT: -- and -- and this is not a place for
doctor-speak 'cause, number one, I don't speak
doctor-speak, I do legal—speak.

And, two, I'm trying to make sure thét I
understand the nature of the -- of the testimony
that's being offered, and that's why I kind of
paraphrased for a second and asked whether or not I
was understanding what she was saying.

But I will duly note your objections to both

my gquestions and Mr. Jackson's for the record.
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MR. BARRAR: Thank -- thank you, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Okay? Mr. Jackson, go ahead.
MR. JACKSON: All right, thank you.
BY MR. JACKSON: (Continuing)

Q. (Pause; reviewing file.) I guess is there
anything else that you feei the Court should know
regarding Mr. Moorehead as to why you feel -- felt that
it was approﬁriate to terminate his treatment?

A. I mean, I think that the'biggest thing for me
that -- that is thét this is the -- this was not the --
this is the least desired outcome for me as a treatment

provider. This is not what I want for -- for Mr.

Moorehead or for any client that I sece.

And I -- I feel like I really went above and
beyond and kept him in treatment in the hopes that --
that he would be able to mitigate his risk factors,
that he would be able to éngage in a way that made his
life better for him.

And I would see windows of‘it and then it would
go back. And so it just became clear to me after a
certain amount of time that it just wasn't -- 1t Just
wasn't working, and that I wasn't doing him any good or
anyone else in the grbup any good by keeping him in
treatment any longer.

Q. Okay. Thank you.
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MR. JACKSON: I don't have any other guestions.

THE COURT: Mr. Barrar.

MR. BARRAR: Thank you, Your Honor.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. BARRAR:

Q. The Static 99 is one of the tools that you use?

A. Yes.

Q. Is that what you said? And you started using that

when?

A. With Static 99 we've been using for a period of
time, but we started using it more regularly within the

last year or so.

Q. Okay, so specifically he was violated in May of
2010; correct? He was kicked out --

A. Yes.
. Q. ~-- May 2010? When -- so prior to May of 2010 when

did you start using the Static 99 to assess Mr.

Moorehead?
A. About a year prior.

Q. So it would have been May of '09 you were using

the Static 997
A. Correct.

Q. And what was his score at that point if you have
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his file in front of you, if you can tell the Court,
please.

A. Well, the Static 99 is different than -- the
Stable is what I was talking about, what I have been
referring to as’the Stable.

Q. Okay. So when you said he was an 11, that was on
the Stable?

A. Correct.

Q. Okay. And what was his score on the Static?

A. The Static, you know, I don't havs that with me, I
don't have -- that's -- the Static 99 is a -- is a
static risk factor assessment, so that merely looks at
static factors, which are things about ‘the offense that
are unchanging.

So they're -- it's not as useful as a tool.
It's an important tool as far as looking at offenses
and how likely'if somecne's committed this offense, how
likely are they to commit it again just based on seven
éuestions.

But I don't have --

Q. What are those --

A. -- that --

Q. —-- guestions, please?

A. -- with me. I'm sorry?

Q. What are those gquestions that you ask?
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A. It looks at the offense type; the victim; the age
of the offender at the time of_the offense; whether

the -- the victim was a -- a stranger or a family or a
known wvictim.

Q. Okay. So in this case, Mr. Moorehead was
convicted of one count of child molest in the first
degree for sexual contact with a -- I believe an

eleven —-- an eleven-year-old female who was a daughter

of a girlfriend. Does that --

A. Correct.

Q. ~-- sound familiar when you did your Static? Is
that -- 1s that what you --

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. Aﬁd what -- so I guess from my layman's
point of view -- correct me if I'm wrong -- I would be

more concerned with whether or not he was reoffending
by having inappropriate contact with minor females.
Is that what the Static checks?

A. No, the Static doesn't look at that, it only looks

~at past factors.

Q. Okay. So how --

A. The Stable --

Q. I'm sorry, go ahead.

A. The Stable is the -- the -- the tool that we can

use on an ongoing basis to assess on a year-by-year
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lev- -- at a year -- in year increments --
Q. Okay.
A. -- What their current functioning is.
Q. The Static looks at —-- does the term Static mean

conditions that are unchanging, or is it an anachronism

for something?

A. No, Static refers to -- to factors that are
unchanging.
Q. Okay. And how -- how do you use that to assess

whether or not he's progressing in treatment?

A. The -- well, the Static is only taken once. The
Stable is what is gpdated on a year-by-year basis.

Q. Okay. Qkay.

A. And that the score of the Static and the Stable

are combined. It's -- we're getting a little bit -- I
mean, it's -- I don't know how useful --

Q. Thanks.

A. -- it will be, but it -- it -- they're -- they are
combined to -- to assess an overall risk level.

Q. And the first time thaﬁ you got a Static score for
him would have been May of last year.
A. Approximately.
Q. Okay.
MR. JACKSON: So, I'm sorry, the first time you

got a Static score?
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THE WITNESS: Well, no, the first time --
MR. BARRAR: I'm sorry, Your Honor, I have

does he get to jump --

THE WITNESS: The Stable -- the Stable --
MR. BARRAR: -- in and cross?
THE WITNESS: -- score. -

THE COURT: One second, please.

MR. BARRAR: I'm going.to object to this.

MR. JACKSON: I'm just objecting because I
believe that he used the wrong word and she

believe there was a misunderstanding there,

139

-~ 1

and I

think it would be useful to the Court to have this

clarified.
At least I don't think he's trying to

the witness.

trick

THE COURT: I don't think he is either, counsel.

But he does have the floor, so we'll let Mr.
ask his guestions.
You may clarify anything you feel is

necessary on redirect.

BY MR. BARRAR: (Continuing)

Q.

A
Q.
A

I'm talking about the Static 99.
Okay.

And the first time you used that was May of

Barrar

'09.

The first time that the Static would have been
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used would have been at the time of his assessment.
Q. Which was when?
A. In 2005.
Q Okay.
A. With Dr. Brewer.
Q And what was his score at that point?
A. I don't have that, I don't have that information
with me.
Q. ©Okay. The first time you used it with him was in
May of '09?
A. I used the -- the first time I used the Stable --
Q. Thé Stable. |
A. -- was approximately a year ago, yes.
Q. Okay. SO we don't have any numbers to compare the
Static score of when he started treatment versus now.
A. No, we -- we don't.
However, the Static, becauée of the nature, it
won't change. It's unchénging. It's all factors that

are based on his past offense.

So that's what we don't -- we -- that's why I
don't -- we don't keep doing it because it's the same
information. It's only based on his offense of record.

Q.. Okay.
A. Does that make sense?

0. It does.
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A, Okay.

Q. But when -- when you were asked at the beginning
what tools you used, you said the Static 992 and the
Stable. When in reality you don't use the Static 99 at
all.

A. We use it initially and then, right, it's not --

@. And --

A. -- revisited.

Q. And initially would have been in 2005 when someone
else gave it to him.

A. Correct.

Q. Okay. All right. 1I'll forget about that, then.

Did Dr. McGovern do the SSOSA evaluation on Mr.
Moorehead, do you know?

A. I'm not sure who did the evaluation, the initial
evaluation with him, fér him.

Q. Okay, so you ~- you never got the initial
evaluation for SSOSA to review when he came into

treatment?

A. Dr. Brewer saw him initially, so --.
Q. And Dr. Brewer is your partner.
A. "Correct.

Q. Okay. Do we know if Dr. Brewer did the initial

evaluation or not?

A. I don't believe he‘did.
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Okay. Did Dr. Brewer work with Dr. McGovern also?

Yes.

Okay. And how long did Dr. Brewer work for Dr.

McGovern, with Dr. McGovern?

A.

I -- I can't say for sure. But he was there a

number of years before I started in 2002.

Q.

And then you -- you started working for Dr.

McGovern initially?

A Correct.

Q. What year did you start with Dr. McGovern?

A. 2002.

Q. And then you got your -- 'your master's in '98, so
in -- you léft Dr. McGovern to start your own shop,
basically?

A. Correct.

Q. Okay. And you and Dr. Brewer both are co-owners

of Sunset Psychological.

A.

Q.

Correct.

Are there any other shareholders in that, or is it

just the two of you?

A.
Q.
A.

Q.

It's just the two.of us.

Okay. So let's -- let's talk about the Stable.
Okavy.

You said that now'he’s a 12 on the Stable; is that

right?
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Chimenti - X
Uh-huh.
A year ago he was maybe an 11.
Correct.
What -- what was he when he started the program
you five years ago?
We weren't ﬁsing the Stable at that time.

Okay. So how do we know 1f he's progréssed?

Maybe he would have been a 20 back then.

A. (No audible response.)

Q. .Are you shaking your head yes?

A. Well, we had -- I don't have that information
from --

Q. Okay.

A. -- back then because we weren't using the same
tool.

Q. But we're using these numbers to quantify
improvement --

A. Uh-huh.

Q. -- and we didn't -- we didn't start taking his

temperature on this, for want of a better term, until

year
A.

Q.

ago.

Correct.

Aﬁd he could have been a 20 when he started --
Uh-huh.

-- five years ago. Okay.

143




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Chimenti - X 144

A. 12 is still high-risk.

Q. 20 is a really high-risk.

A. Uh-huh.

Q. And 20 is the highest score?
A. 26.

Q. Okay. In addition, he's been with you at Sunset
Psychological since '007?

A. Correct.

Q. He disagreed with that, I asked him. Is it
possible that you were wrong on that number?

A. That's the number that I have onlmy records.

That --

Q. Okay.

A. -- could have been the date that he started my
group.

Q. So four and a half years he's in the program and

you never kicked him out.

A. No.

Q. Okay. And throughout all that time I have to
assume he was making progress or you would have kicked

him out.

A. There were periods of time when he would make

progress.
Q. Okay. Well, what was it in May of 2010 that made

you terminate him as opposed to in May of 2009, May of
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20082 If his behavior was consistent, which it sounds
like he was making no progress towards mitigating his
risk levels --

A. Uh-huh.

0. ~-- what was it in May of 2010 that -- what was the
straw that broke the camel's'back?

A. Well, for me it was a -- it was a series §f events
and it had -- it had been becoming cleaf to me over the
prior -- over the prior year that -- that he wasn't

taking the steps that he needed to to improve his life

and to -- to benefit from any of the treatment that
he'd been -- that he had been involved in.

Q. Okay.

A. So it was a -- a series of events. That's
reflected in that feport, the termination report. I
pelieve it -- I documented kind of those -- all of the

dates and the events that had happened that led up to
the termination.

Q. Okay, so it's kind of a totality.

A. Uh-huh.

Q. Okay. Referring you to page 2 of your report, the

last paragraph -- do you have it in front of you?
A, Yep.
Q. "The writer agreed to give Mr. Moorehead

another chance at Sunset, gave him two weeks to
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come up with the money to pay off his balance and
return to ﬁhe group."”

Uh-huh.
So money was a factor.

Absolutely.

(ORE TE © BE

And the fact was that up until about a year and a
half ago, he had a job and could make his payments?

A. He could make his payments; hé wouldn't make his
payments on a regular basis. He would allow his

balance to increase to the point where until I told him

"that he needed to -- to pay something off or threatened

him with sﬁspension, then he would come in with a check
the next week.

Q. So he could be -- he could be terminated from
treafment for nonpayment.

A. He could be.

Q. And that would result in going to jail or going to
prison for the balance of his term.

A. It could have been, but I don't typically like to
do that.

Q. Oh, but --

A. Just for money reasons.

Q. I mean, you have bills to pay:; right?

A, Yeah.

Q. I mean, you're not a charitable organization. If
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someone doesn't pay their bill, they gotta go.

A. Uh-huh.

Q. Okay. Is that yes?

A. Yes. |

Q. Okay. So in this case, when you wrote a summary

of Mr. Moorehead's transgressions, on February 17% you
noﬁed what his balance was, 1t was $550; correct?

A. Correct.

Q. And at that point you asked him to come up with a
plan for payment?

A. Co:rect.

"Q. And then again I believe on.April 6" you indicated
that his balance was $425 and ésked him to come up with
a plan on that?

A. Uh-huh.

0. And on March 3% you discussed with him his failure
to make treat- -- payments; is that correct?
A. Correct.

Q. And on March 31st you talked to him about failing
to make payments due to his unemployment?

A, (Pause; reviewing file.) On March 31%F I talked to
him about how he was out of compliénce wiﬁh his
treatment agreement in whole, not just the -- but,
yeah, the payment was a part of that --

Q. It says -
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A. -—- yes.
Q. "Mr. Moorehead called and stated that he had
no way to pay for treatmeht due to his

unemployment.”
Right, correct.

Okay, so that was an issue.

oo

Uh-huh.

Q. Okay. And then on April 6™, again you agreed to
give him another chance, gave him two weeks to come up
with the money to pay off his balance.

A. Correct.

Q. 425.

On April 13%™, he made a payment of $400, which
was noted in the log; correct?

A. Uh-huh, uh-huh, vyes.

Q. And then finally, on May 12%, when he had
basically come up wifh a plan to bring his balance.to
zero but he only made a payment of 80, $80, leaving
a -- a balance of $120; correct?

A, Correct.

Q. And at that point he was terminated.

A, Correct.

Q. Okay.

MR. BARRAR: Nothing further.

THE COURT: Redirect?
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REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. JACKSON:

Q. So going back to page 1 of your termination
report. |

A. Uh-huh.

0. Yqu indicate that on February 8, 2010, that you

presented to Mr. Mcorehead a list of behavioral

requirements for him to complete treatment?
AL Correct.

Q. And what was that list?

A. (Pause; reviewing file.)

Q. Or, actually, I guess, what was that in réSponse
to?

A. That was just in response to the ongoing --

ongoing negativity that he had shown and the lack of

- progress apout his ~- his isolation and employment,
negative attitudes and his failure to -- to follow
through on applying any of the -- the work that he'd

gotten from treatment.

Q. Okay. April 21°° there's an indication that Mr.
Moorehead returned to the group, checked in as
requested and displayed soﬁe passive-aggressive
hostility towards the group as well as yourself?

A. Correct.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Chimenti - ReD 150
Qf Okay. And then on April 28%", indication that he
checked in as requested, although did not -- did not
comment on any progress in his arpusal conditioning.
What was meant by that?
A; He was —-- he had been directed to complete arocusal
conditioniﬁg with Steven Whitaker at our office to

address the deviant arousal that he had on his

plethysmograph.

During those -- those -- I believe he had two
sessions with -- with Mr. Whitaker, and during those
sessions Mr. Whitaker had asked -- asked him to come

back, to bring back to the group a couple of guestions
to ask the group, and a couple of -- and also to report
back to group specifically what he was doing in his
arousal conditioning sessions.

Q. Okay. It also indicates here that fellow group
members provided the group with a comprehensive list of
offender-friendly employers in Oregon and Southwest
Washington and Mr. Moorehead declined a copy when asked
if he wanted one and said he just didn't want one.

Why did you put that in there?

A. That was just -- for me, it was just an example of
an ongoing resistance and opposition to any kind.of
help by either fellow group members or myself or the

treatment, treatment in general.
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That's why I put that in there as an example of
that.
- Q. Okay. And then you put in here:
~"When confronted by a group member about
this refusal to take help or help himself, he
yvelled:
"'Yeah, go ahead and give me a coﬁy, and
F you,f
"to the group.”
A. Uh-huh.

Q. And then continued, apparently, to scream "F you"
at members of the group.

A. At one -- yeah, one member in particular.

Q. Okay. Then on May 5%, Mr. Moorehead checked in as
requested, but not -- again did not include any updates
regarding his arousal conditioning.

Was that an issue, and why was that an issue?

A. Just like I stated before, it was -- again, it was
one of those situa- -- it was -- Mr. Whitaker had asked
him to bring some -- some information to the group, and
a question -- a couple of questions to the group. And
he failed to do so.

And that was also part of when -- when -- when I
went out to DOC and met with Mr. Larsen and Ms. Kaplan

and Mr. Moorehead to give him another chance, that was
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one of the things that we had agreed on that he needed
to do, is to bring the work that he was doing in those
sessions into the group.

0. Okavy. May 12th there's another indication that Mr.

Moorehead checked in as requested but did not include

any updates regarding arousal conditioning. -And his

attitude remained nega%ive, passive; with passive-
aggressive comments.

Is that consistent with his attitude over the
course of his treatment, or was this something that was
getting worse for him?

A. It was consistent and it -- and it had been --
been getting worse in the last few months. |

But overall consistent.

Q. You had indicated when asked by Defense counsgl if
there are periods of time when he would progress, and
you said that, yes, there were, were some.

Were there periods of times when he would
regress”?

A. Yes.

Q. And is it fair ko say that on a whole he had not
progressed from the beginning to the end, in your
opinion? |

A. Yes, in my opinion, yeah.

MR. JACKSON: I have no other guestions.
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THE COURT: Recross?

MR. BARRAR: Just one, Your Honor.

RECROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. BARRAR:

Q. How do you quantify whether or not he's progresséd
from the beginning to how when you don't have a number
for the Stable?

A, Well, what I look at is his life in general. I
look at his current situation compared with the person
that I saw when I first started seeing him in my group.

