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ISSUE # 1

Formerly " Ground 5) 

DEFENDANTS RIGHT TO PRGPECTION AGAINST

DOUBLE JwPARDY UNDER UNIT OF PROSEOUTION & 

THE MERGER DOCPRINE WAS VIOLAIIL WHEN THE

COURT MADE ALLOWANCES FOR TWO SEPARATE ODUNTS

OF FELONY HARASSMENT AGAINST TWO DIFFERENT PEOPLE. 

The Defendant argues this ground on two levels; both of which

the record clearly reflects. 

1) The Defendant was found guilty and sentenced to two counts

of Felony Harassment under RCW 9A. 46. 020 ( 2)( b)( ii), which

specifically states under § ( ii) "The person harasses another person

under subsection ( 1)( a)( i) of this subsection by THREATENING TO

KILL the person threatened or any other person." 

The Defendant would like to direct this courts attention to

the Verbatim Record of the trial proceedings when the Jury was polled

and pronounced their verdict. VRP April 11, Pg. 108 @ Ln. 16- 20, 

the Jury clearly states that they found no grounds to find the

Defendant guilty of conduct which placed Ally Gibson in position

of reasonable fear that any " Threat or kill would be carried out." 

The Courticlearly exceeded their Legislative authority by

1
imposing two counts of this section of Felony Harassment after a

Trial by Jury only found merit for one count. State V France, 180



Wash. 2d 809, 329 p. 3d 864. Threats, Stalking, and harassment ( key) 22, 

Threats, Stalking, and Harassment ( key) 52. 

2] The Court has taken a confusing stance on bringing these

two separate counts of Felony Harassment against the Defendant, 

while it consistently acknowledges a merging identity between Ally

Gibson and Julia Weed. See VRP April 10 Pg. 94 @ Ln. 10 - Pg. 96

@ Ln. 9. So thtst while the Defendant is only " Texting" for the purpose

of talking to and addressing one person, it is almost impossible

to separate the two women who are tag teaming the Defendant and

leaving him uncertain as to whom exactly he is talking to. 

The Courthas chosen to accept the dualnature of the single

communication and caused to to count as two separate comuunications

when it clearly was not. 

The Defendant argues that there should have only been one single

charge of Harassment as for the intent of the Defendant was at no

time to address this " group" as a whole. See -State V G. S., 104 Wash. 

App. 643, 17 P. 3d 1221 ( 2001 ( Key) 21) 

The record shows that the only " True Threat" was in fact made

towards Julia[ Weed ( the Jury agreed), therefore, even though two

parties were reading the same communication, the frustrated speech

was only directed towards Julia Weed. See State V Kilburn, 51 Wash. 2d

36, 84 P. 3d 1215 ( 2004 Constitutional Law 1831 ( Key) 22) ( True threat); 

State V Morals, 174 Wash. App. 370, 298 P. 3d 791 ( 2013 ( Key) 21); 



State V G. S., Supra @ Infants ( Key) 2640( 1). 

Furthermore because Ally Gibson made it clear that her true

sense of anxious fear came from being exposed to Child Protection

Services ( CPS): for her ongoing drug usage ( VRP April 10 Pg. 76 @

Ln. 11 - Pg. 77 @ Ln. 13). Also Ally Gibson acknowledges that the

only prior physical harm she ever received which involved the

Defendant was when her arm got stuck in the door. She admits that

while this fueled her anger in the midst of the argument, it was

clearly ( according to her rational standard) an accident which would

be out of context if taken as an intentional act. See State V Alvarez, 

74 Wn. App. 250, 260- 61, 872 P. 2d 1123, 1129 ( 1994) aff' d, 128 Wn. 2d

1, 904 P. 2d 754 ( 1995). 

As a result of this the Court must take the two other hostile

statements which the Defendant directed towards Ally Gibson as mere

idle talk or puffery. See State V J. M., 144 Wash. 2d 472, 28 P. 3d

720 Threats, Stalking, And Harassment ( Key) 23. Ally Gibson went

on the record saying that this all annoyed her more than anything

elso, ( VRP Api:il 10 Pg. 83 @ Ln. 17 - Pg. 84 @ Ln. 23). And because

there was no prior beating by the Defendant, it is a mere mockery - 

it is hyperbole- when the Defendant says that if that was a beating, 

everything that' s following will produce nightmares. The Defendant

isn' t referring Ally Giblson to some actual violent history and
I

then saying ' if you thought that was bad, wait till you see what

I' m gonna do to you next', no, he is just mocking her. 



Because of this Ally Gibson testified that she was not scared of

the Defendant causing her bodily harm, neither then or in the future. 

The only threat ( and this word " threat" is being used outside the

context of this legal statute) which Ally Gibson was taking seriously

which also pushed her to take actions to protect herself, were that

the Defendant granted to report her illegal drug use to CPS so that

their baby, which she was pregnant with would not be hurt, See VRP

April 10 Pg.. 3E. @ Ln. 3- 5. See also State V. Kilburn, Supra

Constitutional'!Law ( KEY) 1831, Threats, Stalking, And Harassment

KEY) 22. 

The Defendant asserts that this is a clear and cut case where

using the Merger Doctrine is appropriately called for in order to

undo the Trial Courts inter -weaving of Julia Weed and Ally Gibson. 

See State V Berg V Reed, 181 Wn. 2d 857, 337 P. 3d 310 @ § 6 " Merger

of offenses". At the end of the day, there is not really a Crime

A and Crime B here. The Defendant was pursuing communication with

Ally Gibson, and was continuously intercepted by Julia Weed. The

frustration and -anger was, naturally, aimed towards Julia Weed. 

The Legislature states that when a Defendant threatens to cause

harm to a particular person .(Julia Weed) at a specified time and

place, the Defendant can only be convicted of a single count of

Harassment. It makes no difference that the threat is communicated

to multiple people, see 13A Wash. Prac., Criminal Law § 1308 ( 2014- 

2015 ed.) sitting Sate V Morales, Supra. 
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Issue # 2

Formerly Ground 2) 

Defendant was denied Constitutional

gnarantee of Due Process when Trial Court

failed to acknowledge a Purposed " other

suspect". See RAP 2. 5 ( a)( 2) The Trial Court

failed] to establish facts upon which relief

can be granted." 

The Appellate Court reviews a Trial Courts decision to exclude

other suspect evidence for abuse of discretion, see State V Gary

Wade, 346 P. 3d[ 838. 

The Defendant assets that the Trial Court " failed to establish

facts upon which relief can be granted", and as a result there was

clearly a " manifest error affecting a Constitutional right". See

Sixth Const. Amend. Right to a fair Trial; and Const. Amend. Fourteen

Due Process. Quote from RAP 2. 5 ( a)( 2)&( 3). 

On the date when the defendant was arrested, there is no dispute

that he was intoxicated. Even so, he kept trying to get Police to

talk to Martini Craig Spangler Sr., pertaining to Text Messages the

Defendant did not acknowledge sending. See VRP April 10 Pg. 194

@ Ln. 14- 15. ' 

The Police don' t deny this, however, they state that the

Defendant wouldn' t address the questions they asked, and do not

as such address exactly what it was that the Defendant was saying. 



They also state' that they did not fully understand what it was that

the Defendant was trying to communicate. See VRP April 9 Pg. 82

@ Ln. 1- 9. 

The Defendant was in fact unaware of the magnitude of the charges

filed - That is, unaware of specific threats until he received a

discovery package from his second Court appointed attorney. See

VRP April 10 Pct. 182 @ Ln. 23- 25. 

Even so, since the very beginning of the States involvement, 

the Defendant has been pleading with people to examine Mr. Spangler' s

role in all this. Still, no one seems inclined to do so, even though

Mr. Spangler hies an uncontested involvement from the very beginning. 

First off: The threats came from his phone; Secondly: The Defendant

was arrested at Mr. Spangler' s residence; and Thirdly: The Defendant

was acknowledged as being in a Bi -Sexual relationship with Mr. 

Spangler, for eight years ( during which time, all parties agree

that Mr. Spangler was quite controlling/ overbearing regarding his

phone and the Defendants person). See VRP April 10 Pg. 59 @ Ln. 

16- 24. 

When the alleged victim, Ally Gibson, was straight up asked

if she thought Mr. Spangler could have been responsible for sending

some of the Text Messages, she very adamantly acknowledges it' as

a plausible thing. See VRP April 10 Pg. 69 @ Ln. 7- 12. 

The error of not allowing the Defendant to present a defense

of Purposed Other Suspect, even in the face of evidence which any
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reasonable person could detect as identifying a third parties

involvement, caused the Jury to form a MANDATORY PRESUMPTION with

regards to the Text Messager' s identity - leaving them no choice

but to Presume that the Defendant sent all these Text Messages. 

Defense Counsel even objected to this line of Prosecution at

VRP April 9 Pg: 129 @ Ln. 9- 17 ( must also read Pg. 127 @ Ln. 19- 

21), stating that it lacked foundation, but the Court co- signed

the Prosecution'is oversight and reinforced the mandatory presumption , 

thus violating' the Defendants right to Due Process by relieving

the State of its obligation to prove all of the elements of the

crime charged beyond a reasonable doubt. See State V Phillip Atkins, 

156 Wn. App. 802 @ 92XXVII 92K4653. 

Exhibit #9, Which in Trial was identified by both Ally Gibson

and the Defendant as belonging to Mr. Spangler' s phone. See VRP

April 10 Pg. 58 @ Ln. 22 - Pg. 59 @ Ln. 3; Also April 10 Pg. 179

@ Ln. 3- 11. 

This Exhibit is especially important, as it seems to be from

this exhibit that the charge of " threat to kill" is established. 

And right away the messages being sent to communicate with the Julia/ 

Ally identity on the other end are clearly not the Defendant, Jeremy

Rosenbaum. Messages like: 

Idk if u want ur shit but you showed

Jeremy the rPal u and u don' t give a fuck

aout him I win." Exhibit 4 Pg. 1 @ 1: 40am



Where is Jeremy" 

Exhibit 4 Pg. 1 @ 7: 10

Ally Jeremy is lost and needs u he' s a wreak

Please call him." Exhibit 4 Pg. 8 @ 2: 39

Ally the cops were just here waanting to know

were Jeremy was" Exhibit 4 Pg. 9 @ 1: 01

AnYMeans evenif its life or death freedom or

prison. That child she carreys is

PART HIM AND I get a say in what goes down. Willing

or not." Exhibit 4 Pg. 11 @ 2: 18

I 'don' t care u ain' t standing in my way I will

cause a God Dan holicost to have a say so

in that child' s life." Exhibit 4 Pg. 11 @ 2: 19

Any reasonable person, when reading this would ask ' who wrote

that?' And without question, the answer would be, Martin Craig

Spangler Sr. 

And who Was Martin Craig Spangler Sr.? He was the Defendants

Bi -Sexual lover for eight years VRP April 10 Pg. 211 @ Ln. 8- 14. 

He was someone who was very controlling and possessive both of his

belongings and in the same way, as a belonging, of the Defendant. 

See VRP April! 10 Pg. 59 @ Ln. 16- 24; see also Exhibit' s # 9 & 10, 

which are sworn affidavits to the same effect. 

