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A. ARGUMENT IN REPLY 

1. THE TRIAL COURT DECIDED THAT THE STATE'S 
INVESTIGATION OF MONFORT'S BACKGROUND 
WAS INADEQUATE AND BIASED WITHOUT EVER 
SEEING THE REPORT PREPARED BY THE 
INVESTIGATOR HIRED BY THE STATE. 

In its Motion for Discretionary Review, the State pointed out 

that the trial court, like the defense, had compared an investigation 

into Monfort's background by a private investigator hired by the 

State with the mitigation investigation that the.defense would be 

required to undertake in preparation for the penalty phase in a 

capital case. Motion for Discretionary Review ["State's Motion"] 

at 5. Measured by this standard, the trial court found that the 

State's investigation was inadequate; the court went even further, 

calling the State's investigation biased. liL at 5-6. lhe State 

pointed out that the record did not show that the trial court had ever 

seen the report prepared by the State's investigator . .!51. at 6 n.3. 

In his response to the State's motion, Monfort has provided 

this Court with that investigator's report in a Supplemental Sealed 

Appendix. He asserts that "[t]he investigation was turned over to 

Judge Kessler and the defense in April, 2010," and that "Judge 

Kessler reviewed these materials in camera." Monfort's Response 

to State's Motion for Discretionary Review ["Monfort's Response"] 
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at 5. He relies on a letter from Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

Jeff Baird to Monfort's attorneys, dated April 2, 2010. kL 

Monfort's reliance is misplaced. In his letter to Monfort's 

attorneys, Baird referred to the investigative report and summaries 

of interviews conducted by Aimee Rachunok, the investigator 

retained by the State. Supplemental Sealed Appendix at 44. Baird 

noted that the State had already provided the defense with these 

items at discovery pages 1685~1727. kL Baird further informed 

Monfort's attorneys that the State was providing counsel with 

copies of Rachunok's e-mails to the State because "it is likely that 

we will have to provide them to Judge Kessler for his in camera 

review of documents sought from us by the Seattle Times pursuant 

to the Public Records Act." lsi (italics added). Baird added that the 

State continued to assert that documents provided to the State by 

Rachunok are work product, and thus exempt from disclosure, but 

the State was nevertheless providing them to counsel "because I 

do not wish to submit these documents to Judge Kessler for in 

camera review without providing them to you." kL 

From this letter, Monfort appears to have concluded that the 

Rachunok report and related e-mails were in fact submitted to 

Judge Kessler. The record contradicts this assumption. 

~ 2 -
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On April 5, 2010, the State filed in the trial court the 

"Prosecution's Proposed Resolution of Public Records Act 

Request." Appendix A. The State attached to this document a 

"Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log" ["Log"). ~ The State 

claimed that Rachunok's "Investigative Summary Report" 

(discovery pages 1685-1696), Rachunok's "Witness Interview 

Statements" (discovery pages 1697-1727), and Rachunok's e-mails 

to the State (discovery pages 1729-17 46) were all exempt from 

disclosure under the Public Records Act because they represented 

attorney work product. Appendix A (Log at 32-33). 

On April 13, 2010, the Seattle Times "agree[ d) with the 

PAO's proposed resolution," subject to certain exceptions not 

relevant here. Appendix B. 

On April 30, 2010, the trial court issued a "Public Records 

Order." Appendix C. In that order, the court noted that "[p]laintiff 

has not provided the court with documents that parties and 

intervenor agree are exempt or should otherwise not be disclosed." 

·lfl at 1 (italics added). The court listed which documents should be 

disclosed, and which documents had not been provided to the 

court. The court listed discovery pages 1680-1727 (which include 

Rachunok's "Investigative Summary Report" and "Witness Interview 

- 3-
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Statements") as "not provided." ~at 11. The court also listed 

discovery pages 1729~1783 (which include Rachunok's e~mails to 

the Prosecuting Attorney's Office) as "not provided." ~ 

The record is thus clear- the trial court never saw the 

investigative materials that Rachunok provided to the State. The 

court nevertheless found those materials wanting, based on 

Monfort's attorneys' characterization of the State's investigation, 

and measured by the standards for a mitigation investigation that 

apply to defense attorneys in the penalty phase of a capital case. 