And his overall reports of his life outside of
treatmént, and then his current functioning within the'
group and within treatment.

i

Q. And one of the biggest ones you identified in

your -- 1in your testimony was that he did not have a

‘consensual, stable relationship with an adult female.

A. Correct.
Q. And if you were to rank them in -- in -- I mean,

if he got 12 points, how many points did he get for

that?
A, One.
Q. Two? One? Okay. And he got 2 points for

something else you said; what was that?
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A. He had 2 points for deviant sexual preference and
negative --
Q. And that was -- I -- I'm sorry, I didn't mean to

stop you. That was to the polygraph that was given in
November of '09. |

A. The plethysmograph.

Q. I mean plethysmograph. And was --

A. Correct.

Q. -— there a follow-up plethysmogréph given between
November '09 and May when he was -- |

A. No, the --

Q. -- terminated?
"A. What was supposed to hapben was he was supposed to
do the minimal arousal conditioning with Mr. Whitaker,
and then after that's finished, then you do a follow-up
to see 1f there's any change.

Q. Okay. And he did none of the arousal therapeu- --
therapies with Mr. Whitaker.

A, He attended two sessions with Mr. Whitaker.

Q. And how many was he -- was he supposed to attend?

I mean, is that a --

A. It was an --
Q. -—- twenty-session (inaudible) --
A. -- ongoing thing. So it -- it would have -- he

would hdve needed to attend a -- a few more, but then
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all the other -- he was terminated before that could --
could finish out, so --.

Q. Throughout the five, four and a half years that he
was with you, how many plethysmographs were —-- were
administered to him?

A. I'd have to check in the records to see how many,
but I believe there were two others.

Q. Okay. 2And did he flunk any other ones?

A. I'd have to look. Do you want me to --7

Q. Yeah, could -- could you.

A. I don't have that. 1It's going to take me a while.
(Pause; reviewing file.)

Q. I - I --

A. I believe he flatlined on the other ones, which
means he had no significant arousal to any stimulus on
all the others.

(Pause; reviewing file.) Which happens about a
third of the time.

(Pause; reviewing file.)

Q. Well, we -- I mean, you could look --
A, I mean, what I -- what I could tell you 1s that he
didn't have any -- he hadn't had any significant

arousal to any deviant stimuli prior.

Q. Okay, because that would have been a red flag to

you as a --
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Sure.

-— as a treatment provider?

=0

Oh, vyeah, of course.
Q. How about polygraphs, how often would he have --
would you polygraph him?
A. -Once e&ery six months, I think, is through his
supervision.
Q. Do you do that or -- or is that done through the
PO?
A. That's done through the PO.
Q. Okay.
MR. BARRAR: Okay, I think that's all I have,
thank you. |
THE COURT: Anything further ofAthis witness?
MR. JACKSON: Nothing further, Your Honor.
THE COURT: (To witness:) You may step down,
thank you.
MR. JACKSON: And no other witness.
THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Barrar.
MR. BARRAR: Your Honor, we're going to -- since
he's here, we're going to call Mr. Larsen.
(Witness sworn.)
THE COURT: Be seated here, sir.
And would you state your name and spell your

last name for the record.
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THE WITNESS: Timothy Larsen; L-a-r-s-e-n.

TIMOTHY LARSEN

was thereupon called as a witness in behalf of the
Defense and, having been duly sworn on oath, was

examined and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. BARRAR:

Q. Mr. Larsen, how are you employed?

A. I work for the Washington state Department of
Corrections as a community corrections officer in the
sex offender ﬁnit. | |

0. And how long have you been a PO in the sex
offender unit for DOC?

A. I started the sex offender unit in November of
last year, 20009.

Q. Are you familiar with Mr. Moorehead, seated to my
right here (indicating)?

A. Yes, I am.

0. And how are you familiar with him?
A. My first interactions with Mr. Moorehead were when
I first started as a parole officer. I worked in the

day reporting center. And I saw Mr. Moorehead on a
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regular basis, anywhere from four to five times a week.

And then in November of 2009 I moved up to the
sex offender unit, and then in January of 2010 I
assumed supervision of his case.

Q. Okay. So while you were in the day reporting
unit -- just for the record, what 1s the day reporting
unit, what does it involve?

A. The Washington state Department of Corrections has
in our Community Justice Center a day reporting center
that any individual under supervision with the S3State
could be mandated to go to it.

If they're unemployed, if they've been sent
there as per sanctién. We also have our homeless sex
offenders report to this.

It's used as an accountability with other
modifications to 1it.

. In regards to Mr. Moorehead, it wasn't because
he was a homeless sex offender, it was because of the
job search function of that program. |

Q. And he was unemployed at the time.

A. Correct.

0. And he would come to that office four to five
times a week?

A. Actually, he should have been reporting there five

times a week. If it wasn't me that met with him, it
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would have been my colleague, April Delaney.

Q. Okay. Where is that office located?

A. TIt's at 9105-B Northeast Highway 99 in Hazel Dell.

0. Okay, out in Hazel Dell.

And so he —-- he was successful in reporting when
he had to report.

A, I had no issues at -- at -- regarding the
intention. He reported as required. I think the only
issues that were ever brought up were some job search
logs, but I think we had gotten those hammered out and
there was no issues to report on that part.

Q. Okay. And in November of '09 you became his
probation officer.

A. No, correction, I moved into the sex offender unit
in November of '09. I assumed supervision of Mr.
Moorehead in January of 2010.

Q. Okay. 1In January of 2010, did you review his file
in connection with your supervision of him?

A. Yes, I did. )

Q. Had he been complying with what he was supposed to
do for DOC up to that point?

A. There had been two prior sanctions brought in
front of the court before I had received him, with

Officer Nicole Young.

Q. Okay. Are you familiar with what those sanctions
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were?

A. .I do, and they're also noted in the report here --

Q. Would you read them into the record, please, just
summarize them.

A. December 12% —-- or, I'm sorry, December 14, 2005,
Mr. Modrehead had been entered into a stipulated
agreement for the violations of traveling without a
travel permit to Portland.

Oon 10/27, 2005, diverting from a travel -- oh,

I'm sorry, they were both diverting from travel permits

by stopping at a restaurant on that same -- or, on
11/15, 2005, and -- and visiting a friend on 10/27,
2005.

And diverting from a travel~permit by stopping
at the library in Portland on 11/23, 2005. |

All of these were without prior approval of the
supervising CCO.

Q. And as a result of each one of those, he was
brought back in front of His Honor for a -- a
revocation hearing?

A, My understanding‘is not on the first action. On
the second action, he was.

Q. Okay.

A. Which was for the possession of pornography, as

well as violations of treatment guidelines and
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providing false information to the Department of
Corrections.

Q. So since those --

MR. BARRAR: I'm sorry, Your Honor?

THE COURT: For the record, those in- -- that

information is contained within the court file.

MR. BARRAR: Okay.

THE COURT: I already saw it.

MR. BARRAR: Qkay.

BY MR. BARRAR: (Continuing)

Q. Since '05 have you reviewed his file to see if
there's been any concerns about his supervision until
his termination of May of this year?

A. There -- if we go back into his file and look at a
lot of what goes on in what we do, that means reviewing
not only just the PSI and any of the prior actions.

. Nothing was noted as far as what the previous
CCO I had gotten it from. Most of what was noted was
from the -- the progress reports from treatment.

There was an issue that was brought up about
deviant sexual thoughts bf pregnant females that were
brought up.

But other than that, it had to do with a lot of

attitude situations in group.

Q. So you get -- you get regular reports from the
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treatment provider.

A We get quarterly treatment reports --

Q. Uh-huh.

A ~— as required by the SSOSA conditions.

Q. And there was one concern raised about deviant
thoughts regarding pregnant females, obviously. Is
that what you said?

A. Some of this is self-reported by him and with --
with his previous parole officer, Jane Keplan.

Q. Okéy.

A. Not all of this was brought up in treatment

reports.

But that was one thing that was brought up as
a -—- as a consideration.

Again, most of what I recall reading from the
treatment progress reports had to do with the attitude
towards the group and participation in the groups.

Q. And you heard Ms. Chimenti's testimony, and her

reports were consistent with what she testified to;

correct?

A. From everything that I've read and reviewed,
correct.
Q. Sure. Do you administer or do you supervise the

administration of polygraphs to sex offenders?

A. I do not administer polygraphs. We schedule them
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and we have certified, state certified polygraphers
conduct the polygraphs at our location.

Q. And how often would Mr. Moorehead have to take
polygraphs?

A. As per required by the SSOSA conditions stated by
the State, they afe done every six months.

Q. And did he comply with those?

A Comply in what regard? As in reporting --

Q. Did he take his polygraphs every six ﬁonths?

A Yes.

Q. Okay. And then did any of those results cause-
either you or your prédecessors any concerns?

A. There were prior ones that brought up concerns to
my -- my -- my predecessor, who had the case before me.

All of which I've gotten from Larry I have not
had any indications of issues.

Q. Okay. So you've reviewed the file, you've talked
or communicated somehow with prior supervisors, and
there's no issues that need to be addressed or that
needed to be addressed during that period, '05 until
now?

A. Again, anything that would have been needed to be
addressed would have been addressed at that time.

So per our policy, we have to address every

‘violation or anything of any concern in a timely
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fashion, within a fourteen-day period of knowledge of

that violation.

There has been none such since I've received

him.

0. And you violate sex offenders in the community,
you've got a tough job. I mean --

A. Right.

Q. -—- people lobking over your shoulder left and
right.

A. Right;

Q. Okay. So in this case, there's nothing that
caused you concerned (sic) until he was terminated from
his treatment.\

A, Well, the way the Department stance here, and
these are my stance with the Department, is that when
we have an inaividual who's been the Special Sex
Offender Sentencing Alternative treatment is considered
a high-class priority (sic).

| If they're being terminated, it is a high
priority because we don't -- if -- if it -- for
instance, in this situation, he was terminated for
noncompliance of treatment from his attitude and
behavior, aside from his also lack of payment.
We have to look at that as -- as a concern, as

well as any similar issues dealing with his PPG or the
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plethysmograph, which we did have one on the deviant
sexual thoughts of 'a rape scenario.

So it does raise some consideration and concern
when we're dealing with it on a supervisory scale.

Q. So you did have one concern with -- with -- oh,
that was, I'm sorry, was a plethysmograph. Okay.

Level I, II, III sex offender, what -- what's
he -- what's he classified as?

A. Currently my records indicate that he 1is
considered by the County as a Level I sex offender.

Q. Okay.' And that's the lowest level.

A. What that means is that by classification a Level
I is a least likely to reoffend. That doesn't mean
that they are not going to reoffend, but they're least
likely to.

Q. Okay. And you don't give somebody that
classification just =-- you don't just pull it‘out of
the blue, do you?

A. I don't have that ability to make any
claésifications, that's done by é review board --

Q. Okay. So the --

A. - as well as thg county.

Q. -- board of people that have looked at his
situation, his tests, his treatment, his results, that

say he's -- out of the group of people we have, he's
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the least likely to reoffend.

A. They look at a lot of different factors in which

they finally --

Q. Sure.

A. -- make that determination.

Q. But their defer— -

A. One is the --

Q. Ch, I'm sorry.

A. -- actual offense itself, the number of victims,

offenses that he's been charged on and so forth.
Q. Okay. And he got a Level I, which means he was

the least likely to reoffend out of the group that

was -- that they had.
A. I -- I'm -- I guess I'm needing clarification on
the group.

When they go up for review, there is no group of
sex offenders they pool together and then say, This
many are I's, this many are II's.

What they do is they have a criteria they go
through. They review all the information based on his
file material, and court dockets, and they'see if
whether or not he fits thét category of Level I, II or

IIT.

In this case, Mr. Moorehead's offense as well as
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past criminal behavior has deemed him a Level I.
Q. Well, what I mean by group is I don't have a sex
offender level because I'm not in the group. He's in

the group, so he has a sex offender level, and --

A. Okay.
Q. ~-- his level is I.
A. Okay, I guess I just --

Q. That's what I meant.

A -- needed further clarification of what you refer
to as the group.

0. Okavy. So but for his termination from treatment,
he would have been okay with you.

A. At that current time, borrect. There was no other
violation behavior to address.

Because of the fact that he had that PPG
reading, we were having treatment address that
situation by him going through the arousal
conditioning.

Aside from that and the fact that we had
received the termination report from Ms. Chimenti,
that's why we went with our violation that we did.

Q. Okay. One more thing to clarify. Did you send
him to the arousal conditioning classes, or did Ms.
Chimenti, through Sunset Psychological and Coﬁnseling

Services send him to the arousal therapy session?
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A. Per Mr. Moorehead's judgment and sentence, that
does state that he is to comply and to obey all of what
is required of his treatment conditions.

It is my understanding that Ms. Chimenti had
given him a treatment contract, an amended treatment
contract, I should rephrase, that stated that he was to
comply with those conditions to stay into treatment.

0. Okay. So that wasn't done through your office, it
was done through her office.
A. Correct.
Q. ©Okay. Thank you.
MR. BARRAR: Nothing further.
-THE WITNESS: Okay.
THE COURT: Mr. Jackson.

MR. JACKSON: Thank you.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. JACKSON:
Q. And you were asked about the Department's concerns
since 2005 about --
A. Uh-huh.
Q. -— this gentleman?
Do you have Nicole Young's report dated March

20th, 200672
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A. I have it in the file material; I don't have it
Qith me at this time.

Q. All right. Are you aware that she was
recommendiné Mr. Moorehead to be revoked from his SSOSA
back in 20067

A. I -- I am aware of that, ves.

Q. Okay. That he did not take the conditions of his
supervision seriously; that he would lie to her and lie
to the treatment provider; and she had serious doubts
as to whether he'd be receptive fo treatment.

A. That is what I read, and that's what T understood.

Q. (Pause; reviewing notes.)

A, If I may. On that particular court address,
anyone with the possession of pornography and any
violations of their freatment, again, that is deemed by
our'department as a serious violation and we must
address immediately.

Q. Okay.

A. Also, per the fact that the SSOSA guidelines per
the RCW does state after the first or second violation
we are to proceed with a revocation recommendation, and
that's how our department is handling that as well.

0. Okay. And were there also concernslabout the
factor that he ~- at least the perceived fact that he

continued to be fixated on his victim at that point in
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time?

A. Correct. I believe there was a ring that was
found at the time that he was fixated on that belonged
to the victim.

But the only information I was able to ascertain
from that wés only from the report and not from the
officer herself.

Q. Okay.

MR. JACKSON: I don't have any other questions.

THE COURT: Mr..Barrar.

MR. BARRAR: Just briefly on that question, Your

Honor.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. BARRAR:

0. So that was behavior that was identified in 20067
A. That was -- correct, and we mentioned that he was

in front of the court for that.

Q. Okay. And you’filed a motion to terminate SSOSA

at that time; correct?

A. I did not, no.

Q. Well, somebody from your department did?

A. My understanding is that the report indicated that

it was from a -- they. recommended revocation at that
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time.

Q. Okay. And that went through a hearing, to the
best of your knowledge, right?

A. To the best of my knowledge --

Q. Okay.

A, -- it did.

Q. Since that point, 2006, when that was dealt with,

problems besides the termination now from treatment?

A. Not to my understanding. Again, if Officer Keplan
had any issues, she had already addressed those issues,
but I didn't find anything in the file material or ény
other tracking systems to see that there were any

issues that needed to be addressed or were of any great

importance.-
Q. Thank you.
THE COURT: Anything else, gentlemen?

MR. JACKSON: Well, it's not (inaudible), but --
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RECROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. JACKSON:

Q. Are you aware of the report on January 29, 2007,
that he had a violation for leaving the county without
permission?

A. I think I -- I apologize, I -- I guess there was
that in there and I did indicate that in my report.

"And I -- L1f I recall, in 2007, that should have
been under Nicole Young as well.

Q. Okay.

A. But I -- I -- well, I -- I apologize, I just
forget (sic) about that part there.

Mr. Moorehead has been guite good about
requesting travel permits since that situation, and had
done so on a -- on a very occasional basis, partially

also in tune due to his treatment as well (sic).
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REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. BARRAR:

Q. He has to travel to Portland to go to his
treatment provider; correct?

A. Correct. And also part of his treatment
guidelines also were to start socializing more.

And my understanding was that part of that

socializing he was allowed to go with -- or should I
say to a friend's house to engage in -- in pro-social
activities.

Q. Thank you.
MR. BARRAR: Nothing further.
MR. JACKSON: Nothing further.
THE COURT: (To witness:) You may step down.
THE WITNESS: Thank you.
MR. BARRAR: Your Honor, I want to call Mr.
Moorehead next.
THE COURT: Okay.
(Witness sworn.)
THE COURT: Okay, be seated here, sir.
And woﬁld you stéte your name and spell your
last name for the record, please.

THE WITNESS: My name 1is Larry Moorehead; M-o-o-

r-e-h-e-a-d.
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THE COURT: Your witness.