8



Mr. Spangler was a man who did not care for Ally Gibson, and

treated her with a jealous contempt. See VRP April 10 Pg. 56 @ Ln. 

15- 19; as welts Exhibit 4 Pg. 1 @ 1: 40. 

Mr. Spangler was a man who had his own criminal background, 

and knew the in' s and out' s of both the illegal lifestyle and prison

culture. 

And what makes him so important to this case is that he is

to Jeremy what Julia Weed is to Ally Gibson. To be more clear: 

Ally Gibson and Julia Weed are essentially creating Text Messages

on one side of this dialog interchangeably, see VRP April 10 Pg. 

23 @ Ln. 9- 17;' and April 10 Pg. 94 @ Ln. 10 - Pg. 96 @ Ln. 9. And

sometimes amidst this duo, Julia Weed is playing a protective role

and totally excluding Ally Gibson from counicating at all, taking

it upon herself to make provokative engaging comments of her own. 

See VRP April ;10 Pg. 74 @ Ln. 15- 18. 

Both of these parties are represented in bringing an accusation

against the Defendant, however, the Defendant is refused any chance

to present his own defense where the same type of conduct was

happening where he was at between himself and Martin Craig Spangler Sr. 

See VRP April '10 Pg. 184 @ Ln. 9- 15; and April 10 Pg. 242 @ Ln. 

25 - Pg. 243 @ Ln. 3. 

The fact that the Defendant was begging everyone to pursue

this line of investigation from the very moment of his arrest ( see

VRP April 10 Pig. 194 @ Ln. 9 - Pg. 195 @ Ln. 12) becomes significant, 



for in the five months after his arrest when a case was being built

against him and supposedly a defense was also being built, no one

ever contacted Martin Craig Spangler Sr. in order to pursue the

proposed other suspect ( again keeping in mind how undeniable it

is that he wrote several of the Texts to the parties involved). 

As it is, Mr. Spangler died just a few weeks prior to the Defendants

Trial ( see Exhibit #7) making it impossible for the lack of

investigation ( which honestly should have already been conducted

by then) to be remedied. 

This manifested injustice was so severe that it deprived the

Defendant of a fair hearing by failing to establish the elements

of the crime charged. 

Now, as a matter of Law, according to Washington Rules of Evidence, 

EE 901 Title IX. Authentication, identification, and admission of

Exhibits. 

901( a) was never established in relation to Exhibit # 4 ( then

identified as States 11), which contained Text Messages from two
1

separate people to Julia Weeds phone, and which by this fact being

ignored altogether creates the mandatory presumption, regardless

of how unrealistic it is, that the Defendant himself authored all

of these Text Messages. 

During the Trial, under this rule, ER 901 ( b)( 1) and ( 4) both

were satisfied' sufficiently by the agreeing testimony of Ally Gibson

and the Defendant that Mr. Spangler most plausibly wrote some of

the Text Messages; and that according to their distinct
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characteristics, including content and third party mentioning of

the Defendant, that the Defendant did not himself author all of

the Text Messages in States 11 ( Now Exhibit # 4). Hence, when at

VRP April 9 Pg. 129 @ Ln 9- 17 ( must also veiw Pg. 127 @ Ln. 19- 21

for context), States Exhibit # 11 is objected to based on lack of

foundation by defense attorney Morgan, the Court erred in admitting

it as admissible evidence against the Defendant. 

This single ground, all by itself weighs so much upon the

Constitutional right to a fair Trail. Due Process was totally ignored

in this case, and the Prosecution threw out the window, their Burden

to prove this element of identity when any reasonable person can

tell that more, than one identity is generating these Texts. As such

the Defendant is requesting a new Trial so that evidence might be

properly represented. 

And if the Prosecutions position on this is compromised because

they failed to fulfill their office in the first place and now Mr. 

Spangler' s death creates an impossible investigation, the existing

evidence should be weighted and the present conviction overturned. 

11



ISSUE # 3

Formerly Ground 9) 

t

THE PROSECUTION FAILEDTO PS- c;vZ- c ThAe- 

5
E9t c\ t4 d*\ er reckL Cfea

Q.\ Qt(\ Qt \S oc Fe\0N1j 1-Nc: ccxssMeivt
be l c Ct4 cN( 1b\C 6ouJt' „ 

The Defendant was convicted on two counts of Felony Harassment

RCw 9A. 46. 020 ( 1)( a)( i) & (2)( b)( i)&(ii): "A person is guilty of

harassment if without lawful authority, the person knowingly threatens

to cause bodily injury immediately or in the future to the person

threatened or to any other person." " A person who harasses another

is guilty of a, class " C" felony if...(i)the person has previously

been convicted in this or any other State of any crime of harassment, 

as defined in RCW 9A. 46. 060, of the same victim or members of the

victim' s family or household or any person specifically named in

a no -contact or no -harassment order; ( ii) the person harasses another

person under subsection ( 1)( a)( i) of this section by threatening

to kill the person threatened or any other person." 

In State V J. M., 144 Wash. 2d 472, 28 P. 3d 720 ( 2001) the Court

identified that the felony harassment statute required that the

words or conduct of the perpetrator must place the person threatened

in reasonable' -fear that the threat will be carried out." 

And -further, an " objective" standard must be applied to determine

12



whether the victim' s fear that the. defendants threat will be carried

out is reasonable. see State V Barragan, 102 Wash. App. 754, 9 P. 3d

942 ( 2000). 

Because tc avoid an unconstitutional infringement of protected

speech, the Felony harassment statute must be read as clearly

prohibiting only " true threats", see State V. Kilburn, Supra, as

amended. Constitutional Law ( KEY) 1831 Threats, Stalking, And

Harassment ( KE2022. 

Furthermore felony harassment based on threat to kill requires

State to prove that person threatened be placed in reasonable fear

that threat would be carried out, rather than mere fear of bodily

injury; plain meaning of statute indicates that fear of " the threat" 

must be fear of actual threat made i.e., the threat to kill. see

State V Savaria, 82 Wash. App. 832, 919 P. 2d 1263; State V C. G., 

150 Wash. 2d 604, 80 P. 3d 594. 

In this present case Defendant has the need to argue this ground

as it pertainsto each of the alleged victims: 

ALLY GIBSON: 

On 11/ 24/ 13, Ally Gibson filed a statement with the Kelso Police
Department in which she claimed that the Defendant had made threats

to cause bodily harm. Pertaining to these threats she says that

she is " terrified from his actions and threats that he will seriously

stop at no means necessary to find me and Julia Weed and act out

everything he has stated I have no doubt he will hut me, this Baby

13



and my sister., I am afraid for me and my family' s safety!"( See Ex

1 @ Pg. 3) 

Presentedowith this statement, one might stop and be satisfied

with the evidence presented. Except that by further review certain

facts arise which require more inspection. The first and most

important fact is that Ally Gibson confesses under oath that she' d

purjered herself knowingly in a premeditated attempt to manipulate

an arrest/ conviction of the Defendant so that she could avoid

complications with Child Protective Services ( CPS) and custody issuses. 

See VRP April. 10 Pg. 38 @ Ln. 3- 5; and again on Pg. 76 @ Ln. 11 - 

Pg. 77 @ Ln. 13. 

She also confesses to being under the influence of drugs. See

VRP April 10 kg. 44 @ Ln. 15 - Pg. 45 @ Ln. 20. 

Furthermore it is not uncommon for Ally Gibson to do such a

thing. On two, other occasions she had been convicted of providing

false information to public servants. See VRP April 10 Pg. 16 @

Ln. 17- 19; April 10 Pg. 16 @ Ln. 25 - Pg. 17 @ Ln. 3. 

Ally Gibson stated that she in fact was not in all reality

in fear for her physical safety. See VRP April 10 Pg. 78 @ Ln. 6 - 

Pg. 81 @ Ln. 21; see also April 10 Pg. 35 @ Ln. 17- 22. The threats

Ally Gibson was worried about were that the Defendant might contact

CPS and expose her continued drug usage. See VRP April 10 Pg. 24

@ Ln. 17- 24;% and April 10 Pg. 33 @ Ln. 15- 18. 

But if this Court demands a still higher standard of proof

14



that Ally Gibson did not demonstrate an objective fear of any threat, 

I think that such would be satisfied when they examine that Ally

Gibson reports', to voluntarily spending Approx. five hours together

with the Defendant during this time while the harassment is supposedly

occurring. See VRP April 10 Pg. 69 @ Ln. 13 - Pg. 72 @ Ln. 22. What' s

more, she was actively staying with the Defendant voluntarily while

the Defendant was out of Jail on bail during the Trial. See VRP

April 10 Pg. 47 @ Ln. 11- 23. 

Although Ally Gibson clearly made an inflammatory statement to

the Police, and allowed charges to be pursued against the Defendant

Even though it becomes apparent she tries to withdraw the charges

before the Trial] she states by her own admission that she wasn' t

in all honesty afraid but rather just ,trying to attack the Defendant

by manipulating the Justice System. She backs up this confession

with a physicalshowing of safety by choosing to live with the

Defendant during Trial. 

With all this put into its proper context, there was never

a showing that. Ally Gibson feared the Defendant or that she thought

he was going to carry out any of the idle threats made against her

sometime in the future. Rather it only supports her claim that the

Defendant was, in her eyes, being a pest and mirroring her own actions

within this lovers dispute of making several flippant, idle comments

in order to fuel the argument. 

As such the Court erred in convicting the Defendant of Felony

harassment against Ally Gibson. See in relation to this VRP April

15



11 Pg. 108 @ Lri. 16- 20. The Court of Appeals should find ample

reason to reverse this conviction in regards to Ally Gibson, 

altogether. 

JULIA WEED

On 11/ 24/ 13, Julia Weed filed a statement with the Kelso Police

Department stating that the Defendant had " Threatened to kill" 

her; Threatened her and her family; threatened to come to her work; 

and that she was " afraid for [ her life]." See EX. # 2 @ Pg. 1- 2. 

She also made severe inferred claims about Ally Gibsons State - 

but the Defendant doesn' t see any merit in"attacking those statements

since he' s already addressed her previously and because Julia Weed

cannot exactly, speak on behalf of Ally Gibson here. 

Julia Weeds involvement in this dramatic event is sort of a

self- imposed guardian of Ally Gibson. She had just ended an abusive

relationship in her own life, and was somehow superimposing Ally

Gibsons situation into her own problem, thus adopting as her own, 

the plight to block communication between the Defendant and Ally

Gibson. See EX. 3 Pg. 12 @ 9: 48; 10: 00; and 10: 01. 

Furthermore Julia Weed felt very confident in defending both

herself and Ally Gibson, and as such she did a lot of things to

intentionally provoke the Defendant. See EX. # 3 Pg. 6 @ 7: 44; and

7: 45. " I just ,went to Jail in June for assaulting a police officer

so don' t fuck with me. You think ally is a riot you got another

thing coming haha." 
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This was in reference to an actual crime she' d committed. See

Ex. # 8 Pg. 1- 3. This was not just some bogus claim she was making

in order to " sound tough". Julia Weed had a reputation for violently

opposing men who she felt were trying to push her around. Julia

Weed was never afraid of mere word play ( such as with Text Messaging) 

She was ready and willing to get physical, and the Text' s show

that when it came to that, the Defendant was not on the same page; 

he was only involved in a verbal argument with his girlfriend in

which the only violence ever used or intended were those of idle

words. 