This was error, and merits this Court's review. 

2. THE MITIGATION INVESTIGATION NECESSARY 
FOR THE PROSECUTOR'S PRELIMINARY 
DECISION WHETHER TO SEEK THE DEATH 
PENALTY IS NOT THE SAME AS THAT REQUIRED 
OF DEFENSE IN PREPARING FOR THE PENALTY 
PHASE OF A CAPITAL CASE. 

Monfort persists in confusing pretrial mitigation investigation 

with the mitigation information that must be presented to the jury at 

the penalty phase of a capital case. This Court should not ignore 

the distinction between these two phases of the proceedings. 

As the State pointed out in its Motion for Discretionary 

Review, Monfort's attorneys persuaded the trial court to measure 

1303·24 Monfort Supct 



the mitigation that must be gathered for the prosecutor to make the 

preliminary decision whether to seek the death penalty by that 

which must be gathered for presentation to the jury in the penalty 

phase, where the jury is deciding whether to impose the death 

penalty. State's Motion at 4-6. Monfort persists in this approach in 

his briefing before this Court. Citing to Wiggins v. Smith, 539 U.S. 

510, 123 S. Ct. 2527, 156 L. Ed.2d 471 (2003), he reiterates what a 

mitigation investigation must encompass. Monfort's Response at 

6-7. But the Court did not address in Wiggins the standards for 

mitigating information to be presented to the prosecutor in aid of the 

preliminary decision whether to seek the death penalty; rather, 

Wiggins addressed the scope of the mitigation investigation 

required in preparation for the penalty phase of a capital case. 

539 U.S. at 515-16, 519-20, 526. 

The distinction between these two phases of the proceeding 

is a meaningful one. The prosecutor's decision whether to seek the 

death penalty, while it must be a considered one, does not cause 

the defendant to be sentenced to death. Before making the 

decision, the prosecutor must wait at least the statutorily-required 

30 days, anc;l must determine whether there is "reason to believe 

that there are not sufficient mitigating circumstances to merit 

- 5 -
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leniency." RCW 1 0.95.040(1 ), (2). Should the prosecutor file a 

notice of special sentencing proceeding, this decision means only 

that a jury will decide whether the defendant will receive the death . 

penalty, based on its own consideration of any mitigating factors. 

The standards for an adequate mitigation investigation at 

these two phases are necessarily different. The mitigation 

information at each stage is for a different purpose, and the 

consequences at each stage are wholly disparate. This Court 

should not countenance Monfort's attempt to conflate the two. 

3. MONFORT'S REAL DISPUTE IS WITH THE 
PROSECUTOR'S DECISION TO SEEK THE DEATH 
PENALTY, A DECISION THAT THE LEGISLATURE 
HAS RESERVED TO THE PROSECUTOR ALONE .. 

While Monfort purports to object to the process by which the 

prosecutor reached his decision to seek the death penalty, it is 

clear that he is really asking the courts to second~guess the 

prosecutor's decision. This is not the proper role of the courts. 

Monfort made a tactical decision not to provide the . 

prosecutor with any evidence in mitigation, despite being afforded 

almost nine months to do so prior to the prosecutor making his 

decis.ion. See State's Motion at 5. After the prosecutor made the 
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decision to file the death penalty notice, Monfort consistently 

argued that the prosecutor did not have sufficient information on 

which to base his decision, and that he should have waited 

(perhaps indefinitely) for a mitigation packet from the defense. 

He now, somewhat anomalously, tries to persuade this Court 

of the "many mitigating factors" that are contained in the results of 

.the investigation into his background conducted by the State. 