LARRY MOOREHEAD

was thereupon called as a witness in his own behalf

and, having been duly sworn on oath, was examined and

testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. BARRAR:

Q. Larry, how old are you?

A. I am forty-three.

Q. ‘And prior to your incarceration, were you
employed?

A. You mean this time? No, sir, I wasn't.

Q0. I mean prior to you being put in jail in May of

this year, did you have a job?

A. No, sir.

Q. All right. When was the last time you had a job
that paid regular money?

A. I was laid off in November of 2008.

Q. And in November 2008, backwards, what type of work
did you do?
. Well, I -- I -- I kept fairly con- -- I've had

several different types of jobs. I worked at -- 1
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worked down at the Subaru off of Fruit Valley,

processing Subarus for a deal-- -- so they can go to
dealerships.
I worked at a -- a -- in a coal center.

I also did some demolition for a while.

And I -- the —-- the last posiﬁion I held was
working in an assembly line manufacturing pressure
washers out in Camas, Washington.

Q. And what would your pay range be for those jobs?
A. They were all minimum wage.

Q. Okay. Which is what?

A. What I -- in -- the -- the fir- -- the -- in 2006,
when I’was working at Subaru, it was $7.90-some -- I
believe it was 92 or 96 cents, up to -- and my -- the
last position I —- position I had was $8.50, I believe.

Q. And are thoée pay raised coincided with (sic)

raises in the --

A. It ralse- --
Q. -—-—- Washington state minimum wage requirements?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. And is it safe to say that you were always
employed through a temporary agency?
A. Except -- except for the -- the coal center, yes,

sir, that's -- that 1s correct.

Q. And that usually did not involve the payment of




1| any medical or -- or dental or -- or retirement or

2 | benefits of any.;ort?

3 A. I -- I haven't -- I haven't had any kind of

4 | medical insurance since 2003.

5 Q. What type of education do you- have?

6 A. I have an associate's degree.

7 0. Okay. And where did you get that?

8 A. I got that at a --.at a technical college in

9! Cleveland, Ohio.
10 Q. Okay. So basically you were working forty hours a
11 | week making minimum wage wages since you started your
12 | treatment in '05 forward, up until you were laid off in
13 | November of '08?
14 A. Yes, sir. N
15 Q. And in November of '08 after you were laid off did
16 | you collect unemployment?
17 A. Yes, sir.
18 Q. What did you make on unemployment?
19 A. It -- with -- with the -- with the stimﬁlus
20 | package, the -- the current administration increase- --
21 | increased my unemploymeht by about 49 to $50.
22 | But it -- it averaged about 230.
23 Q. You get $230 a week?
24 A. Yes, sir.
25 Q. Okay. So basically you were living on a little

\\/"
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under $1,000 a month?

A. That 1s correct.

Q. And of that $1,000 a month, how much of that went

to your rent?

A. 400.

Q. And you live in a swanky place, or where do you
live?

A. No, sir, I live -- I live in a -- I live in a

converted house, and I rent -- I rent a room on the

second floor.

Q. Okay, a house that's been converted into

apartments?

A. Yes, sir, it's --

Q. Okay.

A. -~ been convert- -- converted into three separate
apartments.

Q. Do you have a cér payment or anything?

A, No, sir.

Q. Okay. Where -- where'does the other 600 bucks a

month go towards?

A. Well, it ~- I don't -- I don't cook for myself, so
I -- I usually eat lunch and dinner outside the home.

0. Okay. So does that rack up another 3-, 400 bucks
a month? How much does that --

A. Well --
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Q. == cost you a month?
A. =-- it -- it depends on where I eat, but u- -- my
meal is usually right around 7 -- 7 to $8 per meal. So

you're looking anywhere from 14 to $20 a day.

Q. $20 a day times seven days a week would be 140
bucks. Is it safe to -- can you estimate what you
spend on food a month?

A. Well, if -- if -- if we just -- yeah, about $140
would be around right..

Q. A week?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. All right. And then you have travel to your

treatment.

A Correct.

Q. Okay. Now, you live in Vancouver, Washington?

A. That is correct.

Q. And your -~ your treatment is -- 1is in Beaverton, .
Oregon? |

A. Yes, sir.

Q0. And is -- how many miles round trip is that?

A. I don't know about round trip, but it's -- it's
about forty minutes round -- a forty-minute round trip

drive using the freeways.

Q. Okay. And how many times a week would you go to

treatment?
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A. I would go there once a week.
Q. Once a week. And in addition to treatmént, you
have to go to day reporting?
A. Yes, sir.

0. &and is that -- how far is that from your

residence?

A. I would say within -- within ten miles --

Q. Okay.

A. -- of my house.

Q. Can you estimate how many'tanks of gas you were
using a week during this period to . -- to satisfy your

treatment requirements and supervision requirements?

A. Two.

Q. Two tanks. And how big a -- so how -- how much
does it cost for a tank?
A. Well, it -- it depends. I generally put

approximately about $20 into my car, SO it would be --

it's the -- which is about seven -- about seven gallons
each time I would fill up my gan—- —-— WMy ténk.

Q0.  So 40 bucks a week on gas?

A. At a -- at a minimum, yes, Sir.

Q. Okay. So basically between room -- your rent,

your food and your gas, you're at, your thousand bucks

is burned up.

A. Pretty much.
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1 Q. Okay. Did you have any money to spend for

treatment?

2. Not as much as I would like, but, no, sir, I --
Q. Okay.

A. -— I -— I -- I -- I wasn't ~- I wasn't able to --

I wasn't able to come up with the $50 each week.

0. Well, I mean, if -- if you're making a thousand
bucks a month on unemployment --

A. Uh-huh.

Q. -- and I gotta believe you were making two

thousand bucks a month when you're making minimum wage;

is that correct?

A About 1600.

Q. Okay. Is —--

A Or(lG,OOO (sic), excuse me.

Q. Okay. Well, I guess I'll put the question to you.

Could you afford treatment once you got laid off”

A. No, sir. |

Q. Could you find a Jjob?

A. No, sir. T've been -- I've been looking fairly --
fairly steadily --

Q. Okay, 1is --

A. -- for the -- the -- since -- since -- since
November --

Q. And the fact is --
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A. -- of that year.

Q. ~- that's -- that's one of your supe- -- that's
one of your requirements for day reporting is you gotta
look for work, don't ya'?

A. Yes, sir, I'm -- I'm required to do four job
searches every day.

Q. Okay. Are vou having any difficulty finding
suitable female companionship to enter into a
relationship with these days?

A. I've -- I've -- I've -- I've made some contacts

with other females, but mést ~-- most of the people who
are anywhere close to my age have children, and I don't
really -- I don't want -- I don't want to -- I don't
want to go through the -- the hassle of having to deal
with -- with the -- with the children in the home.

So -- so, no, I have -- I haven't found anybody
that -- that -- that I feel comfortable with.

0. It's been testified to that you -- your most
healthy or -- or your mosﬁ stable adult relationship is-
your mom; is that correct?

A. It's my most consistent, yes. I have —-- I have
other adult relationships besides my mother.

Q. Who are they?

A. I have a -- there's a gentleman that I -- that

I -- I go to a work -- a work group with Tanneal
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(phonetic) Johnson out at the Work Source.

And I have become friends with one of the people
there. His name 1is Weéley Grenwald (phonetic). He's
also on Mr. Larsen's caseload.

And we would meet -- and we've met -- and we
met -- we met through that class and also at the -- at
the Work Source.

Him and I have had luncH almost consistently for

the last four or five months.

I go to -- I go to Portland to visit with
friends that I've known since I've -- since I moved
here to Oregon back in '92. So -- Joe Johes, who
Officer Larsen had testified before that I -- I go to.

And I've been -- I've been seeing Joe fqr -
going to his house now for just over a -- just about a
year now. Twice -- twice a month, about every -- about

every other weekend for about a year now.

0. Okay. And that was an issue in your'therapy was
developing stable adult relationshipé; correct?
Sécial -- socialization?

A. According to Ms. Chimenti, yes, that's true.

Q. Okay. Final issue I want to take up with you is
did you ever have discussions with your treatment

providers regarding payment of expenses since you were

laid off?
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A. Not -- not since -- noth- -- nothing specific, not
until I was asked to sign the -- the agreement after I
finished my last assignment with the class.

Q. Okay. So when were you asked to sign that
agreement?

A. Let's see. (Pause.) Probably November of --
November or December in 2009.

Q. Okay. And what did that agreement call for?

A. There -- there were -- there were -- there were
five stipulations that Ms. Chimenti asked me to -- to

do to remain in her class.

Q. Okay, I asked you about the financial aspect of

it.
A. Oh. It was -- it was to -- it was to keep my bill
under $200.

Q. Okay. And did you express to her whether or not
you were able to do that?

A. Yes, sir! .When -- when she had ~- when she had
come up to —-- up to Vancouver to sit down with myself,
Officer Larsen and Officer Keplan, I -- I had told her
that -- that I was gonna have -- I was gonna have a
problem keeping my bill under $200.

And I -- and I ex- -- and I expressed that
Within that -- in that particular meeting.

Q. Okay. And did you, in fact, come up with a plan
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to keep it under $200°?

A. I had -- I had toldlher -- I -- I had told her
that -- that I would speak with my mother and that I
woﬁld -- I would try -- I would try -- I would make

' a -- a -- make -- or try to make a -- a once-a-month

payment of $200.

Q. Okay. But the fact is that you could not make
that payment out of your budget.

A. Not out of my budget, no, sir.

Q. The only way you can make that payment is by
asking your mother to pay the funds.

A, That is correct.

Q. Okay. &and, in fact, is that how you paid, you
kept your bill within a reasonable level, was by the
help of your mother when you were unémplqyed?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And is it safe to -- is it fair to éay that that
was a major issue in»your termination from Sunset

Psychological was your inability to keep your bill

under $200°7?

A. I can't -- I can't -- I honestly can't say. I -~
it -- it was a -- it was an on- -- it was an ongoing
issue.

Q. It was ~-- okay, what do you mean by an ongoing

issue?
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A. It -- I've -~ I've had -- I've had problems, like
he said, over -- over the last —-- since '08 to
keeping -- keeping my bill under control.

And it would -- it would -- it would get to a
point where I would -- I would -- I didn't want to ask
my mom for the money. It -- it -- it's -- I guess is a

point of pride, I guess, or stupid pride.

It's one of the reasons I moved out here, is to

try to stop that from happening.
But I had to ask -- I had to ask for money, s0
when it got to a point, I had to -- I had to talk to my

mom.

Do you want to stay in treatment?

9.
‘A. Yes, sir.
Q. Would you like the chance to go back.to treatment?
A. Yes, sir. It's -- it's -- from -- from my

understanding, I'm -- I am almost done.

Q. And how would you pay for it if you went back?

A. I'm -- I -- I have no doubt that my mom would help
me.
Q. So maybe you'll overcome your pride and ask your

mom this time?
A. Yeah.

Q. Yeah. Okay.

MR. BARRAR: Nothing further, thank you, Your
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Honor.
THE COURT: Cross.

MR. JACKSON: Thank you.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. JACKSON:

Q. Do you recall that back on February 7 -- on
February 17%, 2010, that your balance with the
therapist was about $550°7?

A, I believe so, yes.

Q. Okay. And that a week later you made a $600

payment to them.

A. (No dudible response.)

Q. Okay.

A. Okavy. I

Q. So you at that time paid up $600. You were -- you

were paid up as of February 24,
A. Okay.
Q. Okay. Let's see. As of April 6", you had a
balance of 425, but then on April 13¢n you paid $400.
A. Yes, sir. I --
Q. That's just yes or no kind of answer.
A, Yes, sir, I did.

0. All right.
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And are you aware that on May 12t, before you
were terminated, you apparently had a bill of 200, and
you paid $80, and you had a balance of $120.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. So at the time of termination, you were under the
$200, you were at $120 --

A. That's correct.

Q. =-- is that -- okay.

And isn't it fair to say that by being
terminated you were no longer in treatment and they
were no longer going to have the ability to charge you
any more money?

A. That is my understanding.

Q. Aﬂd they're not going to make any more money off
you except for that $120.

A. If I'm not.——'if ~— if -- yes, sir, if I'm not in
treatment, that is correct.

0. All right. So even though we've heard that you
had a lot of difficulties, you overcame those |
difficulties apparently through your mother, and in
2010, you made your payments, and at the time of
termination there really wasn't a financial issue with
them. There was just a balance of $120.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. " And by terminating you, they make no more money.
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A. That is my understanding, yes, sir.

Q. Okay. Do you recall that the judge on July 13¢h,
2005, five yearsvago, basically, gave you the SSOSA.
sentence, and he indicated to you at that time that he
had a no-tolerance policy, and that if.you were to
violate your conditions of probation one time he would
revoke your SS0OSA”?

A. ©No, sir, I don't remember him saying that.

Q.' All right. Is it possible he did say that?

A. Oh, based -- based on your — your interaction
earlier in this hearing, yes, sir, it's possible.

Q. All right. On December 14%", 2005, basically
within six months, you entered into a stipulated
agreement with Department of Corrections that you had
the following violations:

That you diverted from a travel permit to
Portland by visiting friends on or about 10/27,
2005, without approval.

A, Correct.

Q. And then you had another one, diverting from a
travel permit by stopping at a restaurant in Portland
on or about 11/12 -- I mean, I'm sorry, 11/15, 2005,
without prior approval.

A. Correct.

0. And then a third one, diverting from a travel
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permit by stopping at a library in Portland on or about

11/23, 2005, without prior approval; that correct?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you also stipulated that -- I'm sorry.

On March 27%, 2006, you were brought to court

for possession of pornography on March 14t of 2006; is

that correct?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And in violation of sex offender treatment

guidelines by possessing the pornography.
A. ‘Yes, sir.
Q. Also for providing false information to the

Department of Corrections; is that correct?

A, (No audible response.)
Q. Um --
A. I -- I believe so.

Q. Okay.  And then on March 27, 2006, the judge

indicated to you, quote:
"You have one more shot. No more violations
or you will go to prison."
A, T don't recall that statement, sir.
Q. Okay. On February 28", 2007, you were brought in
front of thé court for leaving Clark'County without

obtaining permission from the community corrections

officer; is that correct?
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Yes, sir.
And that was for November of 2006 -- November of
which would be just a few months after the Court
you no more violations; is that correct?
What -- what --
I can rephrase that.
No, no, that's fine. I don't remember the first
so -~
Oh, that would have been March 27, 2006.
And from Mazrch to November --
Yeah.
-- is that what you‘fe saying?
Uh-huh. .
Then, yes, sir, that would be a few months.
Okay. (Pause; reviewing file.)
MR. JACKSON: I don't have any other questions.
THE COURT: Anything further?

MR. BARRAR: Briefly, Your Honor.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Moorehead - ReD 191

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. BARRAR:
Q. Mr. Moorehead, how much does treatment cost with

the Sunset group?

A. It's $50 per‘group, SO 2- -- anywhere from 200 to
$250 a month.

Q. Okay. And, so, basic- -- so when you paid $600 in
February --

A. Uh-huh.

Q. ~-- given your budget, where did that come from?
A. My -- my unemployment had been terminated because
I had got it -- I -- I would -- was on a job for

approximately two weeks, and that position wasn't --
was going to be violating my SSOSA because their
manager had broughten (sic) a child to work and would
be on a regular basis, so I quit.

My unemployment was teqminated and I went

through a -- an appeal through unemploymeht. After
eight weeks I received a -- a rather large check and I
was able to -=- I was able to make that payment.

Q. Okay. So they made up some payments, so you got a
big check.
A. Yes, sir, they -- they -- eight -- eight weeks'

worth of payments, yes, sir.
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Q. Okay. So 1600 bucks, roughly?

A.‘ It wasn't -- it didn't come in one check, it came
in -- in several because at the time, my -- my
employment had ended and it had to renew, so it came in

two -- it came in two separate checks.

Q. Okay. And then you made another $400 payment
sometime in April or May; correct?

A. Yes, um --

Q. Okay, where did that come from?

A. That -- I got -- that came from my mother.
Q. Okay. Now, you -- you were supposed to make a
$200 payment in May -- on May 12%, when you only made

an $80 payment; isn't that correct?

A. That's correct.

Q. And so in essence, by only making an $80 payment,
they said, We'll take yéur 80 bucks, but you violated

our agreement; right?

A. That was -- that was never said, but in essence,
yes, sir, that's true.

Q. So when -- the fact that you had $120 remaining
meant that you had violated the agreement that you said
that you would try to honor.

A. Yes, sir.

MR. BARRAR: Nothing further.

THE COURT: Anything else?
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THE COURT: (To witness:) You may step down, sir.

MR. JACKSON: Thank you.

THE COQURT: Mr. Jackson?

MR. JACKSON: The State has no other witnesses.

THE COURT: (Inaudible.)
MR. JACKSON: Thank you. Your Honor --

MR. BARRAR: Your Honor, do you want --

MR. JACKSON: I'm sorry, maybe he has another

witness.

MR. BARRAR: Do you want this report? I mean, I

can give you my report if you want to read it. If
counsel has --

THE COURT: I have the --

MR. BARRAR: -- no objection.

THE COURT: —-- report in the --

MR. JACKSON: Yeah.