On day one, Julia Weed made it a point to repeatedly drive

by the Defendants home honking the cars horn. See VRP April 10

Pg. 21 @ Ln. 4- 5. At one point she mocks the Defendant over some

of his fish - encourages him to die - all kinds of things simply

in line with playing interference against the Defendant. 

But when asked, she repeatedly says that she is afraid of the

Defendant. Still, as she' s " claiming" that this fear is so crippling

she' s all but Stalking the Defendant. 

Directing your attention to Ex. # 4 Pg. 26 @ 6: 05 - 6: 08: you

see that the Defendant is purported to tell Julia Weed, " Say that

one more time a cunt and ill fucking kill u and myself." To which

Julia Weed res5onds, " Go to hell bitch gotta find me first." Then, 

all within literally the same minute of 6: 06pm the threatening

message was repeated, to which Julia Weed Says: " we well come to

you where are you". After this, two whole minutes of silence
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transpire and Julia Weed taunts: " what can' t answer now." 

Approximately one hour later, Julia Weed is in a car driving

by the Defendants house, texting a description of the present state

of things saying at Ex. # 5 Pg. 19- 21 @ 7: 04 - 7: 06pm: " Cuz there

is someone at your house with a bike I drive a jeep like I said

Wrong house" @ 7: 05 " And your garage door is wide open" to which

the Defendant Texts back @ 7: 05pm, " can we stop these childish

games"? 

To this plea, what does Julia Weed Tex as a reply? "Fuck you

punk". 

These are not the actions of someone who is " terrified", afraid

to go out of their house, looking over their shoulder all the time, 

as Julia Weed said in her sworn statement. See Ex. # 2 Pg. 2. 

Julia Weed never thinks of involving the police, even though

it was her idea to involve police on the previous date Nov. 21, 

2013, the day she. picked Ally up; showing a knowledge and the

competency to do such a thing in the eventof a supposedly threatening

situation. See, VRP April 9 Pg. 198 @ Ln. 12 - Pg. 199 @ Ln. 2. 

The truth is, that Julia Weed and Ally Gibson do not go to

the police until after a plot to attack the Defendant and sabotage

his parental status through a misuse of the Judicial system has

been discussed. See VRP April 9 Pg. 206 @ Ln. 25 - Pg. 208 @ Ln. 20. 

To top it all off, Julia Weed claims that she is in fear for

her life at some future action from the Defendant, starting on
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November 22, even though no threats had been made9 See VRP

April 9 Pg. 192 @ Ln. 16 - Pg. 193 @ Ln. 23. 

Yet when se privately provides her testimony to the Defendants

lawyer, she mistakenly believes that she hadn' t gone to the Defendants

house until a week and a half after all this had transpired, and

at that time, though all these events have stopped, she testifies

that she was not afraid of the Defendant. Confronted with the fact

that admitting a lack of fear for that long would contradict her

previous testimony, she changes her story again to state that she

suffered terrible fear that whole time. See VRP April 9 Pg. 203

@ Ln. 6 - Pg. 204 Ln. 25. 

Julia Weed allowed several glimpses into her true motive for

providing false testimony that she believed would destroy the life

of the Defendant: 

1) She identified him as being the same as her own abusive

ex- boyfriend; 

2) She' d actively engaged herself in a contest to piss farther

than the Defendant; 

3) She' d agreed to take part in devastating the Defendants

parental rights by creating a false statement so as' to have him

arrested; 

4) When questioned by defense counsel, she slipped up and

told the truth and now had to some how recover her compromised

possition. 
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Yes, Julia Weed claims she was objectively afraid, but when

that statement is viewed in light of the weaker evidence of motive, 

and the stronger evidence that she did not contact police right

away, but even went so far as to get in her car and drive to the

Defendants house, having received a supposed threat to kill, and

then Text' s the Defendant a challenge to confront her then and

there, to which the Defendant is found saying: " can we stop these

childish games"? See Ex # 5 Pg. 19- 20 @ 7: 02 - 7: 05. At the fact

that she slipped up and testified to defense counsel that she wasn' t

afraid, not even as much as a week and a half into all of this

more than 5 days after it had all stopped)... 

When viewed in this light, there is no true evidence that Julia

Weed was afraid. Rather it only shows that she was vindictive and

cunning. And the Defendant asks this Court, who having viewed this

reality now, overturn the conviction of Felony Harassment against

Julia Weed and end the injustice that was manifested through her

crafty deceit. 

In either ease the Defendant believes he has shown a lacking

evidence of true threat and requests that this Court dismiss the

two convictions of Felony Harassment such as is the charge in this

cause. 
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ISSUE # 4

Formerly Ground 4) 

111IE COURT DENIED DEFENDANT A FAIR TRIAL

BY DEFINING LAW TO FIT THEIR OWN PURPOSE

EXCEEDING LEGISLATIVE INTENT. AS SUCH THE

DEFEDIDANT WAS FOUND GUILTY OF THE CHARGE OF

BRIBERY EVEN THOUGH THERE WAS INSUFFICIENT EVIDENCE. 

The Defendant was charged with bribing Julia Weed, a witness

in the case against the Defendant. RCW 9A. 72. 090 States: 

1) " A person is guilty of bribing a witness if he or she offers, 

confers, or agrees to confer any benefit upon a witness or a person

he or she has reason to believe is about to be called as a witness

in any official proceeding or upon a person whom he or she has reason

to believe may have information relevant to a criminal investigation... to

a) influence the testimony of that person; or

b) Induce that person to avoid legal process summoning him

or her to testify; or

c) Induce that person to absent himself or herself from an

official proceeding to which he or she has been legally

summoned; or

d) Induce that person to refrain from reporting information

relevant to a criminal investigation or the abuse or neglect

of a minor child. 
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There should be no argument from this Court that the legislative

intent of this law is to prohibit a person from presenting the offer

of a bribe to a witness/ potential witness. To stress this point

the Defendant accents what is written in Section 1 of RCW 9A. 72. 090

A person is guilty of bribing a witness if he or she offers [ to

a witness], confers [ to a witness], or agrees to confer any benefit

UPON A WITNESS.,." 

The language of this law plainly shows a legislative intent

which requires a showing of some influential interaction with an

actual witness/ potential witness. 

This charge was brought against the Defendant as a result of

a letter written to the Defendants Mother, who was not a witness

or a potential 'witness in this case. Nor is the Defendants Mother

charged with any such crime as to suggest that once having obtained

this letter she was compelled to approach the witnesses in this

case and act as a mediator in bribing a witness. ( See Ex. # 6 Pg. 4) 

Had this same letter, or the contents of this letter been sent

to someone who had been in a prearranged agreement to become party

to the act of bribery then maybe something could have possible happened

for which the State could justifiably bring charges of this nature, 

however, because of the absence of any such thing, the charge of

Bribery cannot be established by fact. 

The facts that can be established are: 

1) That the Defendants Mother, who is a close confidant - 

but who wasn' t really in communication with her son at this particular
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time, was sent a very emotional letter from her son. 

2) The Defendants Mother is not a witness in this case, nor

was she ever a potential witness. 

3) The Defendants Mother never contacted nor intended to

contact any witness or potential witness in this case; and

4) While the State is claiming that the Defendant bribed

a witness or potential witness, both witnesses, Ally Gibson and

Julia Weed state that they were never contacted by the Defendant

or any third party for the purposes of bribery. 

VRP April9 Pg. 167 @ Ln. 19- 21: Julia Weed asserts that no

one has contacted her to deliver a bribe. 

VRP April 10 Pg. 47 @ Ln. 25 - Pg. 48 @ Ln. 18: Ally Gibson

states that the Defendant has never bribed her. 

At no point does the State establish that a bribe was offered

or conferred upon a witness or a potential witness. 

What the State does instead, is to argue that RCW 9A. 72. 090

is vague, stating that this statute " fails to sufficiently define

the offense so that people of camuon intelligence can understand

what conduct is proscribed" and that it "fails to provide ascertainable

standards of guilt to protect against arbitrary enforcement." 

VRP April 11 Pg. 15 @ Ln. 15 - Pg. 16 @ Ln. 1) As such, the

Prosecution requested the Court to make a discretionary ruling

regarding the interpretation of this statute, and the Defendant

asserts that the Courts deteiwination exceeded legislative intent

and deprived h of Due Process. 
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The Court rules that RCW 9A. 72. 090( 1) should have read: ' A

person is guilty of bribing a witness if he or she attempts to

offer, conspires to offer, or otherwise mentions to any other party

what could be interpreted as a desire to offer a party not present

but who could be or who is a witness, a bribe.' 

The Defendant contests however, that RCW 9A. 72. 090 ( 1) is

clear when it state that the offer or the bribe itself, must be

conferred " UPON A WITNESS or potential witness." The Defendant

does not agree that this language is vague or broad, but rather

it insists upon a very narrow and specific action of conveying

this offer or bribe to a witness themselves. 

As a result of the Courts error in misinterpreting this statute

the Jury is presented with a misleading instruction, which according

to State V Mills, 116 Wn. App. 106 constitutes an error of

Constitutional, magnitude. 

This argument then shows a manifested injustice, for had the

Jury been properly instructed, Jury instructions 19 & 20 would

have been considered within their legislative intent, and the

Defendant would have been found " Not Guilty", of Count III, of

his charges: Bribing a witness. 
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ISSUE # 5

Formerly Ground 10) 

THE DEFENDANT WAS SUBJECTED TO DOUBLE

JEOPARDY UNDER MERGER DOCTRINE AND UNIT

OF PROSECUTION WHEN THE COURT ALLOWED HIM

TO BE PRIED AND CONVICTED OF BRIBING A

WITNESS: TAMPERING WITH A WITNESS- AND

ANOTHER COUNT OF TAMPERING WITH A WITNESS, 

WHEN ALL STEM FROM ONE SINGLE COURSE OF CONDUCT. 

In this case the Prosecution asserts, and the Court allowed, 

the Defendant to be charged with three individual charges resulting

from a single course of conduct, namely: The Defendant was charged

with Bribing a. witness, and Tampering with a witness in regards

to Julia Weed, stemming from a letter written to the Defendants

Mother ( See Ex. # 6 Pg. 6- 7), and another charge of Tampering with

a witness in regards to Ally Gibson, stemming from these same letters

and two additional letters ( See all of Ex. # 6). 

The Defendant argues that three facts are being over looked

in allowing these three charges to stand independently, and that

cumulatively this constitutes Double Jeopardy. 