Monfort's Response at 7-8. For example, he points to witnesses 

who suggested that Monfort "must have had some sort of mental 

breakdown" because the alleged crimes were "so out of character 

for him."1 19.:. 

Having passed up several opportunities to present to the 

prosecutor any information that he had in mitigation, Monfort should 

not now be permitted to argue that the prosecutor made the wrong 

decision. The prosecutor's decision was based on information that 

was far more extensive than that available to the prosecutor in 

State v. Pirtle, 127 Wn.2d 628, 641-43, 904 P.2d 245 (1995,). This 

1 One of the persons cit~d by Monfort for this proposition, Joe Boenis, also 
believed that Monfort "did not seem like the type to have an arsenal." 
Monfort's Sealed Supplemental Appendix at 18. Monfort's apartment in fact 
contained an AR-15 assault rifle, other firearms, and home-made explosives. 
Certification for Determination of Probable Cause (Detective Cloyd Steiger, 
p. 4 of 4), Appendix D to State's Motion for Discretionary Review. 
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Court should take review of, and reverse, the trial court's erroneous 

conclusion that the prosecutor abused or failed to exercise his 

discretion in filing the death penalty notice.2 

4. THE WASHINGTON SUPREME COURT·IS 
PROPERLY CONCERNED WITH THE REMEDY IF 
THE TRIAL COURT WAS CORRECT IN 
DISMISSING THE NOTICE OF INTENT TO SEEK 
THE DEATH PENALTY IN THIS CASE. 

The State made it clear in its Motion for Discretionary 

Review that it believed that the trial court erred in finding that the 

prosecutor abused his discretion in filing the death notice. The 

State argued in the alternative that, should thls Court disagree, the 

proper remedy would not be dismissal of the notice, but rather 

reopening the statutory period so that the defense could provide a 

mitigation packet for the prosecutor's consideration. 

Monfort now contends that the State is judicially estopped 

from urging this remedy. He argues that the State has taken 

inconsistent positions, that the State has misled the courts, and that 

2 The suggestion that the prosecutor improperly based his decision on Monfort's 
political beliefs is offensive. Monfort's Response at 7 n.1. The fact that the 
Investigation touched on Monfort's political beliefs is hardly surprising, given the 
notes left at the Charles Street arson scene and the corresponding flag-motif 
bandana left at the scene of Officer Brenton's murder. Certification for 
Determination of Probable Cause (Detective Rik Hall, p. 2 of 3), Appendix D to 
State's Motion for Discretionary Review. 

1303"24 Monfort SupCt 



the State's proposed remedy would be unfair to Monfort. These 

allegations are untrue. 

In arguing for reopening the statutory period instead of 

striking the death notice, the State maintains its position that the 

prosecutor complied with the requirements for the exercise of his 

discretion under RCW 10.95.040 and Pirtle, supra. If this Court 

should now decide that more is required, the only equitable remedy 

-the only remedy ~hat protects both the public's interest in seeing 

the death penalty imposed in a proper case and Monfort's interest 

in a fair hearing - is to find good cause to reopen the statutory 

period so that the prosecutor may make his decision in accordance 

with any newly imposed requirements or limitations. 

B. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth above, the State reiterates its 

request that this Court grant discretionary review in accordance 

with RAP 2.3(b) (2) and (3), reverse the trial court's ruling 
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dismissing the notice of intent to seek the death penalty, and order 

that this case proceed as a capital case. 

DATED this 22nd day of March, 2013. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

DANIEL T. SATTERBERG 
King County Prosecuting Attorney 

By:~-~ 
DEBORAH A. DWYER, WSBA 88 
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

By~-~ 
ANN M. SUMMERS, WSBA#209' 
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Office WSBA #91 002 
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17 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

vs. 