THE COURT: -- confidential file, which is
originated on the Sunset stationery --

MR. BARRAR: From --

THE COURT: -- dated -- find the date on it -~

5/19/10?
MR. BARRAR: Yes.
THE COURT: Is that it?

MR. BARRAR: That's -- that's the --




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

154

THE COURT: I do have that.

MR. BARRAR: -- one we're talking about. Okay.
Thank you. |

MR. JACKSON: Your Honor, initially this
gentleman was given a SSO0SA sentence and had 60
months suspended, and he served 180 days up front.
Then he went inté treatment.

And as the Court knows, SSOSA he doesn't
have a right to, it's -- and the Court gave him a
lot of conditions, and the Court has given him a
number of opportunities, and it's the State's
position that he at this point in time should have
his SSOSA revoked.

The treatment provider has every incentive
to keep him in treatment if the issue was about
money, and the issue is not about money. And I
believe the reason why Defense counsei has raised
that issue and basically only stuck on that issue
is because he has no other issue.

And it's not about money because, hey, he
owes 120. And whaf he had done is paid maybe some
$2000 in six months tﬁere.

If they'd kept him in treatment, they might
have made another 2- or $3,000 off him. But what

they were more concerned about was the fact that he
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' had not been able to lower his risk factor, and so

I believe the reason the Court would give someone a
SSOsA senténce 1s to protect the community. And
this gentleman was not able to reduce his risk
factors. He still is a high risk to reoffend.

He -- the State -- I don't know what the
State recommended at tﬁe time of sentencing, I
don't have that note here.

THE COURT: Actually, counsel, the State did
recommend SSOSA.

MR. JACKSON: The State may have. I don't have
it here.

THE COURT: It's in the PSI.

MR. JACKSON: Okay. And when the State
recommends SSOSA that's often because the victim
family wants that kind of treatment.

This was someone who he knew[ and often when
you have somebody you know, often they want to
seize treatment, or other times they feel really
burned by what had happened and they don't want
treatment.

So it comes down to a personal thing. But
what the Court was doing here was looking at
trying -- what I believe, anyway, was trying to

protect the community by giving him the treatment




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

196
option.

And over four yeafs, four and a half, five
years, however long it's been now, he's not been
able to change his behavior and he 'still has -- in
fact, he has a more R higher risk factor now
than he did a year ago.

If we keep him in treatment, he will
complete treaﬁment, potentially -- I -- actually, I
don't know 1f he'll complete treatment, since at
this point in time they're finding him not amenable
to treatment.

But. if for somehow he's able to get back in
treatment and complete treatment, he would still be
at a high-risk factor and we would then have him in
the community at -- it -- it doesn't make sense for
the Court at this point in time with this number of
violations and then to be presented with the
individuals wh5 are closest to him indicating that
he's not amenable to treatment, to just keep him in
treatment.

If he's not amenable to treatment and he's
not able to lower his risk factors, he's not safe
to be out in the community.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. JACKSON: And the only other --
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THE COURT: Oh, I'm sorry.

MR. JACKSON: I'm sorry. The only other thing I
would indicate is that originally this whole action
was all about a girl who -- named Alicia, who was
about eight years old at the time that she was
violated, and this entire hearing has seemed to be
all about this man (indicating).

And I think that this man now deserves to
have ‘his SSOSA revoked.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. JACKSON: Thank you.

THE COURT: Mr. Barrar.

MR. BARRAR: Well, they had a chance to argue
about Alicia back when they recommended SSOSA, Your
Honor. I mean, they're saying this is about
Alicia. Well, I mean, basically they want to
violate him now because he couldn't pay for his
treatment and he was terminated. AThat's what I've
heard.

I've heard nothing about his probation
officer saying that he's out of compliance. He's
done nothing but -- he was -- he was classified as
Level I, always has been a Level I. That's the
lowest risk to reoffend.

He reported when he was supposed to report.
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He took his polygraphs when he was supposed to take
his poiygraphs.

It sounds like he was a model probationer.
He's been in treatment for four and a half years.
Throughout that four and a half years there really
was no issue with treatment but for that one
violation, and that was more -- well, Mr. Jaékson
can deal with that, but it just seems a little
arbitrary that we can say that he has not made
progress towards lowering his risk factors when you
don't even know what his risk factors were or you
couldn't quantify his level of risk five years ago.

I mean, I -- I -- I asked the witness, you
know, What is he now on -- on the Stable scale?
And I think I got it right this time. He's a 12.

What was he a year ago? 11.

‘Okay, what was he five years ago? We don't
know.

He could have been a 20? Could have been.
Could have been a 26. That's the highest.

So to say now that, well, vou know, we're
tired of him, we want to terminate him, really, I
mean, these are behaviors that they've been Working
on for four and a half years.

The only thing that's different now is he
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can't keep his bill current. And when I asked her
was that a factor, she said, sure that was a
factor.

I got a business to -- I got bills to pay.
We've all got bills to pay. We understand you
gofta have clients that pay their bills.

But to put somebody in prison because they
don't have the ability to pay their bill is a
little harsh.

He is not out there reoffending. He's not
out there committing new crimes.

One of the -- one of the things that he --
that he got stung for‘was not having a stable
relationship with an adult female. My goodness,
the guy's a middle-aged sex offender with no job.
I mean, the odds are he's never going to have
another stable relationship with a female. -I mean,

let's be real about it.

So the -- I mean, the guy is a poor
communicator. Granted, you saw that on the stand.

Stubborn, sure. But he's been making, you
know, for -- given his limited abilities and

skills, I would submit he's been doing a remarkable
job in staying in treatment this long.

I don't think he's trying to‘game the
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system, I don't think he's trying to get an
advantage. I think he truly fell on hard economic
times, and who has- -- I mean, there's people with
Ph.D.s that can't find work, for crying out loud,
let alone a sex offender with no real skills.

If he could make the miniﬁum wage he would
have done fine, he would have gone through his
treatment, would have come out the other side.

I submit to you thét because one of the
factors that they considered was the economics,
that's beyond his control, and because of that,

I -- I think -- I think it would be fundamentally

unfair to penalize him.

Now, I asked herx, Is it -- is it a totality
of circumstances? Yes. Is finances paft of it?
Absolutely.

Well, that's -- that's just not fair given

these economic times with his abilities.

So I -- we're asking the Court to sanction
him for credit for time served. I think he's Dbeen
in sixty days or whatever this time. And give him

one more chance to get out there and find a
treatment provider, keep his bill current, and --
And, I mean, 1if he had been -- if he had

reoffended, he had committed a crime, if he had
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been doing something that they could point at and
identify and articulate, I couldn't méke this
argument.

But‘to get up there and say, I don't know
what his score was five years ago, but he hasn't
made any progress, I -- I mean, that -- that just
seems too mooshy to send somebody to prison for six
and a half years when the true issue that you =--
the only real issue you can gquantify is the
finances.

That was a part of it. I bélieve -- I know
from a business aspect it's important, but from a
legal aspect and from a due process it should not
enter into the equation.

So we're going to ask the Court to give him
one more chance. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Mr.,Moofehead.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: My decision has nothing to do with
your ability to pay.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE CQURT: What it has to do with is a
recognition and an understanding of what the

purpose of the SSOSA program is.
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We have a set schedule that says 1f someone
commits such-and-such a érime with 80 many points,
they go away to priéon for x number of vyears,
months, days, whatever it is.

But now we find that, well, that doesn't do
aﬁything more than perect.the community for a
defined period of time. And that people who have
drug problems, who have sex problems and so on,
thét we need to do a better job of figuring out how
to keep them from reoffending.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Ergo, we have the drug treatment
programs, wWe have SSOSA, and the purpose of those
programs 1s to make sure that the person succeeds
in the community when they get out of treatment,
that it does -- they make progress in treatment so
that they won't reoffend.

Okay. What I have in front of me is a man,
I can tell you when I took your sentence, I know I
told you the same thing I tell everyone because I
repeat 1t every single time. Zero tolerance.
However you want to phrase it, that's what I mean.

You're back in front of the Court for
possessing pornographic materials. You get

penalized. I don't -- they wanted you —-- their
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SSOSA program to be rejected.

They wanted me to reject you when you --
when you were going to places you weren't supposed
to be wiphout permission. Okay, fine.

You're back in front of me again with my
zero—tolerance program that I've already not
followed, and the bottom liné is that the treatment
provider is telling me that you're not making any
progress, that when they use all the professional
testing you're actually more of a risk than you
were before you started treatment.

I'm hearing about you cursing out other

people in treatment programs, how the -- I don't
know what -- I forget the phraseology -- arousal
treatment, whatever the heck that is. I have no

idea, and I actually don't want tQ know.

Is that you didn't make any progress in
that.

You're not doing your end of the deal so
that you are the same risk level as when I started
with you.

I have no choice but to revoke SSOSA in this
case, and that's what I'm gonna do, gentlemen.

Mr. Jackson, do you wish to pfoceed to

sentencing or do you want to --
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MR. JACKSON: Yes, Your Honor --

THE COURT: -- come back --
MR. JACKSON: -- I actually do have the
paperwork. And he was originally given 68 months.

And those were suspended.
He is to receive credit for all the time
that he sefved.

THE COURT: Of course.

MR. JACKSON: Of course. And that includes -- I
think that he may have even received some time on
a —--

THE COURT: His range would be at --

MR. JACKSON: -- on a probation violation that
you didn't even -~ |

THE COURT: The standard range at the time he --

MR. JACKSON: -- hear about.
THE COURT: -- entered his plea was 51 to 68.
MR. JACKSON: Right. So you -- you gave him the

68-month sentence, he already has a 68-month
sentence.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. JACKSON: Our calculations are that he has
served 310 days. (Té defendant:) Does that
sound --

THE DEFENDANT: I —-—- I --
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MR. JACKSON: You don't know.

THE DEFENDANT: I'm sorry, I don't.

MR. JACKSON: Okay. And this is some of the
paperwork- that shows the 310 days (handing document
to Defense counsel}). So that's, you know, close to
a year of time.

He served the original 880, he received no
good time on the original 880.

THE DEFENDANT: 1- -- 180Q.

MR. JACKSON: Yeah, the 180.

THE DEFENDANT: You said 8.

MR. JACKSON: Oh. I -- I'm trying to say 180.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

MR. JACKSON: Okay. Originally -- so this is --
this judgment and sentence notes also that at the
time that he entered his guilty plea to Count One,
we dismissed Céunts Two, Three and Four. And so it
would also indicate thap those counts were
dismissed.

He falls under 9.94A.507, so this is a 68-
month minimum sentence, maximum sentence of life.
Credit is 310. If Mr. Barrar finds more time, we
can amend this, but that's what we found, 310 days.

THE COURT: Mr. Barrar, do you have any differing

information than what counsel (inaudible)?
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MR. BARRAR: I have nd information in right now.
My communication is probably limited with my
client, so I'll look into it, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay, fine. And, of course, you can
bring it back to me any time, sir.

MR. BARRAR: Thank you.

MR. JACKSON: And once he's released after
serving time, his period of community custody would
be up to the statutory maximum, which is life, so
he will be on supervision for life.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. JACKSON: And I don't know that there was

ever any restitution set in this, I don't believe

the;e was.

And so we're certainly beyond the period of
time where we could set restitution, so I'm just
going to put in zero.

The other amounts in here are the same as
before. He may have paid these amounts by now, I
don't know.

THE DEFENDANT: All my -- all my'legal financial
obligations?

MR. JACKSON: Uh-huh.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir, I paid that within the

first month of my release.
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MR. JACKSON: Okay. So this is not adding
anything additional/ it's just noting the same as
before, and it appears that they'vé already been
paid.

It indicates no cqntact, same as before,
with AML, born 6/13/93. BAnd that's a lifetime
obligation.

And I think that's basically it.

And, Your Honor, I'll hand up a memorandum
of disposition to the Court.

THE COURT: Okay. Everything seem in order, Mr.

Barrazr?

“MR. BARRAR: No, but he's going to want to read
it, so I'd rather that Your Honor look at it and
then we could -- we could take this back.

THE COURT: If there's any problem, just let me
know, sir.

MR. BARRAR: Thank vyou.

THE COURT: And by the way, Mr. Barrar, your-
score 1s 14.

MR. BARRAR: What was it yesterday?

THE COURT: Actually, I didn't score you
yesterday. But when you said "last guestion, Your
Honor," you came up with 14 more. High score is

still owned by the prosecutor's office at 34.
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MR. JACKSON: I hope it wasn't me.

THE COURT: Oh, I know who it was.

MR. JACKSON: Oh. I have a guess, I'guess,
myself.

THE COURT: It wasn't you.

MR. JACKSON: Okay. Was there a warrant of
commitment on there?

THE COURT: Yes. I signed it, I believe. Would
you double-check if I signéd that warrant of
commitment? I thought I did, but I'm not sure.

MR. BARRAR: I got 14 points for something?

THE COURT: You had 14 additional --

MR. JACKSON: Today.

THE COURT: -- questions after you said, Just one
more.
MR. BARRAR: Oh, oh, oh. I -1 --06h, I --1

thought we were guantifying my.——

THE COURT: No. |

MR. BARRAR: -- risk assessment.

THE COURT: No, no. When I hear, "One more
quesﬁion, Your Honor," I start keeping score
because the -- |

Mﬁ. BARRAR: Oh. Oh.

THE COURT: -- current holder of the score is in

the prosecutor's office at 34.
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MR. BARRAR: That was Alan.Harvey.

THE COURT: No comment.

MR. BARRAR: That's easy. I thought we were
talking about risk assessment.

THE COURT: Did I sign it?

MR. JACKSON: You know, I hadn't filled it in
completely, that's what I was looking at. (Pause;
reviewing document.) Yes, you -—-

THE COQURT: OQOkay.

MR. JACKSON: -- did sign it.

THE COURT: Good, I thought I did.

.MR. JACKSON: Yeah, yéu did.

THE COURT: Okay. And we still have the memo to
do?

MR. JACKSON: Yes, and it's right here
{indicating) .

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. JACKSON: And --

THE CLERK: So you said you were dismissing
Counts Two, Thrée and Four?

MR. JACKSON: Two, Three and Four, yes. TheyN
were already dismissed --

THE CLERK: Right.

MR. JACKSON: -~ back originally, but, yes.

All right, thank you, Your Honor.
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Ms.

Okay, thank you.

Chimenti, Kelly?

CHIMENTI: Yes?

210

COURT: May I borrow a moment of your time to

ask you a couple of questions about what it is you

do?
MS. CHIMENTI: Sure.
THE COURT: Okay.
chambers if you -- all right.

You can come on back to

(Proceedings recessed this 23* day of July, 2010.)
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1 DECLARATION OF VANCE BARTLEY
I, VANCE BARTLEY, hereby declare and state as follows:

[\

31 1. My name is Vance Bartley,
41 2 I'am a paralegal for Gordon & Saunders, PLLC.
50 3. Our office currently represents Larry Moorehéad.
6] 4. On July 7, 2011, I had a telephone conversation with Kelly Chimenti, one of Larry
7 Moorehead’s treatment providers at Sunset Psych & Counseling Services.
8l 5. During this telephone conversation, I asked Ms. Chimenti whether Sunset Psych &
9 Counseling Services had sent us all of the records they had pertaining to Mr.
10 Moorehead, and Ms. Chimenti indicated that Sunset had sent us all the records they had
11 pertaining to Mr. Moorehead and that they had no additional records.
12 DATED this 21% day of July, 2011.
13
GORDON SAUNDERS PLLC
14
15
. VANCE BARTLEY
16 Paralegal
1111 Third Avenue, Suite 2220
17 Seattle, WA 98101
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19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

ARATI ordon & saunders
}]\%i%léE BAR%EE% -1 » 1111 Tird Avenue, Suite 2220

Seattle, Washington 98101
Tel 206.332.1280 / 206.340.6034
Fax 206.682.3746







DAVID T. MORGAN, PhD

2700 NE Andresen Road, Suite #D4
Vancouver, WA 98661
(360) 828-0119
dtmphd@comcast.net

WORK EXPERIENCE

2001-present PRIVATE PSYCHOLOGY PRACTICE, Vancouver, WA

1999-2002

1998-99

- Licensed Psychologist

Certified Sex Offender Treatment Provider

Provide psychological services, including counseling and assessment, to
adolescents and adults.

* Provide contracted psychological services to Region Six of the Juvenile
Rehabilitation Administration, Department of Child and Family Services,
Columbia River Community Services Office, and the Division of
Developmental Disabilities

* Provide sex offender treatment services to clients of Region Six of the
Juvenile Rehabilitation Administration, the Division of Developmental
Disabilities, Clark County Juvenile Court, the Division of Vocational
Rehabilitation, Clark County Corrections, and the Department of Corrections

* Provide forensic evaluation services to the Department of Child and Family
Services and the Clark County Superior Court

WOODLAND PARK HOSPITAL, Portland OR

Clinical Lead Therapist

Supervised and managed a 23 -bed acute and inpatient psychiatric unit in addltlon '
to supervising the mental health therapists assigned to that unit.