1) These statements each constitute the same course of conduct; 

2) The : Letters were never read by the witnesses, nor was the

content of Ehle letters ever relayed to the witnesses; and

3) Neither of the witnesses altered their conduct as a result

of the written communication to the Defendants Mother and his Friend. 
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1] These statements each constitute the same course of conduct: 

The Defendant in this case wrote two letters which conveyed the

following expressions, which resulted in these charges: 

Tell her [ the Defendants girlfriend Ally Gibson] she needs to get

her sister [ allegedly Julia Weed] on my/ our side for Trial." " I

need both to say that they over reacted and were just mad at me

wished to get me hurt or in trouble, but they never took or thought

that any threats from me were real or serious and I need them to

say how I was trying to do good nice things like I bought flowers

for Ally & a phone and that the phone that I was supposedly texting

from that they don' t for sure know was even me that sent every

message as other people could have sent replys as its not in my

name & people use it other than myself. Please tell my Girl what

I am saying, we gotta get her sister on our side, hell I' ll pay

if I have to." Ex. # 6. 

This passage is an example of what was said, and in fact, 

contains the bulk of what the Prosecution used. 

From these statements made to two individuals who were not

witnesses, nor whom chose to communicate these things to the witnesses, 

the Defendant was directly charged with one count of bribing a witness

and Tampering with a witness for Julia Weed, and one count of

Tampering with a witness with regards to Ally Gibson. 

As to Legislative intent: RCW Chapter 9A. 72 @ . 090 & . 120, 

are intended to protect a witness from external influences as they

represent the truth of a matter before a Court of Law. 
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In this case, the Prosecution argues that it is not necessary

for the witnesses to actually have been made aware of any statements

being made towards that effect, but just that the Defendant wrote

them. 

Determining the Course of Conduct which the legislature intended

to protect would become the first priority of review. See State

V Morales, Supra. 

RCW 9A. 72. 090: 

a) influence the testimony of that person; 

b) Induce that person to avoid legal process; summoning him

or her to testify; 

c) Induce that person to absent himself or herself from an

official proceeding to which he or she has been legally summoned; 

d) Induce that person to refrain from reporting information

relevant to a criminal investigation... 

RCW 9A. 72. 120: 

a) Testify falsely or without right or privilege to do so, 

to withhold any testimony; 

b) Absent himself or herself from such proceedings; 

c) Withhold from a lawencforcement agency information which

he or she has relevant to a criminal investigation. 

In either case the legislative intent is to prohibit one from

influencing a witnesses testimony; cause a person to absent themselves
from the proceedings; and/ or withhold relevant information. 
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In this present case, the Defendant argues that just because

the same message was written more than once, it is only justifiable

to charge the Defendant with one act. Again see State V Morales, 

Supra. 

Furthermore, because the Defendant only communicated these

statements to third parties, and because, in both instances these

statements are. made regarding how the Defendant honestly sees the

truth of the situation, thus not actually purposing to effect the

testimony of another person in an adverse way - causing them to

lie, withhold evidence, or simply not show up - but rather communicates

his desire for the truth as he knows it to be manifest; these

communications to third parties each contain only one element, which

the Prosecution wrongfully separates into multiple charges. The

elements in all three charges are the same, and as such violate

Defendants right to be protected against Double Jeopardy, see State

V Lynch V Whitted V Jefferson, 93 Wn. App. 716, 970 P. 2d 769; State

V Rerg V Recd, 181 Wn. 2d 857, 337 P. 3d 310, where the Supreme Court

has held that in such cases the Merger Doctrine is applicable. 

2] The letters were never read by the witnesses, nor was the

content of these letters ever relayed to the witnesses: 

The Defendant again draws your attention to the fact that the

legislative intent of RCW 9A. 72. 090 & 120, are to protect against

any witness being influenced by another party. The Court record

clearly indicates that neither Julia Weed nor Ally Gibson, ever
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received any form of communication from the Defendant. Neither did

a third party speak to them on behalf of the Defendant to communicate

his thoughts. See VRP April 9 Pg. 167 @ Ln. 19- 21 [ Julia Weed]; and

VRP April 10 Pg. 47 @ Ln. 25 - Pg. 48 @ Ln. 18 [ Ally Gibson]. 

3] ( Naturally) Neither of the witnesses altered their conduct

as a result of the written communication to the Defendants Mother

or his friend: 

In the American Law Reports ALR 4th, here sited as " 8 A. L. R. 

4th 769 at § 16": " OTHER ISSUES" The term " induce" in statute

prohibiting tampering with a witness, requires proof that a witness

actually altered her conduct or testimony as a result of defendants

conduct. A. R. S 13- 2804 > State V Fray, 258 P. 3d 242 ( Ariz. ct.App. 

Div. 2 2001) for additional opinion, se > 2011 WL2623832 ( Airz. ct. 

App. Div. 2 2001) 

The Defendant asserts that the record fails to reflect the

finding of such proof, and that as such the fundamental ground for

any such charge, of bribery and/ or tampering with a witness is unfounded, 

not the least to say that it is a violation of Defendants right

to protection. against Double Jeopardy. 
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ISSUE # 6

Formerly Ground 7) 

DEFENDANTS RIGHT TO DUE PROCESS WAS

VIOLAIL7 ) WHEN, ABSENT A SHOWING OF

ACTUAL CRIMINAL INTENT HE WAS FOUND

GUILTY OF TAMPERING WITH A WITNESS. 

In State V Stroh, 91 Wn. 2d 580, 588 P. 2d 1182, ( see also 8 A. L. R. 

4th 760) The Supreme Court ruled that for RCW 9A. 72. 120 " Tampering

with a Witness", there is in fact " an implied requirement that

criminal intentbe proved, even though it contains no express reuirement

with respect to intent, upon assumption that Legislature did riot

intend to enact an unjust Law." 

Further along in this same case, it is stated that " A person

is guilty of Tampering with a witness [ only] if he attempts to induce

a witness... to: ( a) Testify falsely or... withhold testimony; or

b) Absent himself from such proceedings." 

8 A. L. R. 4th 769' @ § 16 states, " Tenn " induce" in statute prohibiting

tampering with a witness, requires proof that a witness actually

altered her conduct or testimony as a result of defendants conduct. 

See State V Fray, Supra. 

In this case, while the Defendant was in State Custody, over

a course of time, he wrote three letters. See Ex. # 6. As a result

of these letters the State filed two counts of " Tampering with a

Witness" ( RCW 9A. 72. 120), charges against the Defendant. In this
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argument, the Defendant is asserting that criminal intent to obstruct

justice was never shown. 

Ex. # 6 @ PL3, identified in Trial as States Exhibit #1, was

a letter sent to Dustin Wyatt and included a separate letter to

Ally Gibson ( addressed in the letter as Bonnie) ( Ex. # 6 Pg. 4- 5). 

In this letter to Dustin Wyatt, the Defendant expresses the following

thoughts: ' Please don' t let anything bad happen to my Girl & try

to watch after her a little; Please make sure Ally don' t miss it

the Trial] she has to be there, has to be or i will be fucked & 

do 5 yrs. She my only salvation Please help make sure she don' t

sleep past or miss it [the Trial] that would be all bad." 

In the attached letter to Ally Gibson, he relays these thoughts: 

I need your help, without you I' m doomed, you need to get your

sister on the team also if you don' t I am doomed. All my faith all

my cards, my whole hand is riding on you babe; Let' s get on each

others sides again & stop hurting ourselves & eachother.' 

Ex. # 6 @ : Pg. 6, identified in Trial as States Exhibit #2, was

a letter to the Defendants Mother ( Kris Evans), expressing these

thoughts: 

Mom I need both of them to come to trial and testify. without

them I am going to prison for 5yrs.' 

Ex. # 6 @IPg. 7, identified in Trial as States Exhibit #3, was

another letter to the Defendants Mother

In almost every letter the Defendant makes statements which
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were admittedly aimed at influencing a third party to contact, 

specifically Ally Gibson. And in all of these letters, there is

a constant plea for the " truth to be told". 

This entire case evolves from two people in a romantic affair, 

who get into a heated argument and begin to banter back and forth. 

In the heat of the argument they separate, each staying with another

concerned advocate/ friend", who determines to take up the side

of the immediate party staying with them. As such, a two way

conversation, turns into a four way conversation, and the level

of spite increases and becomes more imaginative until the point

where the Defendant is in State Custody. 

To this present day, it should be noted that this quarrel never

effected the love relationship between Ally Gibson and the Defendant. 

And as the Defendant knew while he was sitting in Jail, Every spitefull

word spoken during this - relatively speaking - brief argument, 

was intended only to relate hurt feelings, to take dig' s at the

other person as an expression of a lover' s anger. 

And so the Defendant writes about his plea to recognize that

all this anger is about to result in something bigger, so he says, 

please recognize that in the grand scheme of things this has all

gone too far. It' s time to admit that the personal injury to feelings

or pride has suddenly spilled over into a larger aspect of life

that can result in major damage. It' s time to stop being spitefull

and... TELL THE TRUTH! 

This is all that the Defendant is trying to convey in these
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letters. But still, there are two extremely sour statements in these

letters, one is that: " hell I' ll pay $ if I have to." and the other

is a question solely directed towards his Mother about whether or

not Julia Weed is going to be at the trial, because if she isn' t

that would mean not guilty" ( but in this particular letter there

is no request to relay that bit of information to anyone). 

Still, with all of this information, the Prosecutor' s charge

the Defendant with two count' s of Tampering with a witness. One

count for Julia Weed, and One count for Ally Gibson. The charge

then is that according to RCW 9A. 72. 120 the Defendant attempted

to induce the witness to testify falsely; withhold any testimony; 

absent themselves from the proceedings; or withhold information

from the investigation. 

The Defendant bases his argument in this Issue on two facts: 

1] Throughout these letters, all that the Defendant did was

plead for the " Truth" to be shared by these witnesses regarding

what had occurred; and

2] That the legislative assumption of proving criminal intent, 

State V Stroh,' Supra., was never met as a result of the fact that

the Defendant was only asking for the truth to be told and requesting

assurance that the witnesses would in fact show up to trial. 

A third aspect with regards to the insufficiency of evidence

arises in this case in that not one of these third parties, namely
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Kris Evans ( the Defendant Mother), or Dustin Wyatt, chose to contact

either of the witnesses in question ( Julia Weed and Ally Gibson). 

When questioned, both witnesses swore under oath that they

had never been contacted by any person either by letter or otherwise, 

where they were able to gain knowledge of the contents of these

letters which the Defendant wrote. As a result, the burden of proof

to show that the Defendants conduct altered the testimony of these

witnesses, is as a " no brainer", not met. See 8 A. L. R. 4th 769 § 

16 in relation to RCW 9A. 72. 120 ( 1). 

The only thing that the Court record accomplishes in this regard

is to confirm that those things which the Defendant so desired the

witnesses to admit ( the Truth), was in fact the truth. For without

having received the communication being documented as the grounds

for these charges, the resulting testimony does in fact show, 

especially in the case of Ally Gibson ( the Defendants Girlfriend

and the immediate other party involved in this situation), that

most of what was said was exaggerated with the intent of causing

injury upon tte Defendant during their lover' s quarrel. See VRP

April 10 Pg. 38 @ Ln. 3- 5. 

In summary, the letters used as evidence to bring the charges

of two counts of Tampering with a witness, failed to establish a

criminal intent to obstruct justice, rather, they showed an interest

in exposing truth by encouraging the witness to show up to trial

and testify to the facts. But because this information was never

conveyed to the witnesses, it becomes ari absolute fact, established
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by the record that the letters did not alter the witnesses conduct. 