CB.RISTOPHER MONFORT, 

) 
) 

Plaint1ff1 ) No. 09-1~07187~6 SEA 
) 
) · PROSECUTIONS 
) PROPOSED RESOLUTION OF 
) PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST 
) 

Defendant. ) 
) 
) 

--------------,--------~) 

1. Procedural History •. 

. On November 12, 2009, Clu:istopher Monfo1t was charged by information with arson in 

the first degree, three counts of attempted mm:der in the first degree, artd .. one count of aggravated 

· ml,ll'der in the first degree. The King County Prosecutil1g Attorne;Y's decision whether to file 
18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

mitten notice.pursuant to RCW 10.95.040 ofa special sentencing proceeding to detennine 

whethe1· the death penalty should be imposed is currently pending. 

On February 3, 201 0, the prosecution received a request for records pureyuant to the 

Public Records Act (PRA) ftom Jonathan Martin, a reporter for the Seattle Times. The requested 

materials amoul,lted to the prosecution's enfue investigative file in this case. 

24 
PROSECUTION'S'PROPOSED RESOLUTION OF 
PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST OF SEATTLE 

. TIMES~ 1 

· Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
W!i54 King County Courthouse 
"l6Third.A.vonue .. 

pattie, Washington 98104 

ORIGINAL 106) 296·9000, FAX (206) 296-0955 

.. ---
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1 The prosecution ptomptly notified the defense of the request. On March 1, 2010, the 

2 defense filed a motion to enjoin the prosecution from releasing any infmmation from the :file and 

3 requesting that any order penrtitting disclosure be stayed pending its appeal. On March 2, 2010, 

4 the prosecution sought an order :t1nding the requested records exempt fi·om disclosure under the 

5 PRA, because the investigation into the charged crimes and into the defe11dant is ongoing, and 

6 

7 

because the file was compiled in anticipation of litigation, and constitutes work product. The 

Times, the defendant, and the prosecution have submitted numerous pleadings to the court in 

8 support of their respective positions. 

9 In a hearing on March 11, 2010, this Court indicated that an in camera review of the file 

10 might be necessary, but did not enter an order for such review. In additional briefing filed March 

11 19, 2010, the prosecution reiterated its position that all the requested :records were exempt from 

12 disclosure pursuant to the PRA, and that an in camera review was Ulmecessary. 

13 

14 2. Proposed Resolution. 

15 The prosecution continues to believe that its entire investigative file in this case should be 

16 exempt from disclosure under the PRA: disclosure would jeopardize continuing investigations 

17 of the crimes and the defendant; nondisclosure promotes the defendant's right to a fair t-rial; the 

18 file has been compiled in anticipation of criminal litigation and constitutes work product. 

19 The prosecution is mindful, however of the competing interests that may favor disclosure 

20 of some of the requested records. It can scarcely believe that the drafters ofthe PRA intended it· 

21 to compel full disclosure of a prosecutor's investigative file in a potentially capital case, before 

22 trial and before a death penalty decision has been made. However, the prosecution respects the 

23 PRA1s mandate for open government. The prosecution is also concemed that the litigation 

24 
PROSECUTION1S PROPOSED RESOLUTION OF 
PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST OF SEATTLE 
TIMES -2 

Daniel T. Sattel'berg, Prosecuting Attorney 
W554 King Cotmty Courthouse 
516 'l'hltd Avenue 
Suattle, Washlngton 98104 
(206) 296·9000, FAX (206) 296·095'5 
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1 concetning the PRA request is entedng its third month, and wishes to avoid any further 

2 unnecessary delay in the investigation and prosecution of a case of great importance to our 

3 community. In order to avoid such delay, the prosecution has recently conducted a meticulous, 

4 line-by-line review of all the requested records, in an effort to determine which of them might be 

5 released to the public without comprornising the trial process or the integrity of the ongoing 

6 investigations. 

7 This review was conducted with particular attention to records meeting the following 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

criteria: 

1. Records for which nondisclosure is essential to effective law enforcement: 

A. Records for which non-disclosme is essential to protect the integrity oftl1e 

trial process: 

1. Records describing or portraying evidence obtained pmsuant to 

search wa1:1:ants or directly from the defendru1t. 