* Provided individual and group therapy and case management services to an
acute inpatient population
* Provided supervision to on-line therapy staff

PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICE CENTER, Portland, OR

Psychology Intern

Provided individual and marital psychotherapy and psychological evaluations to a
wide variety of clients, plus supervised training of beginning counselors.




1996-98

1994-96

1995-98

1993-94

1995

1999

2001

*  Worked 20 hours a week at the Oregon State Correctional Institution,
completing psychological assessments with inmates

* Saw clients using a cognitive-behavioral model of psychotherapy, us1ng an
integrative approach to meet client needs most effectively

C.Y.ROBY,PH.D,,P.C. & ASSOCIATES, Salt Lake City, UT
Psychometrist

Conducted and wrote psychological evaluations on adult and adolescent
adjudicated sex offenders for Adult Probation and Parole, Juvenile Probation, the
Board of Pardons, and other agencies.

* Obtained extensive experience in the interpretation of objective personality
measures, most notably the MMPI-2

* Completed over 750 evaluations with adult and adolescent sex offenders,
which provided great insight into the dynamics involved in sexual offending

INTERMOUNTAIN SPECIALIZED ABUSE TREATMENT CENTER,
Provo, UT

Staff Therapist . '

Provided individual and group therapy with adolescent and adult sex offenders
and others with sexual problems; also taught psychoeducational classes.

*  Worked with sex offenders on a weekly basis, using a cognitive-behavioral
model with individuals and groups

* Regularly taught psychoeducational group classes on various topics, such as
victim empathy, social skills, and anger management

PH.D. PRACTICUM, BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY, Provo, UT
Practicum Student
Provided individual therapy in a time-limited model under intensive supervision.

M.S. PRACTICUM, BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY, Provo, UT
Practicum Student

" Provided individual therapy in a time-limited model under intensive supervision.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING

Master of Science, Counseling and Guidance, Brigham Young University
Doctor of Philosophy, Counseling Psychology, Brigham Young University

Completion of Sexual Offender Treatment Specialist Certification Program, Ohio
University




LICENSES AND CERTIFICATIONS

2002 Licensed Psychologist, State of Washington, License Number PY2565
2003 Certified Sex Offender Treatment Provider, State of Washington, Certification
Number FC172
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David T. Morgan, PhD Inc
Psychological Services
2700 NE Andresen Road, Suite #D4
Vancouver, WA 98661
(360) 828-0119

July 21, 2011

Kimberly Gordon

Gordon and Saunders

1111 Third Avenue, Suite 2220
Seattle WA 98101

Dear Ms. Gordon:

Pursuant to your request, I have reviewed the material you sent regarding Larry A.
Moorehead. I am prepared to offer an opinion regarding Mr. Moorehead’s risk of sexual
reoffense and ongoing amenability to sex offender treatment.

As you are aware, Mr. Moorehead was terminated from Sunset Psychological &
Counseling Services in 2010. He was originally terminated from services on 4/1/10, and
then appears to have been given a last chance, but was ultimately terminated from
services on 5/19/10. Some of the reasons cited for the termination were “continual
negative attitudes in treatment, out of compliance with payment policies, and failure to
comply with a treatment agreement dated 2/24/10.” Following a review of Mr.
Moorehead’s treatment progress reports, it appears that he was largely compliant for the
majority of his treatment, only falling out of compliance towards the very end of his time
with this agency. Please allow me to detail such progress records.

Beginning with a quarterly progress report dated 4/27/06, it was reported that Mr.
Moorehead had good quality of assignments, but was found to be withholding
information from his treatment provider as he was discovered in possession of
pornographic material. He received a DOC violation for this behavior and was readmitted
to the treatment program.

In the 7/21/06 quarterly progress report, it was indicated that Mr. Moorehead had
adequate treatment progress, was more self-disclosing and engaged in treatment, and had
stable housing. He was still experiencing some difficulty integrating into the group,
however.

In the 10/15/06 quarterly progress report, it was reported that Mr. Moorehead had
improved participation, his treatment progress was “markedly improved,” and that he had
stable housing and steady employment. ’ :




The next quarterly progress report was dated 1/5/07, which related good overall
participation, improved group participation, and reported that Mr. Moorehead was
demonstrating a knowledge of high risk behaviors and was showing increased empathy.

The 6/7/07 quarterly progress report indicated adequate and improved group
participation, adequate treatment progress, and gainful employment with a stable living
situation. It was also reported that Mr. Moorehead was showing a healthy interest in other
group members. This appears to be positive progress, as an ongoing concern cited was
that Mr. Moorehead was not as socially engaged as his providers would have preferred.

In the 9/27/07 quarterly progress report, it was indicated that Mr. Moorehead had
increased his group participation, was appropriately interactive, and had good quality of
treatment assignments. He also submitted to a penile plethysmograph in June of 2007,
and did not show significant arousal to any of the stimuli. '

The next quarterly progress report was dated 1/24/08, which related a slowing in group
participation, likely related to some temporary depression associated with the holidays.
He still had gainful employment and a stable living situation. It was further reported that
Mr. Moorehead took responsibility for his illegal sexual behavior and showed empathy
for the victim.

The 4/29/08 quarterly progress report indicated a mild increase in group participation,
with ongoing interactivity with group members. Mr. Moorehead still reported a stable
living situation and steady employment. It was reported that he continued to take
responsibility and show victim empathy.

In the 10/20/08 quarterly progress report, it was cited that Mr. Moorehead had increased
his group participation, still had good group interaction, and increased treatment progress.
He still showed victim empathy, and continued to be employed and have a stable living
situation.

The next quarterly progress report was dated 5/14/09, and reported multiple gains.
Increased group participation was cited, including good contributions to group
discussions. His treatment assignments were described as “consistently above average.”
At this time, he appears to have lost his job, but was looking regularly for work. His
treatment providers were encouraged that he was developing more social relationships
with others.

The 9/3/09 quarterly progress report showed a mixed picture. His financial balance was
excessive, and his group participation was rarely spontaneous. There were concerns that
he was beginning to be resistant to inquiries from his treatment providers. However, Mr.
Moorehead’s therapy assignments were “consistently above average,” he continued to
demonstrate victim empathy, and he had “excellent attendance” and continued progress
through assignments. He was continuing to look for work, was taking responsibility and
showing empathy, and had stable housing. He demonstrated a mild increase in group
participation, with ongoing interactivity with group members. Mr. Moorehead still




reported a stable living situation and steady employment searching. It was reported that
he continued to take responsibility and show victim empathy.

In the 2/8/10 quarterly progress report (his last one before termination), it was cited that
Mr. Moorehead had been unemployed for over one year. His group participation had
decreased somewhat. However, Mr. Moorehead had completed almost all the required
treatment assignments, and his assignments were still “consistently above average” and
showed insight into his behavior and victim empathy. Providers were “encouraged that
[Mr. Moorehead] has been engaging with friends.” At the same time, they were
concerned that his academic understanding derived from treatment was not translating
into actual behaviors. Approximately seven weeks following this final report was when
the first treatment termination letter was sent, which has been referred to previously.

It is also noteworthy to review Mr. Moorehead’s polygraph examinations over the course
of his treatment. In December of 2005 he was found to be deceptive on a polygraph, and
later disclosed that he had diverted from two travel passes to engage in several innocuous
activities. However, he was not authorized to travel to those locations. In August of 2006
Mr. Moorehead completed a full disclosure polygraph examination where he was found
to be deceptive. Full disclosure polygraph examinations ask the participant to reveal any
and all sexual activities they have engaged in over the course of their lives. Given Mr.
Moorehead’s considerable sexual history, this would have been a daunting task to try to
recall all such behaviors. Although he did fail the August 2006 full disclosure polygraph,
he took another such polygraph in September 2006 and passed. In January 2007, October
2007, February 2008, and October 2008, Mr. Moorehead submitted to maintenance
polygraph examinations. In each case, he was found to be non-deceptive and did not
make any disclosures suggesting behavior in violation of treatment guidelines. In the
final polygraph examination made available for my review (dated August 2009), Mr.
Moorehead failed the test and could not offer any explanation for why he failed.

Based on the previous discussion of Mr. Moorehead’s history in treatment, it appears he
was in good compliance from approximately July 2006 until February 2010. Indeed,
multiple statements were made in progress reports that Mr. Moorehead’s treatment
assignments were “consistently above average” and that he was showing gains in areas
where his providers had asked him to make changes. Regular reference was made to the
opinion that Mr. Moorehead took appropriate responsibility for his 111ega1 sexual
behavior, and showed adequate empathy.

It would appear that Mr. Moorehead lost his employment sometime between October
2008 and May 2009, and was unable to secure another job. His financial balance with
Sunset Psychological became excessive at times. Surely this created much stress on Mr.
Moorehead, with the imperative to attend treatment yet not having the finances to pay for
the service. It is highly likely that appropriate pressure was applied from the provider to
Mr. Moorehead to be responsible in his financial obligations. It also appears that between
September 2009 and February 2010, Mr. Moorehead’s treatment progress began to slow,
and the provider’s opinion of his progress began to decrease. (Note that the September
2009 treatment progress report was largely favorable in regards to Mr. Moorehead’s
overall progress, while the February 2010 treatment progress report was more negative).




In her termination report dated 5/19/10, Ms. Chimenti indicated, “over the course of his
time in treatment, [Mr. Moorehead] has not mitigated any risk factors for re-offense.”
(italics added) Allow me to address some of the issues as indicated by the italicized word.

There is some doubt to the validity of Ms. Chimenti’s statement that Mr. Moorehead had
not mitigated any risk factors for re-offense. According to the Stable-2007 tally sheet,
which appears to have been used as the basis to make this determination, there are
multiple contradicting issues. Ms. Chimenti notes under “capacity for relationship
stability” that there was “nothing present in last four years.” Yet in the 2/8/10 treatment
progress report is was indicated that the providers were “encouraged that [Mr.
Moorehead] has been engaging with friends.” His group participation and interaction
increased over time, although seemed to fall off at the end. In the Stable-2007 it was also
indicated under “lack of concern for others” that Mr. Moorehead “repeatedly states he
doesn’t care about group members, doesn’t show empathy.” Yet in the 6/7/07, 1/24/08,
4/29/08, 10/20/08, 5/14/09, 9/3/09 and 2/8/10 treatment progress reports, repeated
references are made to the fact that Mr. Moorehead does display empathy. The Stable-
2007 also indicated under “cooperation with supervision” that there were “repeated issues
with probation violation; none recent.” It should be noted that Timothy Larsen, CCO
gave testimony that the only two violations received by Mr. Moorehead were in 2005,
and he had none others since that time. The Stable-2007 is designed to assess current
progress, so the fact that these violations were years old (and that Mr. Moorehead had
shown good compliance since that time; an improvement in behavior) should have been
taken into account.

I raise these issues to highlight several concerns. I do believe that Ms. Chimenti was
speaking in the aggregate when she suggested that Mr. Moorehead had not mitigated any
risk factors for re-offense. Meaning, from the beginning of treatment to the end thereof,
she did not believe that he had made any overall positive gains (perhaps most likely due.
to his steep decompensation towards the end). However, it is clear from the treatment
reports that gains had been made at times, and risk factors mitigated. So, to make the
conclusion that Mr. Moorehead is unable to mitigate risk factors and is therefore not
amenable to treatment is inappropriate, as it seems clear that he was able to make some
changes over time. Although he appeared to vacillate back and forth at times, this is
typical of the change process. Individuals do not generally begin at one point and then
make a steady ascent to greater behaviors; there are almost always setbacks. This could
be understood as a “two steps forward, one step back” approach, which ultimately results
in positive gains. Mr. Moorehead’s treatment appears to have been terminated during one
of his “one step backward” phases, as it is clear that prior progress had been made. In
fact, Ms. Chimenti testified to this during the SSOSA termination hearing, as she stated
the following: “And I would see windows of [progress] and then it would go back. And
s0 it just became clear to me after a certain amount of time that it just wasn't - it just
wasn't working, and that I wasn't doing him any good or anyone else in the group any
good by keeping him in treatment any longer.”

Regarding the identification of risk factors and the methods to assess them (referring to
the Stable-2007, which appeared to be instrumental in Ms. Chimenti’s assessment of Mr.




Moorehead’s risk), a word of discussion regarding the assessment of risk with sex
offenders is also needed. Generally speaking, there are two types of risk assessment tools
that are used to predict recidivism in sex offenders. These types are static and dynamic.
Static assessments use unchangeable, historical factors to predict risk. They compare the
histories of known offenders who have had subsequent relapses, to the histories of current
offenders. Inasmuch as an offender’s history is similar to the histories.of documented
high-risk offenders, that offender would be considered high risk as well. The advantage

to static assessments is that there is no subjectivity involved in the assessment process.
One simply gathers historical data, plugs it into the rubric, and sees how similar the data
is to the documented high-risk offender data. '

However, static assessments are not without their flaws (they are often too rigid and do
not take into account other important data), so dynamic assessments were created.
Dynamic assessments (the Stable-2007 is an example of a dynamic risk assessment tool)
evaluate current behaviors and attitudes in the offender that may be predictive of future
relapse potential. The advantage to such assessments is that change can be documented
over time, and risk levels (which do fluctuate in reality) can be modified to reflect such
change. The disadvantage to such assessments is that there can be considerable
subjectivity in the assessment process. One rater could report that the subject showed
hostility towards women (as an example of one of the categories on the Stable-2007),
while another could conclude the opposite. Thus, dynamic risk assessment tools are
limited in their effectiveness by the level of objectivity of the rater. The greater the
objectivity of the rater and the greater the accuracy of information, the more accurate the
rating will often be. -

As such, static and dynamic risk assessments are often used together to create an overall
picture of risk. In Mr. Moorehead’s original SSOSA evaluation conducted by Kevin
McGovern, PhD, the following conclusion was noted regarding risk of reoffense: “As
part of this assessment, two actuarial tools, the SVR- 20 and the Static 99 were also
utilized to assess his probability of reoffense. His scores imply that he is a low risk
candidate to again engage in deviant sexual behavior with a minor. Most clinicians agree

that there is an extremely low risk of recidivism for individuals like Mr. Moorehead who

successfully complete a SSOSA outpatient treatment program while complying with
Court mandated sanctions.” (The Static 99 is a static risk assessment tool, while the SVR-
20 uses a combination of static and dynamic factors to arrive at an assessment of risk).
So, it would appear that based on static factors (that is, factors that are historical and
cannot change, such as gender of the victim, age of the perpetrator at the time, prior
criminal history at the time of the offense, etc.), Mr. Moorehead’s risk for reoffense was
considered low, even extremely low when combined with treatment. It seems this
information should have been taken into consideration when Ms. Chimenti completed the
Stable-2007, and the results of both risk assessments combined to form a more robust
opinion. :

In his closing argument during the SSOSA termination hearing, Mr. Scott Jackson,
deputy prosecuting attorney for the state of Washington, made the following statements:

If they'd kept [Mr. Moorehead] in treatment, they might have made another 2- or




$3,000 off him. But what they were more concerned about was the fact that he had
not been able to lower his risk factor, and so I believe the reason the Court would
give someone a SSOSA sentence is to protect the community. And this gentleman
was not able to reduce his risk factors. He still is a high risk to reoffend.

So it comes down to a personal thing. But what the Court was doing here was
looking at trying -- what I believe, anyway, was trying to protect the community by
giving him the treatment option. And over four years, four and a half, five years,
however long it's been now, he's not been able to change his behavior and he still
has -- in fact, he has a more -- a higher risk factor now than he did a year ago.

If he's not amenable to treatment and he's not able to lower his risk factors, he's not
safe to be out in the community.

I disagree with Mr. Jackson’s conclusions that 1) Mr. Moorehead was unable to lower
risk factors, and 2) that he was a high risk to reoffend. As previously mentioned, the
Stable-2007 provides a snapshot in time of relapse potential. Mr. Moorehead was
terminated from treatment in May of 2010, as he was judged as high risk at that time
(during the middle of an extended unemployment and likely much stress). Suppose that
he was not terminated at that time, and in June of 2010 he found stable employment with
medical insurance. And then through that employment he found a steady girlfriend and
multiple social outlets. And then he started psychoactive medication that helped alleviate
his mental health symptoms. With all this came an improved attitude and eagerness to
successfully complete sex offender treatment. Now, I understand that the confluence of
all these situations would be remote, all things considered. But the point is that a Stable-
2007 completed under these hypothetical conditions would have yielded a much lower
score than one administered at the height of stress and instability. The Stable-2007 in and
of itself is not generally sufficient to make a definitive assessment of risk, particularly in
light of the fact that a previous evaluation had judged Mr. Moorehead to be a low risk. At
the very least, Ms. Chimenti should taken the previous assessment into consideration, and
then explained how she believed a previously low risk individual who had a large degree
of overall compliance throughout treatment was suddenly so risky that he could not be
safely treated in the community.