As such, the Defendant asserts that his right to Due Process

has been violated and asks this Court for relief. 
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ISSUE 11 7

Formerly Ground 8) 

THE DEFENDANT WAS DENIED THE ABILITY TO

PRESENT A DEFENSE DUE TO COURTS RULING TO

OMIT ANY MENTION OF DRUGS FROM TESTIMONY AND

COLLECTED EVIDENCE, KNOWING THAT DRUG USAGE

WAS PIVOTAL IN ESTABLISHING MOTIVE AND

EXPLAINING OTHER KEY ELEMENTS OF THE CRIME, AS

WELL AS ERRANT TESTIMONY. 

The United States Constitution at Amendment VI and XIV state

that an accused person has the right to present a defense against

any formal charges raised against them. 

In this case the Defendant claims that he was denied this right

and further biased by the Courts ruling to omit any mention of drugs

and drug usage from the Trial. 

Even the States Witness, Ally Gibson, makes a statement to the

Judge that she does not feel she can properly represent the truth

while omitting the reality of drugs and how they effected everything. 

See VRP April 10 Pg. 44 @ Ln. 15 - Pg. 45 @ Ln. 20. 

The Charges were brought against the Defendant as a result of

several Text Messages, most of which involved the mention of drugs. 

Drug usage was., the reason that the pregnant Ally Gibson did not

want CPS involved in her pregnancy, or in her other daughter' s

custody issue. 
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The Defendant would like you to examine how by removing the

mention of drugs from the collected evidence, it altered the story

of events so drastically that if changed and actually presented

a misleading alternative story. 

Jeremy od' ed idk what to do" becomes " Jeremy idk what to do". 

Ex. 4 Pg. 1 @ 1: 40. 

I lost u, my child is gonna die cause ur detoxing, and Craigs

yelling at me" becomes " I lost u my child is gonna die and Craigs

yelling at me" Ex. 4 Pg. @ 5: 50

When CPS rolls up serving papers on all I got footage video

of her a week ago smoking dope and slaming herion and being in a

perno fucking CPS would love that." becomes "... I got footage video

of her a week ago being in a porna..." Ex. 4 Pg. @ 2: 24- 2: 25. 

CPS is needing aUA from her today as I will not allow my child

to be murdered once again from her herion use" Ex. 4 Pg. @ 8: 21

The truth :Ls that drugs were so much a part of what was going

on that be excluding them from the picture, you get a whole other

image. 

The Prosecution is arguing that Ally Gibsons testimony is so

inconsistent that a Smith Affidavit is needed to secure the " truth", 

but if you listen to Ally Gibson, she is screaming out that the

reason things are not consistent is because she was so high on drugs

when doing this and that, that she cannot remember what she said, 

and acknowledges that because there was an alternate motive for
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for going to the police in the first place, that it is too hard

to keep all the: lies straight. 

The Defendant is not allowed to present a defense as such because

the Prosecutor is getting away with allowing these lies to stand

as facts, and the Defendant cannot attack them because of the fact

that he cannot mention the big elephant in the room creating the

problem in the first place... Drugs. 

The Defendant asserts that this fact crippled him so much in

his ability to represent the truth, that the Jury was able to find

him guilty evert though the evidence did not support such a finding. 

and as such the Defendant asks this Court to please, in the interest

of Justice, overturn this conviction. 
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CONCLUSION

The Defendant has show this Court how Justice was Mocked time

and time again during this Trial. How The Prosecutions two witnesses

conspired against the Defendant in order to get him out of the way

by going to the police and making false accusations. They lied about

being in fear of the Defendant, and showed the Court this in so

many ways, ways in which the Defendants Lawyer failed to represent. 

And how all of this manifested such a gross misrepresentation of

Justice, that the Defendant believes that when you are open to

reviewing the facts, you will agree. As such the Defendant asks

for one of two possible outcomes to be ordered by this Court: 

1) A new Trial is ordered so that the facts of this case can

be examined and set before a Jury. This time without these same

injustices impeding the Defendants ability to present a defense; or

2) That this Court outright Dismiss this case on its merit, 

seeing that the Defendant was injusticed as a result of misrepresented

facts, the likes of which, if corrected would not leave a legitimate

case for the State to Pursue. 

Thank you. 

Most Humbly Submitted, 

DOG E3Gp9(n9
Jerem—RSsenba.um

29 X15
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E. Oath of Petitioner

STATE OF WASHINGTON

ss. 

COUNTY OF Gc N)00' ") 
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is the person who appeared before me, and said person acknowle/dged that 14K- signed this

instrument and acknowledged it to be Ft i5 free and voluntary act for the uses and purposes • 

mentioned in the irl tnmmei4, 
E Z W!C° l•% 
sic; F' . i'% -- _. 

NOTARY "• . Mi Ke ANILKy
Notary Public in and for the State of Washington

s to

P.UBLlO ' Residing at: etAWIII W 0
1. '' 1/4.- o 2 s ly;t My appointment expires: if o ( Zo r g

If a notary is not aVam1411a' 

sh
plain why none is available arid indicate who can be contacted to

help you find a notary: 
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KELSO POLICE DEPARTMENT
STATEMENT

Hobson A\\ t, C1st Jai oa/ g_ 
Name ( Last, First, Ivjiddle) Date of Birth

7b 5et- 1402
Address

Home Phone Work Phone

l3- 
Incident Report Number

MiV 04 Fad 7( o
Date ;

m
Time

9( e / co ( 0 /t' C onpard'Nk. 
Location of statement

I ( LC / SU v'—' voluntarily make this statement in connection with a criminal investigation. I certify
under pen lty of perjury that the facts conte

Iixpel
herein are true. 
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I have read the foregoing staternent and certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing statement is truetrue and correct. ( RCW 9A.72. 085.) 

Signature

GXb+,o i“t.1



KELSJ POLICE DEPARTi, IENT
STATEMENT

I! bson x= 111 Oktisere
Name ( Last, First, Middle) 

761 retJ, 5-11e e- Tr a

Date of Birth

Address

Home Phone

Incident Report Number

O7
e Time

6 l f r) 6 II(' e/& 
Work Phone Location of statement' 

uv

voluntarily make this statement in connection with a criminal investigation. I certify
under penalty of perjury that the facts contained herein are true. 

f\

f,A\(\ 1 r o n A A1 r1 MnS - fru
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I have read the foregoing statement and certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing statement is true and correct. ( RCW 9A. 72. 085.) 
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KEE S J POLICE DEPART V LENT
STATEMENT

Ilan IgI LI glare / / 
Name ( Last, First, Middle) Date of Birth

Address

Home Phone

Incident Report Number

Date Time

Work Phone Location of statement

I voluntarily make this statement in connection with a criminal investigation. I certify
under penalty of perjury that the facts contained herein are true. 

u \ rYV,-
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03e -v) \ft,LP . l 1 \ n'\ (" c e Sore a HI - 
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I have read the foregoing statement and certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing statement is true and correct. ( RCW 9A.72. 085.) 

4- 1hTj / 1./ 
Sign ture

h;14bie", 



KELSO POLICE DEPARTiVIENT
STATEMENT

Name (Last, First, Middle) Date of Birth

1_O\ Grade Yie/ W) \, o4
Address

Home Phone Work Phone

2195
Incident Report Number

Date Time

Loca ion of stateme t

I ' tx_1L L T" 1 . W i A_____ voluntarily make this statement in connection with a criminal investigation. I certify
under penalty of perjury that the facts contained herein are true. 
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I have read the foregoing statement and certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing statement is true and correct. ( RCW 9A.72.085.) 
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KELSO POLICE DEPARTMENT
STATEMENT

Name (Last, First, Middle) Date of Birth

Address

Home Phone Work Phone

Incident Report Number

Date Time

Location of statement

I voluntarily make this statement in connection with a criminal investigation. I certify
under penalty of perjury that the facts contained herein are true. 
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I have read the foregoing statement and certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing statement is true and correct. ( RCW 9A.72. 085.) 

Signature
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U wanted mein prison ur.not
welcome here in about a hr u
1,1411 have a restraining order
put onu



will have a restraining order
putonu



igj
2 L. 34

2c,14222,1I.M.'* 16. 
ar43101:14.tovia

cTh

toe

Ur not marcing ner lite any
better bitch



Do it then' I•don't'watntthe
l ieunS cunt in my life



1/ 2 Cause of u and her the
police found kerion here last
night and are waiting for
test back to see if I'm

getting vussca charges that
will send me to prison





U have no _fucking Idea who or
what I'm about ur top callIng
ass just cost me a 6 time
feforratleast 2- 3- g in

prison so fuck•u and ally

Neither of u are welcome

here all her belonging.s I
dropped off outside goodwill. 



Her shits outside goodwill and
also we are at the

courthouse now

And sense u calledthe cops

cps is needing a UA from her
today as I will not allow my
child to be murdered once
again from her herion use, 



to • ay as I wi no a ow my
child to be murdered once
again from her herion use

Please -stay -1 need u like
said -last ni ht.Ineed .u: 



But u always leave when I
need u the most



Please don't laugh this isn't
funny



No shit I'm not I just want to
be held from someone I



4-iP14Mitr.±Ari-Sk.,7iciric* SMO* 4;-iii-ararcetinigittraaainfiliztak7C, 



Becausepfu..I"mTgoing to be
lettljtv.--rreste4:17nost. likely
today and wTlI be do?n3 2- 3

1/ 2 And I'm sorry I feel as if
she don' t care don't look as

Ishe does when she knows I'm
going. to be doing 2- 3 yes for
this and won't even spend a
little time



And that's why I've been
trying to overdoes myself
cause I know if she loved me

she would be comforting and
working on us not running
from me





Fuck ur the reason this is

taking place



I will not so to ambulance
without her



without her

U tal led the cops and" took 2- 3
yes out of roy Al lys ànd our
kids lives

Sorry :: hate.0 think it

would be apparent why

Called the cops overa hand
beim. Shut in a door.r
serious



I.am trlying_.to,,talk *o -.ably Ef u
want me tastop u:,.w, ll hand
her the phone _._ • 



Or roes she gust want

wr, christina to be the one that
comforts me and takes her

role over in my life as she' s
back today and been worried
trying to get me to spend
time with her unlike ally she's

ignoring and running when I
need her the most

Block away I know were u live





L.
SulO\ 

Atb n\ -Q - 
U pC6S

t 4) 

i1', Az) ' 43

uy it) Vac

And u are standing in the way
and buy standing in the way
are making me not go seek
medical attention and refuse` 

amb ulance unless ally shows
her concern enough to be
there with me

Ally u know how serious I am

E3



Why do'u-hate me why:<rid u
freak yesterday` cause I
wouldn't go to dustlins



Not this, She's killing her
baby' s dad buy running and
not being there when he's
crying pleading and begging
for her to hold him. Is that
love or hatered. Its hatred

U called the cops on me then

Dave the obdasidy to ask if u
can have my fish cause I'm



V called the cops on me then
have the obdasidy-to ask if u
can have my f• ish cause Vr
either killing myself or going
to 'prison





U have some serious loyalty
issues ally hanging out and. 
leaving with that cop calling
bitch that just got me
busted°. For real wow ally... 

Thank you for making me go
to prison and missing my
baby' s birth• 

I hate a

I hate u

Those pies and videos also are

going online for turning me in
to the cops



CP' s has been called buy my
sister and my mom and sister
will fight u to get custody af' 
my child and they will win

co4d , M\ 

ev FS
ow

C,' idni Ne. 



That both gust dissapeared

63

30



Bring them back now

There kas been no one in this
house but u two sense I last
saw them



I know u stole the Toshiba
and the HP bring them back
now o otherwise u both are

going to jail for theift first
degree as those two laptops
value over 29000 dollors



going to jail for theift first
degree as those twolaptops
value over 29000 donors



Did I deserve u first to call

the cops getting me busted
then stealing my and Craig' s
laptops

u love someone you don' t

abandon them when they are
in need of you and call the
cops on them then steal two
laptops from them wtf did I
do to deserve your treatment



Ydaiikno.wJ;Viti:::alt.tadyji-going-to • 

400sl.-Sz

Bring. the laptops back or
there being reported and u
Lfll be going to jail with me
and your sister as well for

accomplice and CP' s will not

Tvearh?abackto u
1

6 3
Pfi 35



Bullshit if she didn't then why
ain't they here and why she
so presistant in leaving fuck
u thief

1st degree theft against
your kids dad that's a new low



She don't set here to find
these laptops within a half

hour then she's proving her
guilt



Is she gonna come proveher

innocence or proveguilt buy
not helping

You know I find you dispicable • 
and can't stand your ass
fuck u theif



and can't stand your ass

fuck u theif

Her case worker wants a UA
today or well u know

No go into the local office to
take the UA bye the end of
the day Ts what she been told
Ito do



They did or would if she
would come to get served



Why dou hate me ally enough
to steal my laptops and get
me busted yesterday





I, 5C K 5G
c s

ct\` scia

Mcgtx
fir. 
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ar

3eremy od' ed idk what to do

Idk uwant urskit but u

showed 3eremy the real u and
u don't give a fuck about him
I wino



And if u don't want to be with
me I need to know cause
Christina's on her way ovrr

C) o u love me are u coming
home or do I do what ur

showing u want me to do and



Do u love me are u coming
home or do I do what ur
showing u want me to do and
move on

U know° My dogs been hit by
car and irk what I can do I
lost u my child is gonna die
cause ur detoxing and Craig's
yelling at me and I'm gonna
go to pri

Christina is coming over and I
gust did a phat hit white 0000 0

show me u care °°° 

E4

P4 3



And I am about to have to

drowned my dog to the tub so
he don't suffer anylonger as
Craig can't afford to fix him





U know 1 reacted crazy° 
After reading ur text to me
from this phone



Ur heartless cold as stone, I

seriously just need to go to
the seventh floor

I'm going crazy and am a
danger to everyone idk what. 
to do I'm scared

I'arn so asking for help please
help I'm not sane I'm 9.onna
hurt myself0000 I need to hear
ally voice

I, beg ally to call I can't do or
take anymore crap Allyson
tike only reason I was holding
Ono

n Pe• 



Eake anymore crap Allyson
the only reason I was holding
on. 

Ally call me x need to talk
please hold u one° Last time

before I go admit myself to
the. ward

Ally 3eremy is lost it and
needs u he's awreak please
call him

Culla can u please have ally
get whole of me please and
thank u



Ally the cops were just here
waanting to know were
3eremy was

Dean told me u don't have a
sister



Don' t fucking think, U have
any right

U got non that's my child she' s
caring

Then tell 'her she needs to

come'talk with me or I will -do
any -means to get were I can
talk to her. 

14



P nYMeans even if Its life or
death freedom or prison. 
That child she Carreys Is part
him and I g.et a say In what
goes. down, Willingor not

I don' t care u ain't standing. 
1n my way I will cause a God
Dan hollcost to: have a say so
it that child' s life



41

1
0

lone'', 5, 14 lt PM

360749i-701

Lwkwycnii3iyoyea-sesassaswirsat

Icadvi§e asking her tO
contact Me other'wiSe GPS. 

be involved

753. 

t'at

I-gottpientrot-leverage to

make hernever:get

rtrihing. off
withouttne.to,kenawick, 
tnychild. 

will fucking find my child
and

toni;
thoP01€ 4 to clIpbord:°

n±

C1PikAei
0000000000000000



and ally and ur gonna not -like
Coni ht,,, o „ o when CPA

rolls up srlerving papers on
ally

O.ot footage video of her a
weekago smoking dope and
and slamin herionand being in
a porno



And I know I'm already a dead
man ask ally heart infection
been diarnosted and ur

threats make. Me laugh

Ill bail out lol or I get - 

someone to insure my rats no
show or u can.. just tell her to
come see me and we all get, 

along . 

Ps 14'. 



v;Jhat a joke f#***** staying
down and dirty I know she TI
staying clean

cif
is



ELI
Pt. Its



d.1m seriously firm ng. for her
to hold me more then my urge
for heroin I feel like I'm

dieing and the differance Ts
with out ally I wanna die

Pc, t1



HER PROBLEM IT IS IF SHE

CARES ABOUT THAT UNBORN

CHILD

lJ saying she don't wish her
kids dad get off drugs and
gets a job and pays his part

All that's not her problem? 

Its not her problem that her

baby' s dad Is fucking suicidal
without her to comfort he in

my stressfilled enviroment

Ps ltd



without her to comfort he in

my stress -Filled enviroment

Its verizon Motorola raze m

yr contract and I'm paying
for it so I can get: ahold her
and for her CPA case and

emergancys

Please can I • just meet u two
for 30 minutes to give her a
few things



wanna give her the phone
flowers and I bought arhiah a

leap frog3 for Xmas for- ally
to; give arhigh

Pcu



IAlly.last time I saw her was
nice and L gave her: suboxin
and gave her.her amulet . 
Pendant: back: from Christina

She wouldn't say fuck you, 
Ally is crazy in love; and would
be loyal and defend me thick n
thin. as she's always a Done

towards me

Will two meet me to get allys- 
Phone. and arktahs gift and

P,d lyson flowers and card , 

ft, 



I twill CapTed tocltipboard
eves in or I th in prison



I will harrass her tell she
gives in or I'm in prison

E

9E' 21
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I don't got kids

Say that one more time.0
Cunt and ill fucking kill u and
Thyself

Ey
ktS



Say hat one more. time

Cunt and VI -fucking: kil a --and
myself:.` 

v
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Ally its Anna found our purse

5

hone and u really are
destroying that dirt bag9
maybe a little to much. 

iTtrf

it—icm'artistrat.\ 0-:"-.•14)%rt

tr.-Ent-or-Tr!' , scace.; 

I got your purse and gave it

to 3eremy and he gave me or
numberlto reach u you know

hie' s got u a really pretty
b'ou et f roses and aqu o

Verizon contract
65



nd about your card you know

all I want is somebody to
f****** show a little concern
and you know just be there is
that too muck ° to ask at me
we were best

laley I just spent over too to
set us f****** phone I
f****** spend like 40 on the
f`****** flowers and a
hundred f****** 30 on this
f****** leap frog 3 a

65

Aa. 



744

friends we were like Bonnie
and Clyde we were like the

best suit in a deck

7-&:•Nzif.7 7 - 

sicANOle__ 04.S5

i,k\pst. 

rend your throwing it all away
because I accidently smashed
your hand in the door grow up

ou promised you wouldn't ever

hold or keep my kid from me
why do you hate me• so much I
am trying go get clean

C5

9163Cr. 



am rying go se c can

Your seriously going to have
yourbaby's father not be: 
part ,of there life because of
that seriously your no mother
at all Iremember your.. 

promise to me: y_, 

zx?n: and..I'l l.. make sure sense -u
won't let me be ®n: my kids
then I tomorrow am doing
everything, in my power to
ruin your chances with arhiah

You wanna do this the easy' 
weight way and both work
together and support one
anot Pled tofclipboard ay
both o .. lk to



ano er or • o is a way
both of us will never talk to

one another ever ag, ‘-\ 

And Iwill the .make it my daily
a

mission to punish you for

being so ignore ant and
selfish





I don't wanna be with you - 
acauseyouwalkedway when

Ineeded`u od and u

promised u would be''there
and: hel p• no matter• what you

also TTsaid...you wouldn't 1



I will not ever leave you

alone you. have my kid you
have to do with me forever
deal with it

Luse to used to talk about

our family talk about f****** 
how we can always talk to
each other and how we
always felt so f****** close

to each other and

ow you never told anybody



Mk
cSA. \ 

Vat

C)\. \\ tt t
ccs,\ S

C\. 

I've never opened up like I
have to you same with you to
me you and me are best

friends you're just hurt and

so my to stop hurting each
other please for



And what did I seriously do to
you to make you f****** feel

this way to sleep what did I
do I'm getting clean I am
clean I'm f****** all day and
a half clean

lif
PEi to



seriously hate why .;are .you_ 
doing. this to me do you
realize L, will f *****`loll
myself

I will. not..stop: talking to you
l;.w?ll not.stop:f# . M... quit

seriously

ono no no

ES
P6 % I



I will FtM* M* 
why;do`you

f .t**Y* 
hate-me.why why why - 

uii' y why` 

On°I'm going: to make Sure°you
never f****** see her again
you stupid little b**** you

don't .deserve ur youf*#** 
abandon her

pc a



You're f****** heroin addict
a f****** escort and you

know what tomorrow me and
Craig are going down to CPS
din my mom and my sister are

going to CPS my m

6
ktA

c\tc-e-0
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Oh and: on ohandyou thought
you got beat last time saw

you if you don't quit your

s$'** you're going tof****** 

ES
Pc a



WWI

ills tills alley or 3ulia an you
know I'm trying to- f****** 
talk to Allie do it you have
nothing to f****** do with

you!=re noteven her blood

so -stop' 

Or I will hire every f****** 
junkie f******.meth addict

crackhead to f****** find you
f*** you -make your life' 

miserable _ 



Or I will hire every f****** 
junkie f****** meth addict

crackhead to f****** find you
and f*** you make your life
miserable

B*#"*** I know you'f****** 
work you f stupid

b**** i Ellie told' me where you
work your f****** dumb`"you

f****** b**** you're f****** 

flatter your wh

P6 1S



f****** b**** you're f****** 

flatter your wk

I swear to God. if Allie doesn't

come talk -to me today
tonight hold chances of

seeing Araya will never
f****** happen never you

don't g.et it

Take a look outside I found
your vehicle you f****** dumb
ass broad

se& 



U was just the other day
saying how we were moving
away from here

E5



Lol its right one o know who

Hived there before u

ES



Can drive this-phone for ally
to, sp.mewher.•a to meet' 





Can I meet to give u this pH
one



o98PM,:. 