Finally, in her termination report dated 4/1/10, Kelley Chimenti stated “Mr. Moorehead is
being terminated from our sex offender specific treatment as it has become apparent that
he cannot or will not appropriately engage and is currently unable to gain any benefit
from our program.” (italics added). I believe that Mr. Moorehead may have achieved
maximum benefit from Ms. Chimenti’s program, but that maximum overall benefit had
not yet been reached. It appears that Mr. Moorehead began to have a somewhat
pessimistic attitude towards that specific program and group configuration, resulting in
angry outbursts at times. However, given his overall history of compliance and apparent
high degree of understanding of treatment concepts (as evidenced multiple times in
treatment reports), it is an overstatement to say that Mr. Moorehead is not amenable to
sex offender treatment. It is more accurate to state that towards the end of 2009 and the
beginning of 2010, he was not compatible with the treatment offered at Sunset
Psychological. Overall I would conclude, based on the multiple evidences presented, that




Mr. Moorehead is generally amenable to sex offender treatment, and with an improved
attitude and stronger commitment, he would likely be quite successful. To wit, Ms.
Chimenti offered the same opinion in her-termination letter dated 4/1/10: “Should [Mr.
Moorehead] decide to become motivated to make meaningful and significant changes in
his life, it is recommended that he attend a treatment program to once again be given the
opportunity to make these modifications.” This statement suggests that even Ms.
Chimenti believed that Mr. Moorehead’s apparent “non-amenability” to treatment was
simply a temporary issue, subject only to a change in attitude and motivation.

Based on the aforementioned information, I offer the following two conclusions:

1. The conclusion that Mr. Moorehead was high risk and therefore too dangerous for
outpatient treatment was flawed. Insufficient information was considered to make
that determination. In addition, the assessment tool used to make such a
determination highlighted only a single point in time (a particularly stressful time
for him, at that), and was not reflective of other information that would likely
have resulted in a lower assessment of risk.

2. The conclusion that Mr. Moorehead is generally non-amenable to treatment is
flawed as well. A review of treatment reports throughout the vast majority of
counseling suggested appropriate, even above average performance. Even six
months prior to termination he appeared to be making acceptable progress. To
conclude that Mr. Moorehead is not amenable to any sort of sex offender
treatment is not substantiated by the data.

Finally, you inquired as to whether I would be willing to accept Mr. Moorehead into my
sex offender treatment program. Based on the data review, I believe that he would be an
acceptable candidate. Furthermore, I agree with Ms. Chimenti that with an improved
attitude and motivation, Mr. Moorehead should be permitted to resume such treatment.

Thank you for the opportunity to consult on this case. Please contact me if you have
further questions.

Sincerely,

David T. Morgan, PhD
Licensed Psychologist
Certified Sex Offender Treatment Provider




APPENDIX I




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

IN THE WASHINGTON COURT OF APPEALS

DIVISION I
IN RE: THE RESTRAINT OF LARRY
MOOREHEAD Clark County Superior Court No. 04-
: 1-02493-5
LARRY MOOREHEAD,
COA No.
PETITIONER,
DECLARATION OF AMY MUTH
V.
STATE OF WASHINGTON,
RESPONDENT.

DECLARATION OF AMY MUTH
I, Amy Muth, declare as follows:

1. Tam an attorney in good standing admitted to practice in the State of Washington.

I am making this declaration based on my experience and my review of materials regarding the

matter of State of Washington v. Larry Moorehead;
2. I am currently a solo practitioner in Seattle, Washington;
3. After graduating from the Ohio State University College of Law in 2001, I worked

for five years for the public defense law firm of Ness & Associates in Port Orc;hard,

- Washington. From January 2007 to July 2008, I was a staff attorney in the Felony Unit

of The Defender Association, a non-profit organization in Seattle, Washington that

contracts with the King County Office of Public Defense to provide indigent
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representation. I worked in both the Seattle and Kent Divisions. From July 2008 to July 2010, I
practiced with Rhodes & Meryhew, LLP, a Seattle law firm that focuses on the defense

of sexual assault cases. I left Rhodes & Meryhew in July 2010 to start my own practice, the Law

Office of Amy Muth, PLLC,;

4. Thave been a member of the Washington State Bar Association since 2001. I am also
admitted to the bars of the United States District Court for the Western District of Washinéton
and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals;

5. From 2001 to the present, my practice has focused exclusively on criminal defense. I
have represented numerous clients faced with serious felony charges and several clients with
pending civil commitments as sexually violent predators. I have handled and assisted with many
tﬁals and appeals in state and federal courts. While at The Defender Association, I was routinely
assigﬁed the most serious felonies, and in particular, sexual assault cases. My current case load is
comprised primarily of sexual assault cases;

6. Ihave been asked to present CLEs at numerous conferences and agencies on the defense
of sexual assault cases, including the Washington Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers
(WACDL), Washington Defender Association (WDA) , the Seattle public defense non-profit
organizations of The Defender Association, Northwest Defenders Association, and Associated
Counsel for the Accused; Washington State Office of Public Defense, and the Innocence Project
Northwest (IPNW). I have lectured on motions practice in sexual assault cases, RCW 10.58.090
and ER 404(b), how to prepare child sexual assault cases, new sex crime legislation, and-child
interviewing in sexual assault cases. I was asked to assist in planning for the WDA conference
"Their Sole Advocate: Sex Crimes and SVP Cases" in May 2008 and presented at a WACDL sex
ctimes CLE on RCW 10.58.090 in March 2010;

7. Ihave also presented seminars on SSOSA. Ipresented a CLE on SSOSA in conjunction
with Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Rich Anderson, Chair, Special Assault Unit, King
County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office, Kent Division, and Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
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Zach Wagnild, Vice-Chair, Special Assault Unit, King County PAO, Seattle Division, to
multiple public defense agencies in King County;

8. Thave written three articles on defending sexual assault cases and sex offense legislation
for Defense magazine, a joint publication of WACDL and WDA: "Hue and Cry: Strategies for
Challenging this Exception to the Hearsay Rule" (2008); "Sex Offense Legislation: Still the
Crime du Jour, but Some Efforts to Calm the Rhetoric" (written with Brad Meryhew) (2008);
and "Sexual Assault Advocate Privilege: A Report from the Trenches" (2005);

9. In 2007, I was asked to, and did, prepare a declaration on behalf of WACDL, at the
request of the Thurston County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, to support a motion that TCPAO
had filed in opposition to a public disclosure request for a SSOSA psychosexual evaluatioﬁ, in
the case of Koenig v. Thurston County, Thurston County Superior Court Cause No. 04-2-01804-
5. That case was appealed to Division II of the Court of Appeals, and has been accepted for
review by the Washington Supreme Court. Tam ﬁow counsel of record of the WDA/WACDL
amicus brief in support of the Thurston County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office. This case will be
argued to the Washington Supreme Court on October 6,2011;

10. I am the author of the WACDL amicus brief in State v. Michael Gresham, argued March
17,2011, in the Washington Supreme Court, which addressed the constitutionality of RCW
10.58.090, a statute that the legislature passed in 2007 that permits the 'state to introduce prior
acts of sexual misconduct to prove propensity;

11. I'have been a member of WACDL since 2001 and WDA since 2007. I have served on
WACDL's Board of Governors since 2006 and on the Board of Directors for the Washington
Appellate Project since September 2009;

12. I currently co-chair the Joint WACDL/WDA Legislative Committee, and have done so
since 2006. I am responsible for reviewing sex offense legislation. In the 2006 Legislative
Session, I reviewed over 80 bills on sex offense legislation and testified on WACDL and WDA's
behalf on over 20 bills. I have participated in the Governor's Task Force to examine the
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institutional response to the ’I“erapon Adhahn case and have attended meetings of the Sex
Offender Policy Board as an alternate for Brad Meryhew, WACDL's representative;

13. T have represented many defendants in trial court cases involving allegations of sexual
misconduct. See, e.g., State v. Justin Evalt, Kitsap County Cause No. # 03-1-01107 -8 (multiple
counts of first degree child molestation and first degree child rape involviﬁg multiplé victims); |
State v. Erin Griffith, Kitsap County Superior Court Cause No. 04-1-01018-5 (first degree child
molestation); State v. Zachary Meridieth, Thurston County Superior Court Cause No. 05-1-
01683-7 (multiple counts of first degree child rape and first degree child molestation involving
multiple Victims) ; State v. Julio Escobedo-Flores, King County Superior Court Cause No. 06-1-
05718-6 SEA (multiple counts of first degree child rape), State v. Norris Pass, King County
Superior Court Cause No. 06-1-10562-8 (rape in the second degree); State v. Kara Moyers, King
County Superior Court Cause No. 06-1-06816-1 (first degree child molestation); State v.
Christopher Borg, King County Superior Court Cause No. 07-1-05503-3 SEA (multiple counts
of first degree child molestation); State v. Fidel Hernandez-Ramos, King County Superior Court
Cause No. 07-1-10784-0 (multiple counts of first degree child molestation); State v. Trent
Montgomery, King County Superior Court Cause No. 07-1- 09619-8 KNT (multiple counts of
first degree child molestation involving multiple victims); State v. Kidane Desta, King County
Superior Court Cause No. 07-1-02010-8 SEA (first degree child molestation); State v. Mark
Cornejo, King County Superior Court Cause No. 08-1-13073-5 KNT (first degree child
molestation); State v. Jason Romero, Kitsap County Cause No. 08-1-01319-5 (first degree child
molestation); State v. David Holmes, Kitsap Counfy Cause No. 08-1-00948-1 (multiple counts of
first and second degree child rape involving two victims); State v. Imaran Vahora, King County
Superior Court Cause No. 08-1-14351-8 KNT (multiple counts of first and second degree rape
involving multiple victims); State v. Javier Rodﬁguez-Ponce, King County Superior Court Cause
No. 08-1-00355-4 KNT (rape in the third degree); State v. Tomotaka Wilton, King County
Superior Court Cause No. 08-1-05551-1 SEA (two counts of third degree child rape and one
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1 | count of first degree incest); State v. Thomas Pearson, Pierce County Superior Court Cause No.
9 | 09-1-02437-7 (three counts of second degree child rape), State v. Bradley Sparks, Pierce County
3 | Superior Court Cause No. 09-1-02518-7 (attempted first degree child molestation); State v. Brian
4 Wandell, Snohomish County Superior Court Cause No. 09-1-01310-6 (third degree child rape);
5 State v. Joshua Little, Clark County Superior Court Cause No. 09-1-00087-5 (second degree
6 child molestation); State v. Guadalupe Salazar, King County Superior Court Cause No. 10-1-
- 08418-1 (first degree child rape); State v. Tyrone Gamble, Pierce County Superior Court Cause
/ No. 10-1-04757-5 (second degree incest); State v. Thomas Lott, King County Superior Court
c 3 '
] 0 Cause No. 10-1-09128-5 (second degree rape); State v. Reyes Gutierrez, King County Superior
; Court Cause No. 10-1-09913-8 (first degree child molestation);
| 10
. 14. T have previously been asked to provide an expert opinion on the steps a reasonably
| 11
3 competent attorney must take to effectively represent a client in a sex offense prosecution by the
|
| 12 Innocence Project Northwest (IPNW) in the case of State v. Sagadewan Naicker, 04-1-13052-9
| 13 KNT, and am scheduled to testify as an expert witness during a reference hearing ordered by
14 | Division I of the Court of Appeals on behalf of IPNW and Mr. Naicker on July 25, 2011;
15 15. I am familiar with the Special Sex Offender Sentencing Alternative (SSOSA). I have
‘ .
| 16 | counseled several clients through the process of obtaining a sexual deviancy evaluation, and have
| | |
i 17 | successfully obtained SSOSAs for several of my clients;
: 18 16. I have represented treated sex offenders facing civil commitment as sexually violent
‘ 19 | predators. In the course of that representation, I have worked with leading sex offender
* 20 | recidivism and treatment experts, including Dr. Richard Wollert, Dr. Ted Donaldson, and Dr.
‘ o1 | Jetfrey Abracen, to present testimony regarding the mechanics of treatment, the goals of sex
‘ 29 offender treatment, the treatment methods and practices, how treatment progress is assessed, how
3 risk of future sexual recidivism is measured, and concepts that are explored and discussed in
24 treatment;
k 25
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17.1, and attorneys in offices where I have worked who have sought my counsel, have
represented individuals who were facing revocation of their SSOSA based on treatment issues;

18. I am familiar with the Washington Supreme Court case of State v. A.N.J. Ipresented an
ethics CLE to the Washington Defender Association Annual Conference in 2010 that addressed
the issue of an attorney’s ethical obligations in conducting a constitutionally acceptable
investigation in defending against sexually-related charges;

19. There, the Washington Supreme Court held that an attorney had a duty to conduct a

meaningful investigation so that the defendant could meaningfully evaluate a plea offer,

"and““[d]epending on the nature of the charge and the issues presented, effective assistance of

counsel may require the assistance of expert witnesses to test and evaluate the evidence against a
defendant;” Id. at 112;

20. I have been ‘retained by Mr. Moorehead’s counsel, Kimberly Gordon, to render an
opinion on the steps a reasonably competent attorney must take to provide effective
representation of a client during a SSOSA revocation hearing;

21. Thave also been asked to render an opinion on whether Mr. Moorehead’s counsel
provided effective assistance of counsel to Mr. Moorehead during that hearing;

22. To render that opinion, I have reviewed the following materials:

a. Larry Moorehead Client File of Jeffrey Barrar;

b. Treatment Records, Sunset Psychological Counseling Services, dated 4/27/06
through 5/19/10; ’

c. Transcript of Mr. Moorehead’s SSOSA revocatibn hearing dated July 23, 2010;

d. Issue Summary prepared by Kimberly Gordon; |

e. Letter of Dan Morgan dated July 21, 2011;

23. So that I can carry out my ethical and constitutionally-charged obligations to provide
effective assistance of counsel, whenever I am presented with a client who is facing potential
revocation of his or her SSOSA based on treatment issues, it is my practice, and in my opinion,
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1 | the practice of a reasonably competent attorney to retain an expert. Typically, such an expert
2 | would be a different sex offender treatment provider, who would conduct a review of the client’s
3 | treatment file and, if possible, interview the client to determine the following issues at a
4 | minimum:
5 a. Whether the expert agrees with the current SOTP’s assessment of the client’s
6 progress in treatment;
; b. Whether the expert believes the client is amenable to treatment;
5 c. Whether the violation at issue merits revocation of the SSOSA, or could be
addressed through treatment;
’ d. The expert’s opinion of the client’s progress in treatment;
o e. Outstanding treatment issues the client needs to address;
= f. An assessment of the client’s risk of re-offense, namely, whether the client was a
12 low, moderate, or high risk to commit another sexually-related offense;
| 13 g. Whether the expert would be willing to take the client into treatment in place of
14 the current SOTP;
| 15 24. In addition, it is my practice, and, in my opinion, the practice of a reasonably competent
| 16 | attorney, to request a client’s treatment file from the current treatment provider when a client isA
17 | facing SSOSA revocation, and to then review the file;
‘ 18 25. It is my further opinion that requesting the treatment file and reviewing it is necessary to
j 19 | carry out the duty to investigate, which is part and parcel of the duty to provide effective
1 70 | representation of counsel;
: 71 26. Finally, it is my practice, and, in my opinion, the practice of a reasonably competent
2 attorney, to interview the client’s current treatment provider to determine why the provider is
23 terminating treatment. This interview is important for several reasons. First, I speak with the
24 treatment provider to determine what, if anything, the client can do to improve treatment
j » performance such that termination will not be necessary. Second, it is necessary for me to
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interview the treatment provider to explore the provider’s basis for termination and be able to
meaningfully prepare a cross-examination of the treatment provider during the SSOSA
revocation hearing;

27. In reviewing Mr. Moorehead’s file, based on my experience working with treated sex
offenders and working with leading sex offender risk assessment experts, I would have had
concerns about Ms. Chimenti’s conclusion that Mr. Moorehead “continues to engage in resistant
and negative behavior demonstrated by refusal to participate in group discussions, open hostility
towﬁrd group members and therapists, and a pattefn that reflects negligible responsibility or his
own progress both in and out of the treatment setting.” Confidential Termination Report, Kelly
Chimenti, 5/19/10. Had Mr. Moorehead’s attorney requested Mr. Moorehead’s treatment file, he

would have learned the following information that would have called this opinion into question:

a. Group participation: First, Ms. Chimenti’s conclusion that Mr. Moorehead did
not participate appropriately in group sessions and was hostile was not supported
by the treatment file. Progress reports dated 6/7/07, 9/27/07, 4/29/08, 10/20/08,
and 5/14/09 all reference positive participation by Mr. Moorehead in group, and |
consistently indicate improvement in participation. It appears that the hostility
began when Mr. Moorehead was informed that he was in danger of being

terminated from treatment, and this began only after February §, 2010;

b. Open hostility towards group members and therapists: Again, prior to February 8,
2010, it does not appear, from reviewing the records, that Mr. Moorehead was
hostile towards group members or therapists;

c. Negative treatment progress: Prior to February 8, 2010, it appears that Mr.

Moorehead was making excellent progress in treatment based on the following
information contained within the records:

i. “Consistently above average” treatment assignments completion: In

reviewing the progress reports from 4/26/06 through 2/24/10, Mr.
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1ii.

1v.

V.