Copied to clipboard

Ijjust want her to have this



g49 PM

No stop f****** trying to get
me to myself



No stop f****** trying to get
me to myself

Why are you doin5 this to me
thought you were doing

that

You know that poem you
wrote a while back about
f****** cutting. yourself
wish you could see me right

now



Hey I'm dropping. all this stuff
off at Deans will you go pick

you up at Deans

I will not leave you alone you
f****** threaten to f****** 
not f****** let me have part

of my f****** .kids life I

guess what I'm going to
f ***** 

t o  o

fi t.irean 12[ 



I don't wanna do this

pse most likely wouldn't kill
myself and leave your baby
father list

Hey I guess if you don't want

these flowers I'm torn away
if you don't want this phone
I'm going to sell it all for
f#***** heroin .and. and I'm
gonna rela



I'm going to sell it all for
f****** heroin and and I'm
gonna Tela

You know what you want me
to be a deadbeat you want me
to f****** not be in your life
fun I don't want to be in your
life f*** you and you know
what I do

n't want to f****** have

anything to do with that
f_r***** baby I don' t want
nothing to do with you ever
again your f****** p**** is
loose it ft*.***t.s.tin
tr{" 



f****** baby I don' t want
nothing to do with you ever

p**** again your f , s

loose it f****** stin

You know why did you f****** 
say you wanted to have a kid

with me ' f you're just going
to f****** sit there and do
this and f****** not let me be
part of

it huh why did you f****** 
tell me you wantedto have a
family together if you' re not
going to f****** work in

try to f****** make
KTP O

it work

ray I am sorry wi never do



ry a.m sorry I will never do
drugs a,gain I will never kit
you again I am sorry I am
sorry I seriously have one
ove,r 24 hours with no drugs
3hdLam.fS** 

V.3

why do you f****** hate, me

because I hate you I'm sorry
I'm sorry I'm sorry I will
f****** let you f****** hTt

me a million goddamn times
f****** sor

going. crazy I'm losing my
f****** mind I just want to

build do be held by you I
f313131';

i2e.e.cL our comfort I
need



degrading. f****** talk to

put down and then losing you
the only thing that f****** 
makes it worthwhile to wake
lup to I haven't been able to
sleep sinc

e you le -ft I haven't been on
the rest since you left I
haven't done drugs in over 24
hours I can't do it I -F****** 
wanna kill myself

Aly please think about the, 

pin you're in detoxing and
then opplie-d -to cltpboardt rth a
habit - , v • , • • tuck



en imagine eing me wi a

habit I have and being stuck
in this house with the stress
Is a f**** 

I could do It and stay strong
if I had u holding me
confoling me I for that° 
would find peace and rest
enough to kick these demons
I have

only need u backing me and
could kick these demons

baby



I ain't strong enough buy
myself

Ilie come on the first time I
ever got you flower's and

you're going to reject them
you're making justf****** 
died before you can get them
f****** make me cry

whenever without having to
use mine so I f*#**## work

my f****** ass off .lost.. 
f****** two days I got you
one and you f****** reject it

And then I knew you needed a
f»E***** phone foryour

f31***** caseworker about to

P63 



Nile come on the first time I
ever got you flowers and

you're going to reject them
you're making gust f****** 
died before you can get them
f****** make me cry

whenever without having to
use mine so I f****** work

my.f****** ass off lost
f****** two days I got you
one and you f****** reject it

And then I knew you needed a
JF****** phone for your
f****** caseworker :about to

get ahold of you in for you to

go get a hold of your family
and what: not. 

P633



SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR COWLITZ COUNTY
STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) 

Plaintiff, ) No. 13- 1- 01538- 0

vs. ) STIPULATION OF THE PARTIES

JEREMY DAVID ROSENBAUM. ) 

Defendant. ) 

The State and Defense stipulate and agree to the folio lig: 
Jeremy Rosenbaum wrote the attached letters: 

State' s exhibit # 1 - Addressed to Dustin Wyatt, beg ming Dustin, What' s been
up?... And including the letter addressed to `Bonnie" 

State' s exhibit #2 — addressed to Kris Evans, beginning " Dear Mom, How you
doing?..." 

State' exhibit #3 — addressed to Kris Evans, beginning Dear Mom, What' s been
going on?..." 

STIPULATION

h' br' 

Pat k



Additionally, the parties stipulate and agree the letters are admissible as evidence. The

jury may consider these stipulations as undisputed evidence of facts. 

Arnie L. Hunter, Bar # 31375

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
Cowlitz County

STIPULATION

Dan Morgan, Bar # 

Defense Counsel

Jeremy Rosenbaum, defendant

54
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FH
TE OF W=A

ARS HENT

ir

Local RIL Number :
2- ° 2' Washington State Certificate of Death Slate Foe Nurnbe

Legal theme IrrclueoAKAl J rrml First middle LAST SlJllx Death DUIO

March 9, 2014MARTIN CRAIG SPANGLER Sr. 

2014 45343

505 ( WF) 

Male

1I

a. Age - lost Birthday db. Under 1 Year
81 / apeths Days

4c. Under 1 Day
Hours Minutes

5. Social Security Number

531- 30- 1757
6. County of Death

Cowlitz

Dlrlhdato

Oct. 15, 1932
Be Birthplace ( 0.ty. Towa or county) 

Everett
Pb. ( Slow or luratgn Country) 

Washington
9. D medusa' s Education

high School Graduate

10. Was Deeedenl of Hispanic Origin? ( Vos or No) it yes, speedy. 

No 11. Decedenos Raco( s) Caucasian
12. was Dosodont over in 5 S. 

Mndd Forces? Yes

13a. Residence: Number and 5 rent leg., 624 SE 5' 51 ) ( Include API. WS

202 SW 6th Ave. 

13b. City or

Kelso

Town

13c. Residence: County

Cowlitz

130. I ribol Reservation Name (il oppticuolo) 13e. Stale or Foreign Country

Washington
131Zip Code
98626

r 4 13g. Inside City Limits? 
m Yes DN. Dunk

14. Estimated length of lino al reside co. 

Unknown

15. Marital Status at Time of Death

Divorced
16. Surviving Spouse' s or Domestic Partner' s Name (Dive norm poor ID first rvo1age) 

17. Usual Occupation pndlC. in lyra 01 µ alk done Ca mg rmsl of vv, k ing We ( D0 NOT U511 1 01'0100) 

Welder

li. K illd of Dnsiness/ I ndusl ry ( 5n not tae Company

Lumber Manufacturing
Nono) 

19. Fathers Name ( First. MNdlu. Last. Sulti,l

Y g

0. Mother' s Name Before First Marriage ( First MOOD. 

tle

Last) 

21. Informant'stoDecedent

a Samnoen 122 Aunt
23. Mailingri

d. { A8 Vancouver, 

Srandt7Stonew
o:y1', To,nr

a1.. ioWA a9 661
4. P004 or Duut . a paaN0i 150 Hosp, 10i: ;,!" • PD. of

At

Death. a Damn enceinte So aro Omer Ilan

Lome

n Hasnitar. 

5. Facility Name 01 Hol 0 treaty, glue nsmbor 0 srmvl or l00, 0mr) ': 

202 SW 6th Ave. . l i' 2 111)_ 

26a. City, Town. or Location al Death

Kelso ,- n . , 

2613. Stale

WA
27. Zip Code
98626

1 8. Method of Disposition

Cremation

9 Place of Final Disposil O ( Pau', of coracmd, ciathith

Portland Cremation Center
Il hi )- rh: It 1' 0, 301 Catiati FO

Portland, 

Iy7Town. and

OR

Slate

11. Nagle and Complete Address O1 Funeral Facility •/ 7 1' 
Columbia Funeral Se vice 110 Male St1 , Longview IWA 98632I' , 

32. Date of Disposition

12, 2014

33. Funeral Director Signature x  

pis K. i I• 
J!,.)

March

II Ij I til
l / I' 

IL. / _ int - s. -t. ) / r1 ) i. 
Cause of Death15ousuctions and examples) 

4. Enter the Chain of events - diseases, injuries, or complication- that directly caused :he death. DO N01, enter ierminal events such as G rdiac arrest, respiratory auesl. Or

enlricular fibrillation without showing the). etiology. DO NOT ABBREVIATE. Add additional lines if necessary. 

IMMEDIATE CAUSE ( Final disease or Cardiopulmonary1'lE11. 1Ur2 1
In death) V 0. 

marvel iuoIweon Onset A Dvaw

J

edition resulting
Du to of 0samnaegi0000 elf' 

equentieay 11sl conmlions. if any. lending b. Nephrotic Syndrome .. 

lnlpryal Lerveen 0lI5eI& Death

O the cause listed on line a. Enter the Dun tester rrs' mm s11'a" t 00
UNDERLYING CAUSE ( 5 i55ase or Injury ' 0

ihlhal initialed the evenly resulting In c, 

Interval aalwlen Onsol A Denm

ideath) LAST Due to OF u n Lar 1uqua)) ry of) Interval leMecn Onoel A Dnnll

35. Other:significant conditions c0nsbutinq lo tenth but not resulting in the underlying muse given abevd' 6.' Autopsy?, J?. Were autopsy findings available to
Iwmplele

T
0Yes I No

the Cause al Death? 
Yea N) No

138. Manner oI Death

ti Natural '  Hdmicido

0 Accident 0 Undetermined
Suicide 0 Pending

39. 11 female

0 Not pregnant wrlhln pest year 0 Not pregnant, but pregnant within 42 be 5 before death 2
0 Pregnant al time of death 0 No) pregnant, bul pregnant 43 days to 1 year before dealh

0 Unknown ityrognanl within Ilio past yea

Did tobacco use tunlribule

to death? Yes 0 Probably
NO 0 Unknown

Injury 01 Work? 

Yee 0 No 0 010
141. Dale oI Injury luwaonvrv) 42 Hour of Injury ( 2411151 j43. Place oI Injury (o. o. Dieelonrs 5Lmd; no:couc3ron 5110. 051001011. wooded woo

45. LOC211o1) 01 Inlnry: Number' a Street. " 

r Coy or Town: • Corse) - sawn.. . Zip0

Ant

10 4. 

46. Describe haw injury 0cvmr00

1. :... n

T„,---- 

47 11 transportation

0 Driver/ Operator

0 Passer y. 

injury, specify: 

0 Pednslle h

011ier ( Speedy) 

8a. Certilylg Physician -To muww rows/ rum, my k. death ocn vitae taw, date, 480,. Medi14fE' i 0, 1 o U h W
oPinoljea ' mud ' l lee lm - 

lion. andsnvongmro, inmy
n the W050)5) and manner 5111100. 

p,,aW' rrrd duo to Na Wuse) 0) Old ' asps.' slaL'a

x X

1

Il h1? 