Moorehead completed all of his treatment assignments and consistently
received remarks such as “consistently above average;”

Perfect Attendance: Mr. Moorehead attended all counseling sessions as

© required;

Passed Polygraphs: Mr. Moorehead failed one full disclosure polygraph

early on in treatment in August 2006. He addressed the noncompliance
issue in treatment, and subsequently passed a full disclosure polygraph in
September 2006, and almost every maintenance polygraph after that.
Those polygraphs were administered January 2007, October 2007,
February 2007, February 2008, and October 2008; the only polygraph he
failed after that was August 2009.

Internalization of treatment concepts: The progress reports showed that

Mr. Moorehead consistently applied the following treatment concepts:
1. Victim empathy (Quarterly Progress Reports dated 4/29/08, |
10/20/08, 9/30/09, and 2/8/10);
2. Taking responsibility for his offending behavior (Quarterly
Progress Reports dated 1/24/08, 4/29/08, 9/3/09);
3. Group participation (6/7/07, 9/27/07, 4/29/08, 10/20/08, 5/14/09);

Deviant arousal appropriately managed, as indicated by plethvsmo graph
testing: In June of 2007, Mr. Moorehead submitted to plethysmograph

testing and did not demonstrate arousal to any of the stimuli;

28. Further, in reviewing Mr. Moorehead’s treatment file, I would have had concerns about

Ms. Chimenti’s assessment that Mr. Moorehead was at high-risk to commit a new sex

offense. Ibase that on her scoring of the following factors of the Stable-2007:

a. Significant Social Influences: It appears that Mr. Moorehead has several positive

social incfluences in his life;
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b. Hostility Towards Women: I see no such evidence in the file;

¢. Using Sex as a Coping Tool: I see no indication in the treatment records that Mr.

Moorehead was using sex as a coping tool at the time Ms. Chimenti administered
the Stable-2007;

d. Deviant Sexual Preference: Mr. Moorehead showed no deviant arousal when

administered a plethymsograph;

e. Problematic Level of Cooperation with Supervision: Aside from an issue early.on

in treatment, Mr. Moorehead otherwise had excellent compliance with
supervision, as far as I can tell from the records;

29. Further, in reviewing Mr. Moorehead’s file, based on my experience working with
treated sex offenders and working with leading sex offender risk assessment experts, I would
have had concerns about Ms. Chimenti’s conclusion that Mr. Mooreheaci was ﬁot amenable to
treatment after 4 % years of sex offender treatment and minimal compliance issues, and I would
have retained an expert to review this conclusion. I base that on the facts supplied above in
paragraph 27,

30. I know of no other way to present evidence disputing Ms. Chimenti’s conclusions other
than to retain an expert to rebut them;

31. I have reviewed the letter of Dr. Dan Morgan, Ph.D., dated July 21, 2011, which disputes
Ms. Chimenti’s conclusions and indicates that Dr. Morgan is willing to accept Mr. Moorehead
into treatment;

32. Had counsel carried out his duty of effective assistance and conducted an adequate
investigation, he would have been able to locate an expert to rebut Ms. Chimenti’s conclusions
and admit Mr. Moorehead into treatmént;

33. Based on the foregoing, I believe that a reasonably competent attorney would have
requested Mr. Moorehead’s treatment file, reviewed it, and consulted with a different sex
offender treatment provider to evaluate whether Mr. Moorehead was high-risk to reoffend,
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amenable to treatment, and whether the provider would be willing to accept Mr. Moorehead into
treatment;
34. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct and signed this ___

day of July 2011; signed at Seattle, Washington.

AMY L 1\/11{17!—1, WSB 1862
Attomey at Caw
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Sherry W, Parker, Clerk, 'Cgk(?%i’f\

Superior Court of Washington

County of Clark
State of Washington, Plaintff, No. 04-1-02493-5
: Felony Judgment and Sentence --
VS ' , Prison
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD | [[] RCW 9.94A.507 Prison Confinement
Defendant. ’ (Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor)
(FJS)
SID: OR13599616 ' X Clerk’s Action Required, para 2,1, 4.1, 4.3a,
If no SID, use DOB: 10/14/1966 4.3b, 5.2,5.3,5.5.and 5.7
[J Defendant Used Motor Vehicle, /0 - 04807 -3
I. Hearing -

1.1 The court conducted a sentencing hearing this date; the defendant, the defendant's lawyer, and the deputy
prosecuting attorney were present.
ll. Findings
There being no reason why judgment should not be pronounced, in accordance with the proceedings in this case, the
court Finds:

2.1 Current Offenses: The defendant is guilty of the following offenses, based upon
B4 guilty plea 4/28/2005 [] jury-verdict [] bench trial :

Count Crime RCW " Class Date of
(w/subsection) Crime
A 44083 / 6/1/2004
01 | CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE J FA to
9A.28.020(3)(b) 1/31/2004

Class: FA (Felony-A), FB (Felony-B), FC (Felony-C)
(If the crime is a drug offense, include the type of drug in the second column.)
[] Additional current offenses are attached in Appendix 2.1a.

XI The defendant is a sex offender subject to indeterminate sentencing under RCW 9.94A.507.

The jury returned a special verdict or the court made a special finding with regard to the following:

(] The defendant engaged, agreed, offered, attempted, solicited another, or conspired to engage a victim of child
rape or child molestation in sexual conduct in return for a fee in the commission of the offense in Count _____
RCW 9.94A.839.

[] The offense was predatory as to Count . RCW 9.94A.836.

"] The victim was under 15 years of age at the time of the offense in Count RCW 9.94A.837.

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
(RCW 9.94A.500, .505)(WPF CR 84.0400 (7/2009))}
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The victim was developmentally disabled, mentally disordered, or'a frail elder or vulnerable adult at the time of
the offense in Count . RCW 9.94A.838, 9A.44.010.

The defendant acted with sexual motivation in committing the offense in Count .'RCW 9.94A.835.
This case involves kidnapping in the first degree, kidnapping in the second degree, or unlawful imprisonment
as defined in chapter 9A.40 RCW, where the victim is a minor and the offender is not the minor’s parent. RCW
9A.44.130.

The defendant used a firearm in the commission of the offense in Count . RCW 9.94A 825,
9.94A.533. —

The defendant used a deadly weapon other than a firearm in committing the offense in Count

. RCW 9.94A.825, 9.94A.533.

Count , Violation of the Uniform Controlled Substances Act (VUCSA), RCW
69.50.401 and RCW 69.50.435, took place in a school, school bus, within 1000 feet of the perimeter of a school
grounds or within 1000 feet of a school bus route stop designated by the school district; or in a public park, -
public transit vehicle, or public transit stop shelter; or in, or within 1000 feet of the perimeter of a civic center
designated as a drug-free zone by a local government authority, or in a public housing project designated by a
local governing authority as a drug-free zone.

The defendant committed a crime involving the manufacture of methamphetamine, including its salts, isomers,
and salts of isomers, when a juvenile was present in or upon the premises of manufacture in Count

. RCW 9.94A.605, RCW 69.50.401, RCW 69.50.440.

Count is a criminal street gang-related felony offense in which the defendant
compensated, threatened, or solicited a minor in order to involve that minor in the commission of the offense.
RCW 9.94A 833. 1

Count is the crime of unlawful possession of a firearm and the defendant was a criminal
street gang member or associate when the defendant committed the crime. RCW 9.94A.702, 9.94A. .
The defendant committed [] vehicular homicide [ ] vehicular assault proximately caused by driving a
vehicle while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or drug or by operating a vehicle in a reckless manner.
The offense is, therefore, deemed a violent offense. RCW 9.94A.030.

Count involves attempting to elude a police vehicle and during the commissién of the crime the
defendant endangered one or more persons other than the defendant or the pursuing law enforcement officer.
RCW 9.94A.834.

Count is a felony in the commission of which the defendant used a motor vehicle. RCW46.20.285.
The defendant has a chemical dependency that has contributed to the offense(s). RCW 9.94A.607.

The crime(s) charged in Count involve(s) domestic violence. RCW 10.99.020.

Counts encompass the same criminal conduct and count as one crime in determining the
offender score (RCW 9.94A.589).

Other current convictions listed under different cause numbers used in calculating the offender score are
(list offense and cause number):

Crime : Cause Number Court (county & state)

Additional current convictions listed under different cause numbers used in calculating the offender score are
attached in Appendix 2.1b. :

2.2 Criminal History (RCW 9.94A.525).

Crime Date | Date of Sentencing Court | AorJ | Type
of Sentence | (county & state) | Adult, | of
Crime Juv. Crime

No known felony convictions

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
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[] Additional criminal history is attached in Appendix 2.2.
[] The defendant committed a current offense while on community placement/community custody (adds one point
to score). RCW 9.94A.525.

[ ] The prior convictions for

are one offense for purposes of determining the offender score (RCW 9 94A.525).

[] The prior convictions for

are not counted as points but as enhancements pursuant to RCW 46.61.520.

2.3 Sentencing Data:

Total Standard

Serious- | Standard Range j X
ngnt Ogﬁgf;er ness {not including Enh arg:;en fs* Range (including Ma_l)'amum- Max:Imum
: Level enhancements) enhancements) erm Fine
51 MONTHS to 51 MONTHS to
01 0 X 68 MONTHS 68 MONTHS LIFE | $50,000.00

* (F) Firearm, (D) Other deadly weapons, (V) VUCSA in a protected zone, (VH) Veh. Hom, see RCW 46.61.520,
(JP) Juvenile present, (SM) Sexual motivation, RCW 9.94A.533(8), (SCF) Sexual conduct with a child for a fee,
RCW 9.94A.533(9), (CSG) criminal street gang involving minor, (AE) endangerment while attempting to elude.

" [[] Additional current offense sentencing data is attached in Appendix 2.3.

For violent offenses, most serious offenses, or armed offenders, recommended sentencing agreements or plea
agreements are [_] attached [ ] as follows:

2.4 (] Exceptional Sentence. The court finds substantial and compelling reasons that justify an exceptional
sentence: '
] below the standard range for Count(s)
] above the standard range for Count(s)
] The defendant and state stipulate that justice is best served by lmposmon of the exceptlona] sentence
above the standard range and the court finds the exceptional sentence furthers and is consistent with
the interests of justice and the purposes of the sentencing reform act.
[ Aggravating factors were [_] stipulated by the defendant, [_] found by the court after ‘the defendant
waived jury trial, [ ] found by jury, by special interrogatory.
[] within the standard range for Count(s) but served consecutively to Count(s)
Findings of fact and conclusions of law are attached in Appendix 2.4. [_] Jury’s special interrogatory is
attached. The Prosecuting Attorney [_] did [ ] did not recommend a similar sentence.

. 2.5 Ability to Pay Legal Financial Obligations. The court has considered the total amount owing, the

defendant's past, present, and future ability to pay legal financial obligations, including the defenidant's financial

resources and the likelihood that the defendant's status will change. The court finds:

["] That the defendant has the ability or likely future ability to pay the legal financial obligations imposed
herein. RCW 9.94A.753.

[] The following extraordinary circumstances exist that make restitution inappropriate (RCW 9.94A.753):

[T] The defendant has the present means to pay costs of incarceration. RCW 9.94A.760.
. Judgment

3.1 The defendant is guilty of the Counts and Charges listed in Paragraph 2.1 and Appendix 2.1.

3.2 X The court dismisses Counts 02 (CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE), 03 (INDECENT
EXPOSURE TO VICTIM UNDER 14), 04 (COMMUNICATION WITH A MINOR FOR IMMORAL

PURPOSES) in the charging document.

Felony Judgment and Sentence {FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
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IV. Sentence and Order

It is ordered:

4.1 Confinement. The court sentences the defendant to total confinement as follows:

@

®)

©

@

Confinement. RCW 9.94A.589. A term of total confinement in the custody of the Department of
Corrections (DOC):

months on Count 01

1 The confinement time on Count(s) contain(s) a mandatory minimum term of

] The confinement time on Count includes months as
enhancement for [_] firearm [ ] deadly weapon [_] sexual motivation [ ] VUCSA in a protected zone
(] manufacture of methamphetamine with juvenile present [ sexual conduct with a child for a fee.

Actual number of months of total confinement ordered is:

All counts shall be served concurrently, except for the portion of those counts for which there is an
enhancement as set forth above at Section 2.3, and except for the following counts which shall be served
consecutively:

The sentence herein shall run consecutively with any other sentence previously imposed in any other case,
including other cases in Disirict Court or Superior Court, unless otherwise specified herein:

Confinement shall commence immediately unless otherwise set forth here:

The total time of incarceration and community supervision shall not exceed the statutory maximum for the
crime. )

Confinement. RCW 9.94A.507 (Sex Offenses only): The court orders the following term of confinement
in the custody of the DOC:

Count 01 minimum term 68 months  maximum term  Statutory Maximum/Life

Credit for Time Served: The defendant shall receive 31 {)__ days credit for time served prior to
sentencing for confinement that was solely under this cause number. RCW 9.94A.505. The jail shall
compute earned early release credits (good time) pursuant to its policies and procedures.

D Work Ethic Program. RCW 9.94A.690, RCW 72.09.410. The court finds that the defendant is
eligible and is likely to qualify for work ethic program. The court recommends that the defendant serve the
sentence at a work ethic program. Upon completion of work ethic program, the defendant shall be released
on community custody for any remaining time of total confinement, subject to the conditions in Section 4.2.
Violation of the conditions of community custody may result in a return to total confinement for remaining
time of confinement.

4.2 Community Custody. (To determine which offenses are eligible for or required for community placement
or community custody see RCW 9.94A.701)

(A) The defendant shall be on community placement or community custody for the longer of:

(1) the period of early release. RCW 9.94A 728(1)(2); or
(2) the period imposed by the court, as follows:

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
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Count(s) 36 months Sex Offenses

Count(s) 36 months for Serious Violent Offenses

Count(s) 18 months for Violént Offenses

Count(s) 12 months (for crimes against a person, drug offenses, or offenses involving the

unlawful possession of a firearm by a street gang member or associate)

(Sex offenses, only) For count(s) 01, sentenced under RCW 9.94A.507, for any period of time the
defendant is released from total confinement before the expiration of the statutory maximum.

The total time of incarceration and commumity supervision/custody shall not exceed the statutory maximum
for the crime.

(B) While on community custody, the defendant shall: (1) report to and be available for contact with the
assigned community corrections officer as directed; (2) work at DOC-approved education, employment and/or
community restitution (service); (3) notify DOC of any change in defendant’s address or employment; (4) not
consume controlled substances except pursuant to lawfully issued prescriptions; (5) not unlawfully possess
controlled substances while on community custody; (6) not own, use, or possess firearms or ammunition;

(7) pay supervision fees as determined by DOC; (8) perform affirmative acts as required by DOC to confirm
compliance with the orders of the court; (9) for sex offenses, submit to electronic monitoring if imposed by
DOC; and (10) abide by any additional conditions imposed by DOC under RCW 9.94A.704 and .706. The
defendant’s residence location and living arrangements are subject to the prior approval of DOC while on
community custody. For sex offenders sentenced under RCW 9.94A.709, the court may extend community
custody up to the statutory maximum term of the sentence.

The court orders that during the period of supervision the defendant shall:
] consume no alcchol.
["] have no contact with: )
[ remain [] within ] outside of a specified geographical boundary, to wit:

[] not reside within 880 feet of the facilities or grounds of a public or private school {community protection
zone). RCW 9.94A.030(8).
[ participate in the following crime-related treatment or counseling services:

] undergo an evaluation for treatment for [] domestic violence [[] substance abuse [_| mental health
{1 anger management, and fully comply with all recommended treatment.

[] comply with the following crime-related prohibitions:

] Additional conditions are imposed in Appendix 4.2, if attached or are as follows:

(C) For sentences imposed under RCW 9.94A.507, the Indeterminate Sentence Review Board may impose
other conditions (including electronic monitoring if DOC so recommends). In an emergency, DOC may
impose other conditions for a period not to exceed seven working days.

Court Ordered Treatment: If any court orders mental health or chemical dependency treatment, the defendant
must notify DOC and the defendant must release treatment information to DOC for the duration of
incarceration and supervision. RCW 9.94A.562.

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)

(Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense) -
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JASS CODE

RIN/RIN .

PCV

PDV $

CRC b

PUB $.1.400.00
5

WFR.
$

FCM/MTH $_500.00

$ 50000

CDF/LDI/FCD  §

§ 100.00

NTF/SAD/SDI
CLF $
FPV $

- RTN/RJN $

$
$

- 4.3a Legal Financial Obligations: The defendant shail pay to the clerk of this court:

$ é Restitution to:

(Name and Address--address may be withheld and provided confidentially to
Clerk of the Court’s office.)

Victim assessment RCW 7.68.035
Domestic Violence assessment RCW 10.99.080

_ Court costs, including RCW.9.94A.760, 9.94A.505, 10.01.160, 10.46.190

Criminal filing fee $_11000 ___ FRC

Witness costs $ WER A

Sheriff service fees § SFR/SEFS/SFW/WRF

Jury demand fee  § JFR

Extradition costs  § - EXT

Other $ :
Fees for court appointed attorney RCW 9.94A.760

Trial per diem, if applicable.

Court appointed defense expert and other defense costs RCW 9.94A.760
DUI fines, fees and assessments

Fine RCW 9A.20.021; [] VUCSA chapter 69.50 RCW, ] VUCSA additional
fine deferred due to indigency RCW 69.50.430

Drug enforcement Fund # [_] 1015 (] 1017 (TF) RCW 9.94A.760
DNA collection fee RCW 43.43.7541

Crime lab fee [ suspended due to indigency RCW 43.43.690
Specialized forest products ' RCW 76.48.140
Emergency response costs (Vehicular Assault, Vehicular Homicide, Felony DUI
only, $1000 maximum) RCW 38.52.430
Agency: -

Other fines or costs for:
Total RCW 9.94A.760

[] The above total does not include all restitution or other legal financial obligations, which may be set by
later order of the court. An agreed restitution order may be entered. RCW 9.94A.753. A restitution

hearing:

(] shall be set by the prosecutor.

[ is scheduled for

(date).

[} The defendant waives any right to be present at any restitution hearing (sign initials):

] Restitution Schedule attached.

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
{Sex Offense and Kidnapping of a Minor Offense)
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[] Restitution ordered above shall be paid jointly and severally with:

RIN | Name of other defendant Cause Number Victim’s name Amount

The Department of Corrections (DOC) or clerk of the court shall immediately issue a Notice of Payroll
Deduction. RCW 9.94A.7602, RCW 9.94A.760(8).

All payments shall be made in accordance with the policies of the clerk of the court and on a schedule
established by DOC or the clerk of the court, commencing immediately, unless the court specifically sets forth
the rate here: Not less than § per month commencing . RCW
9.94A.760.

The defendant shall report to the clerk of the court or as directed by the clerk of the court to provide financial
and other information as requested. RCW 9.94A.760(7)(b).

D The court orders the defendant to pay costs of incarceration at the rate of $ per day, (actual
costs not to exceed $100 per day). (JLR) RCW 9.94A.760.

The financial obligations imposed in this judgment shall bear interest from the date of the judgment until
payment in full, at the rate applicable to civil judgments. RCW 10.82.090. An award of costs on appeal
against the defendant may be added to the total legal financial obligations. RCW 10.73.160.

4 3b[_] Electronic Monitoring Reimbursement. The defendant is-ordered to reimburse
. (name of electronic monitoring agency) at
, for the cost of pretrial electronic

monitoring in the amount of §

4.4 DNA Testing. The defendant shall have a biological sample collected for purposes of DNA identification
analysis and the defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing. The appropriate agency shall be responsible for
obtaining the sample prior to the defendant's release from confinement. RCW 43.43.754.

] HIV Testing. The defendant shall submit to HIV testing. RCW 70.24.340.
4.5 No Contact:

The defendant shall not have contact with AML (female. 6/13/1993) including, but not limited to, personal,
verbal, telephonic, written or contact through a third party for LIFE (which does not exceed the maximum
statutory sentence).

[] The defendant is excluded or prohibited from coming within:
[] 500 feet [_| 880 feet [ 1000 feet of:
X AML (female, 6/13/1993) (name of protected person(s))’s
X home/ residence X work place [ school
[] (other location(s)) |

[] other location ,
for years (which does not exceed the maximum statutory sentence).

1A separate Domestic Violence No-Contact Order, Antiharassment No-Contact Order, or Sexual Assault
Protection Order is filed concurrent with this Judgment and Sentence.

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS) (Prison)
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4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

Other:

Off-Limits Order. (Known drug trafficker). RCW 10.66.020. The following areas are off limits to the
defendant while under the supervision of the county jail or Department of Corrections:

For Offenders on Community Custody, when there is reasonable cause to believe that the defendant has
violated a condition or requirement of this sentence, the defendant shall allow, and the Department of
Corrections is autherized to conduct, searches of the defendant's person, residence, automobile or other
personal property. Residence searches shall include access, for the purpose of visual inspection, all areas of
the residence in which the defendant lives or has exclusive/joint control/access and automobiles owned or
possessed by the defendant.

If the defendant is removed/deported by the U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, the Community
Custody time is tolled during the time that the defendant is not reporting for supervision in the United
States. The defendant shall not enter the United States without the knowledge and permission of the U.s.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement. If the defendant re-enters the United States, he/she shall
immediately report to the Department of Corrections if on community custody or the Clerk's Collections
Unit, if not on Community Custody for supervision.

V. Notices and Signatures

Collateral Attack on Judgment. If you wish to petition or move for collateral attack on this Judgment
and Sentence, including but not limited to any personal restraint petition, state habeas corpus petition, motion to
vacate judgment, motion to withdraw guilty plea, motion for new trial or motion to arrest judgment, you must
do so within one year of the final judgment in this matter, except as provided for in RCW 10.73.100.

RCW 10.73.090. .

Length of Supervision. Ifyou committed your offense prior to July 1, 2000, you shall remain under the
court's jurisdiction and the supervision of the Department of Corrections for a period up to 10 years from the
date of sentence or release from confinement, whichever is longer, to assure payment of all legal financial
obligations unless the court extends the criminal judgment an additional 10 years. If you committed your
offense on or after July 1, 2000, the court shall retain jurisdiction over you, for the purpose of your compliance
with payment of the legal financial obligations, until you have completely satisfied your obligation, regardless
of the statutory maximum for the crime. RCW 8.94A.760 and RCW 9.94A.505(5). The clerk of the court has
authority to collect unpaid legal financial obligations at any time while you remain under the jurisdiction of the
court for purposes of your legal financial obligations. RCW 9.94A.760(4) and RCW 9.54A.753(4).

Notice of Income-Withholding Action. Ifthe court has not ordered an immediate notice of payroll
deduction in Section 4.1, you are notified that the Department of Corrections (DOC) or the clerk of the court
may issue a notice of payroll deduction without notice to you if you are more than 30 days past due in monthly
payments in an amount equal to or greater than the amount payable for one month. RCW 9.94A.7602. Other
income-withholding action under RCW 9.94A.760 may be taken without further notice. RCW 9.94A.7606.

Community Custody Violation.

(a) If you are subject to a first or second violation hearing and DOC finds that you comumitted the violation,
you may receive as a sanction up to 60 days of confinement per violation. RCW 9.94A.634.

(b) If you have not completed your maximum term of total confinement and you are subject to a third violation
hearing and DOC finds that you committed the violation, DOC may return you to a state correctional facility to
serve up to the remaining portion of your sentence. RCW 9.94A.714.
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5.5 Firearms. You may not own, use or possess any firearm unless your right to do so is restored by a
superior court in Washington State, and by a federal court if required. You must immediately
surrender any concealed pistol license. (The clerk of the court shall forward a copy of the defendant's
driver's license, identicard, or comparable identification to the Department of Licensing along with the date of
conviction or commitment.) RCW 9.41,040 and RCW 9.41.047.

5.6 Sex and Kidnapping Offender Registration. RCW 9A.44.130, 10.01.200.

1. General Applicability and Requirements: Because this crime involves a sex offense or kidnapping
offense involving a minor as defined in RCW 9A.44.130 (or other registerable offense), you are required to
register with the sheriff of the county of the state of Washington where you reside. If you are not a resident
of Washington but you are a student in Washington or you are employed in Washington or you carry on a
vocation in Washington, you must register with the sheriff of the county of your school, place of employment,
or vocation. You must register immediately upon being sentenced unless you are in custody, in which case
you must register within 24 hours of your release.

2. Offenders Who Leave the State and Return: If you leave the state following your sentencing or
release from custody but later move back to Washington, you must register within three business days after
moving to this state or within 24 hours after doing so if you are under the jurisdiction of this state’s
Department of Corrections, If you leave this state following your sentencing or release from custody but later
while not a resident of Washington you become emplcyed in Washington, carry on a vocation in Washington,
or attend school in Washington, you must register within three business days after starting school in this state or
becoming employed or carrying out a vocation in this state, or within 24 hours after doing so if you are under
the jurisdiction of this state’s Department of Corrections.

3. Change of Residence Within State and Leaving the State: If you change your residence within
a county, you must send signed written notice of your change of residence to the sheriff within 72 hours of
moving. Ifyou change your residence to a new county within this state, you must send signed written notice
of your change of residence to the sheriff of your new county of residence at least 14 days before moving
and register with that sheriff within 24 hours of moving. You must also give signed written notice of your
change of address to the sheriff of the county where last registered within 10 days of moving. If you move
out of Washington State, you must send written notice within 10 days of moving to the county sheriff with
whom you last registered in Washington State.

4. Additional Requirements Upon Moving to Another State: If you move to another state, or if
you work, carry on a vocation, or attend school in another state you must register a new address,
fingerprints, and photograph with the new state within 10 days after establishing residence, or after
beginning to work, carry on a vocation, or attend school in the new state. You must also send written notice
within 10 days of moving to the new state or to a foreign country to the county sheriff with whom you last
registered in Washington State. :

5. Notification Requirement When Enrolling in or Employed by a Public or Private
Institution of Higher Education or Common School {(K-12}. Ifyou are a resident of Washington and
you are admitted to a public or private institution of higher education, you are required to notify the sheriff of
the county of your residence of your intent to attend the institution within 10 days of enrolling or by the first
business day after arriving at the institution, whichever is earlier. If you become employed at a public or private
institution of higher education, you are required to notify the sheriff for the ¢ounty of your residence of your
employment by the institution within 10 days of accepting employment or by the first business day after

" beginning to work at the institution, whichever is éarlier. If your enrollment or employment at a public or
private institution of higher education is terminated, you are required to notify the sheriff for the county of your
residence of your termination of enrollment or employment within 10 days of such termination. If you aftend,
or plan to attend, a public or private school regulated under Title 28A RCW or chapter 72.40 RCW, you are
required to notify the sheriff of the county of your residence of your intent to attend the school. You must
notify the sheriff within 10 days of enrolling or 10-days prior to arriving at the school to attend classes,
whichever is earlier. The sheriff shall promptly notify the principal of the school.

6. Registration by a Person Who Does Not Have a Fixed Residence: Even if you do nothave a
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fixed residence, you are required to register. Registration must occur within 24 hours of release in the county
where you are being supervised if you do not have a residence at the time of your release from custody. Within
48 hours excluding, weekends and holidays, after losing your fixed residence, you must send signed written
notice to the sheriff of the county where you last registered. If you enter a different county and stay there for
more than 24 hours, you will be required to register in the new county. You must also report weekly in person
to the sheriff of the county where you are registered. The weekly report shall be on a day specified by the
county sheriff's office, and shall occur during normal business hours, You may be required to provide a list the
locations where you have stayed during the last seven days. The lack of a fixed residence is a factor that may be
considered in determining an offender’s risk level and shall make the offender subject to disclosure of
information to the public at large pursuant to RCW 4.24.550.

7. Reporting Requirements for Persons Who Are Risk Level Il or lIl: If you have a fixed
residence and you are designated as a risk level II or III, you must report, in person, every 90 days to the
sheriff of the county where you are registered. Reporting shall be on a day specified by the county sheriff’s
office, and shall occur during normal business hours. If you comply with the 90-day reporting requirement
with no violations for at least five years in the community, you may petition the superior court to be relieved
of the duty to report every 90 days.

8. Application for a Name Change: If you apply for a name change, you must submit a copy of the
application to the county sheriff of the county of your residence and to the state patrol not fewer than five days
before the entry of an order granting the name change. If you receive an order changing your name, you must
submit a copy of the order to the county sheriff of the county of your residence and to the state patrol within five
days of the entry of the order. RCW 9A.44¢130(7).

9. Length of Registration:
[] Class A felony — Life; D Class B Felony — 15 years; [ ] Class C felony — 10 years

5.7

5.8
5.9

Motor Vehicle: Ifthe court found that you used a motor vehicle in the commission of the offense, then the
Department of Licensing will revoke your driver’s license. The clerk of the court is directed to immediately
forward an Abstract of Court Record to the Department of Licensing, which must revoke your driver’s license.
RCW 46.20.285.

Other;
Persistent Offense Notice

The crime(s) in count(s) 01 is/are “most serious offense(s).” Upon a third conviction of a “most serious
offense”, the court will be required to sentence the defendant as a persistent offender to life imprisonment
without the possibility of early release of any kind, such as parole or community custody. RCW 9.94A.030,
9.94A.570

The crime(s) in count(s) is/are one of the listed offenses in RCW $.94A.030.(31)(b).
Upon a second conviction of one of these listed offenses, the court will be required to sentence the defendant as
a persistent offender to life imprisonment without the possibility of early release of any kind, such as parole or
community custody.

Felony Judgment and Sentence (FJS)} (Prison)
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Done in Open Court and in the presence of the defengdé

2

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Atto )Lﬁ)r Defendant
WSBA No. 16330 SBEA No. 18281

Print Name: Scott Jackson Print Name: Jeffrey D. Barrar LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD

Voting Rights Statement; 1 acknowledge that I have lost my right to vote because of this felony conviction. If1
am registered to vote, my voter registration will be cancelled.

My right to vote is provisionally restored as long as I am not under the authority of DOC (not serving a sentence of
confinernent in the custody of DOC and not subject to community custody as defined in RCW 9.94A.030). I must re-
register before voting. The provisional right to vote may be revoked if I fail to comply with all the terms of my legal
financial obligations or an agreement for the payment of legal financial obligations..

My right to vote may be permanently restored by one of the following for each felony conviction: a) a certificate of
discharge issued by the sentencing court, RCW 9.94A.637; b) a court order issued by the sentencing court restoring
the right, RCW 9.92.066; ¢) a final order of discharge issued by the indeterminate sentence review board, RCW
9.96.050; or d) a certificate of restoration issued by the governor, RCW 9.96.020. Voting before the right is restored
is a class C felony, RCW 29A.84.660. Registering to vote before the right is restored is a class C felony, RCW
29A.84.140,

Defendant’s signature:ﬁg‘”., Z ;v/ % zé',(
/" /

€

1 am a certified interpreter of, or the court has found me otherwise qualified to interpret, the
language, which the defendant understands. I translated this Judgment and
Sentence for the defendant into that language.

Interpreter signature/Print name:

1, Sherry Parker, Clerk of this Court, certify that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of the Judgment and
Sentence in the above-entitled action now on record in this office.

. Witness my hand and seal of the said Superior Court affixed this date:

Clerk of the Court of said county and state, by: ‘ , Deputy Clerk
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Identification of the Defendant
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD

04-1-02493-5

SID No: OR13599616 _ Date of Birth: 10/14/1966
(If no SID take fingerprint card for State Patrol)

FBI No. 545042MB1 Local ID No.

PCN No. Other

Alias name, DOB:

Race: W Ethnicity: Sex: M

Fingerprints: [ attest that [ saw the same defendant who appeared in court on this document affix his or

fingerprints and signatire thereto.
" Clerk of the Court, Deputy Clerkl,/m IVQQ Dated: _7 -

L A7l —

The defendant’s signature:

Left four fingers taken simultaneously
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON - COUNTY OF CLARK

V. . .

WARRANT OF COMMITMENT TO STATE
LARRY ALBERT MOOREHEAD, OF WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF
Defendant. ) CORRECTIONS

SID: OR13599616
DOB: 10/14/1966

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, to the Sheriff of Clark County, Washington, and the State of Washington,
Department of Corrections, Officers in charge of correctional facilities of the State of Washington:

GREETING:

~ WHEREAS, the above-named defendant has been duly convicted in the Superior Cowrt of the State of
Washington of the County of Clark of the crime(s} oft

DATE OF
;OUNT o CRIME RCW CRIME
‘ 6/1/2004
01 CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE 9A.44.083/9A.28.020(3)(b) to
7/31/2004

and Judgment has been pronounced and the defendant has been sentenced to a term of imprisonment in such
correctional institution under the supervision of the State of Washington, Department of Corrections, as shall be .
designated by the State of Washington, Department of Corrections pursuant to RCW 72.13, all of which appears of
record; a certified copy of said judgment being endorsed hereon and made a part hereof,

NOW, THIS IS TO COMMAND YOU, said Sheriff, to detain the defendant until called for by the
transportation officers of the State of Washington, Department of Corrections, authorized to conduct defendant to the
appropriate facility, and this is to command you, said Superintendent of the appropriate facility to receive defendant
from said officers for confinement, classification and placement in such correctional facilities under the supervision of
the State of Washington, Department of Corrections, for a term of confinement of :

COUNT ' CRIME ik - TERM M;\)c
3 Fy
o1 CHILD MOLESTATION IN THE FIRST DEGREE (s mBs/Montns /L. |4
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These terms shall be served concurrently to each other unless specified herein:

' The defendant has credit for ﬂﬁ !S J days served.

The term(s) of confinement (sentence) imposed herein shall be served consecutively to any-other term of
confinement (sentence) which the defendant may be sentenced to under any other cause in either District Court or
Superior Court unless otherwise specified herein:

And these presents shall be authori
HEREIN FAIL NOT.
WITNESS, Honotable

SHERRY W. PARKER, Clerk of the
Clark County Superior Court

Deputy
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