49. ! Mime and Address of Certifier • Physiciiai, Medical Examiner or Coroner (Typo Or Pri It) 

Brett C. Dundas, D- ABMDI 1946- 8 3rd Avenue Longview, WA 98632

L1 

50. 4 I Deatll ( 241rrs) 

1601

5,, Name and Title of Attending Physician'' it other than Certifier ( Type or Print) 52. Dale Signed IMwavvvvv) 

03/ 11/ 2Q] 4
53. Title of Codifier

Chief De. ut co_ ai4 a, 
54: License bother ' ' ., 55. ME/ Coronal File Number

14- 147

56. Was ease referred to ME/ Coroner? 

XXYcs 0 No

rr) 57. Registrar Signature _ 58. Dale Received Iuwonry

I MAR 1. 2014
59. Amondrnenls .. , 

x1116/ 
Tone l)npu nZnnurmp1uwg

JL

DOH/005 003 MatUl 2012

DOH 01- 003 ( 1115) 

1m, rr_nr

11

yo Y10r1t4:>' VS

r'i PA 1



06/ 09/ 2013 01: 54 3604425% 3

COWLITZ COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT
CAUSE # ( 5. (rO& 1 22'( 

TIE EE INFORMATION AND PROBABLE CAUSE SHEET

PAGE 03/ 04

FILED
SUPERIOR COUR( 

2013 JUN 10 P 2 U 9

Go,' i_ i I Z COMFY
t:' i E':% y n. LITTLE, CI ERA

Incident No. L13- 14941 Offense: RCW 9A. 36. 031- Assault 3i12 Degree
LMC 9. 12. 010- Assault 4 -DV

Offense

Date: 

June 7, 2013 Date/ Time of Arrest: 6- 7. 13 3: 03 P. M. 

Date/ Time of

Booking: 

6- 7- 13 3: 24 P. M. 

ARRESTEE IDENTIFICATION

Name: Weed, Julia Rose DOB: 9- 2- 1990

AKA: SID#: 

Address: Transient

Phone: None Co- 

Arrestee/ suspects: 

None

VICTIM INFORMATION

Note: If child sex offense, DO NOT use child' s name, use JANE or JOHN DOE with child' s DOB. 
If victim contact information confidentialDONOT list

Victim

Name: 

Ofc. Chris Angel

Geremy A. Grochow
Victim

DOB: 

1- 5- 1977

6- 9- 1989

Victim

Address: 

Longview P. D. 

Transient

Victim Phone: 442- 5800

PROBABLE CAUSE STATEMENT

You must state probable cause for each new felony, misdemeanor, or traffic offense. Include the types and
approximate value of property damage or property taken In property offenses and the type, amount, and field test of
controlled substance In drug cases. For citation cases, attach a citation copy in addition to stating probable cause. 
Failure to provide a statement of probable cause will result in a prisoner' s automatic release from custody. Attach
extra sheet if necessary. 

On June 7, 2013 LPD Officers responded to a report of a fight in the parking lot of the Family Health
Center located at 1057 12"' Ave. Dispatch advised that the fight was between a male and a female
who were associated with a blue jeep. When I arrived on scene a large group of people were outside
and several people were standing near a blue jeep which was occupied by a male, Geremy Grochow. 
A female, Julia Weed, was standing in the back door of the jeep on the drivers side. Grochow was
sitting in the drivers Seat. 

I asked a bystander 'what was going on. She said that there had been a fight and indicated
Grochow and Weed. Weed was standing In then door of the jeep with her bads to me. I could not
see what she was doing lin the jeep. I asked her to get out of the jeep and got no response. I again
said, " Maam, get out of the jeep, I need to talk to you. Again I got no response. I then said, " Maam, 

E8



06/ 09/ 2013

7-\.
1

01: 54 3604425963 PAGE 04/ 04

Longview Police, I need you to get out of the jeep and talk to me." She again did not respond. I
tugged on the back of her shirt with one hand while again telling her to get out of the jeep. She
pulled away from me. I then pulled harder on her shirt telling her to get out of the jeep. She pulled
away then elbowed me hard in the chest with her right elbow. I grabbed her and pulled her out of
the jeep. She spun towards me then tried shoving me backwards with both hands. I grabbed her and
pushed her against a car we were standing next to before pushing her to the ground. Officer Ripe
came up and assisted me in getting her handcuffed. We then took Weed to my patrol car and placed
her in the back. 

I read Weed the Miranda warning and asked if she understood. She said, "Yeah". I then asked her
what had happened. She did not say anything. Weed refused to say anything else about the incident. 

Other officers interviewed witnesses who said that Weed had been seen assaulting Grochow while
he was sitting In the vehicle. Grochow, who Is Weed' s fiancee, denied being assaulted when asked by
officers. Several witnesses provided written statements. 

Weed was transported to the jail where she was booked for Assault 3' d Degree and Assault 40' 
Degree -DV. 

105712" Ave. Longview

The facts of the alleged criminal activity took place in Cowlitz
County, WA at: 

I certify under penalty of onion and under the laws 0f the State of Wa ' germs that the remotes rtaten' ennt s) of probable cause Is true and correct

Date: 6- 7- 13

Agency: Longview PD
City: 
Phone: 

Lou: 
442-5800

Officer' s Signature: e
Print Name: i C. An

vaivile
Supervisor' s Aggro . 

I certfy und@r Ity Of perjury and under the laws of the Sta Washington that I read the foregoing affidavit of Officer
Yi' 

P
f^ verbatim eiephonir jly Judg mmissioner k't,r., M$ 

an u ti 9̂- R at 6405r arfl7p • rthercertify that said Judge/ Commissioner has authorized
me to check the appropriate box below. 

Deputy/ Officer Signature: 
Paint Name: ic.t \ soakµ,. 

The foregoing affidavitestablishes probable cause sufficient to detain the above- named arrestee. 

0 The foregoing affidavit DOES NOT establish probable cause sufficient to detain the above- named arrestee. 

Date Signed: Judge/ Commissioner

2
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR COWLITZ COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) 

Plaintiff, ) 

v. ) 

JULIA ROSE WEED ) 

Defendant. ) 

No. 

FACSIMILE AFFIDAVIT

RE: PROBABLE CAUSE

GR 17( a)( 2)) 

CERTIFICATE

in lieu of affidavit pursuant to GR 13( a)) 

The undersigned has examined the attached probable cause statement and has

determined that it consists of 3 page( s), including this page ( not to exceed 10 pages). 

The probable cause statement is complete and legible. 

1 certify ( or declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of

Washington that the foregoing is true and corr- c t: 

DATE: ( 1 40— 15
RS ON

Prosecuti'_ ttorney' s Office
312 SW First Avenue

Kelso, Washington 98626

Tel ( 360) 577- 3080 Fax ( 360) 414- 9121

Cowlitz County Prosecuting Attorney
312 S. W. 1st Street

Kelso, Washington 98626

Telephone ( 360) 577- 3080

ES
c% 



To whom it may concern, 

This letter is in regards lo the cause No. 13- 1- 01538-0 back in May 22,2014 in Cowlitz
County Superior Court. I am writing in regards to Jeremy D. Rosenbaum' s application
for release for personal restraint of Mr. Rosenbaum. I am the mother of Jeremy D. 
Rosenbaum. What I know of these case Mr. Rosenbaum is telling the truth. 
I believe that if the officers would of investigated Mr. Martin Spanglers phone records

the truth would of been told and the truth would of come out if Mr. Spangler would of

lived. He died March 9.2014. 

In all my years knowing Mr. Spangler and the relationship he had with my son was a very
jealous and very possessive relationship with my son. When it came to my son having a
relationship with a female he was very jealous. I truly believe that the system has failed my
son and judged him due to past troubles in the system. This case was not investigated

thoroughly. As to Mr Rosenbaum stating about Ally Gibson and Julia Weed being worried
about him going to CPS about the baby is a true fact. I myself and my daughter were very
concerned about

Ally Gibson and her addiction while she was pregnant with child. At this time Jennifer
Rosenbaum had called CPS about Ally Gibson. Also at this time we both were friends with. 
Ally on Facebook and just watched her but didn't have contact with her. In the reference to
Mr. Rosenbaum' s letter to me about contacting Ally Gibson and having her show up at court
never happened. I did not have contact with Ally at this time during his trail. 
I believe this trail was not properly investigated and Mr. Rosenbaum did not receive a fair
trial. 

Sincerely, Kristine Kaye Evans

K, EdicALLI6

STATE OF UTAH. 
of WCb t

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN, BEFORE ME -ON
TMIS_ L_DAY OF , 91/441 ETRE YEAR, 2M 1S
BY j<

II-
Si-in C. - .. 

AIDE VILLICANA
Notary Public • State of Utah

Commission # 662385

COMM. EXP. 01. 09. 2017

Eq
ac.ea



Court of Appeal

Division 2

950 Broadway STE 300

Tacoma, Wa 98401

Regarding case # 47267 -8 -II

July 1, 2015

To Whom it concerns: 

My name is Jackie Kimball, I am Jeremy Rosenbaums grandmother, and am writing this as an affidavit to
the above case ( 47267- 8- 11. 

Jeremy never had his own phone during the time he resided with Martin Craig Spangler Sr. in Kelso, 

Mr. Martin let him use his phone when needed. This was one of the ways he had of controlling who

Jeremy talked to. 

1 had the chance 4 different times to witness how controlling Mr. Martin was. He treated Jeremy like he

was a teenager, and unable to think on his own. Mr. Martin used to use Jeremy' s email address to post

negative things and then send them to various persons. I believe he did the same thing with text
messaging on the phone Jeremy barrowed from him. Mr. Martin was very jealous of any friends, 

expressly girls that Jeremy had. 

At the time of the alleged charges against Jeremy, Jeremy did not have access to Mr. Martin' s phone. 

To the best of my knowledge nobody in law enforcement questioned Mr. Martin about the phone in
question. Mr. Martin died around March 8th or 9` h. 

1 believe Jeremy never got proper representation during his trial, and therefore should have the chance
for an appeal. 

Thank you for your time

Jackie Kimball

1015 N Fir N11A

Jerome, Id 83338

208- 324- 9166
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DECLARATION OF MAILING N - clinic

rC) 
GR 3. 1 -% n - m

c. 
s

iD , 
Rbc., M , po Page n, 

prepaid, / i envelope(s) addressed to the below listed individual( s): A o w

C+ Of AppecA 3 01\ 1 TI— 
C\ 5° Brno : k t, icc-

y  
S l :Ck- 3° u

T-•covnc liuk9 98902v

I am a prisonei confined in the Washington Department of Corrections (" DOC"), housed

at the Coyote Ridge Correctional Complex (" CRCC"), 1301 N. Ephrata Avenue, Post Office Box

769, Connell, WA 99526- 0769, where I mailed said envelope( s) in accordance with DOC and
i

CRCC Policies 450. 100 and 590.500. The said mailing was witnessed by one or more staff and
contained the below -listed documents. 

1. M NIF. Q c—ve C Cov-tr-- f- Rbkcceo+i-k145T pfp
c3t.,/(1/4

t

71- c/ c//( 
3. / 

VttlI
D'rt ò,IL( 

TC;; C It oitivt' i- 1/ 1^'? ti(t el 634AF( 52( 
4. SA -G

2i
rn4- 1 cs̀r

5. e)C%, bh
6. 

T hereby invoke the " Mail Box Rule" set forth in General Rule (" GR") 3. 1, and hereby
declare under penalty' of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the forgoing is
true and correct. 

DATED this
LT( 

day of gyp+ , 20 r5 at Connell W 

SignaNre  