2. Records describing or portraying critical evidence, the 

admissibility of which seems reasonably likely to be contested. 

3. Verbatim statements of critical witnesses (smnmru:ies of statements 

of these witnesses, or statements attributed to them by others, are 

not included in this category). 

B. Records for which nondisclosm·e is essential to protect the integrity of 

ongoing investigations of the crimes and of the defendant. 

PROSECUTION'S PROPOSED RESOLUTION OF 
PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST OF SEATTLE 
TIMES- 3 

Daniel T. Sattcrberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
W554 King County Comthouse 
516 Third Avenue · 
Seattle, Wnsh!ngton 98104 
(206) 296-9000, FAX (206) 296·0955 
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1 Using these criteria, and after careful review of all the records requested by the Times, 

2 the prosecution has created the Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log attached to this 

3 pleading. This Log describes each requested record, proposes disclosme ol' non~disclosnee, and, 

4 where non~disclosur.e is proposed, indicates the criterion by which this decision was made. 

5 Without waiving any claims to exemption from disclosUl'e as to any requested record, the 

6 prosecution is presenting this proposed resolution of the PRA request in the hopes that it will 

7 satisfY the diverse interests of the involved parties, and to prevent ftu:ther delay in a case of vital 

8 importance to our con:pnunity. 

9 DATED this 5th day of April, 2010. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

Respectfully submitted, 

DANIEL T. SATTERBERG 

King Co]lnty Prosecuting Attomey 

~~~~~ By: __ ~~------------~ 
JEFF BAIRD, WSBA #11731 

JOHN GERBERDING, WSBA #23157 

PROSECUTION'S PROPOSED RESOLUTION OF 
PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST OF SEATTLE 
TIMES- 4 

Daniel T. Sattt~rbcl'g, Prosecuting Attorney 
WSS4 King County Courthouse 
516 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98104 
(206) 296·9000, FAX (206) 296·0955 
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COVER SHEET: PROPOSED DISCLOSURE AND EXEMPTION LOG 

1) Code: In the explanation box of the log we have used a code to identify the basis for 
our :redactions. Here is the key to the code: · 

I. Records for which nondisclosure. is. essential to effective law enforcement: 

A. Records f9r which non~discloslll'e is essential to protect the ihtegrity of 
the t1'ial process: 

1. Records describing or portraying evidence obtained 
pursuant to search warrants or directly from the defendant. 

2. Records describing or portraying critical evidence, the 
admissibility of which seems reasonably likely to be 
contested. 

3. Verbatim statements of cl'itical witnesses (summaries of 
statements of these witnesses~ or statements attributed to 
them by others, al'e not inCluded in this category). 

B. Records for which nondisclosure is essential to protect the integrity of 
ongoing investigations of the crimes and ofthe defendant. 

2) Work Product: For all exemptions claimed in bates numbers 1-1684 we also claim 
work product. These records represent formal or written statements of fact, or other 
tangible facts, gathered by an attorney in preparation foro~· anticipation of litigation. 

--..,..-----·-···· .. ····-· ........ ~ 
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Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 

Release 

11!09/09-
11/12/09 

10131/09 

11/01/09 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Jobn Castleton 
Jon Holland, Rick 

Hall, Cloyd 
Steiger 

George Davisson 

.MarkHanf 

Exempt 11/07/{}9 ! Lisa Haakentstad 

. 
Release 11/01109 Det. Hanfto Det. 

Steiger, Det. 
Kasner 

Release ·Il/04/09 Det.. Steiger tn 
WSPCrime Lab 

Release ll/lll09 
& 

li/13/09 
Release 11104/09 Donald Ledbetter 

Release 11!15/09 

Release 11/04/09 Det O'Keefe 

Release 11/04/09 Delivered by Ofc. 
Hendry. Received 

byDet.Hanf 

Release ! 11104/09 Delivered by Ofc. 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Charging Documents 

SPD General Offense 
Report(pg. 1-4 of 49) 
SPD Property Report: 

items from scene 
SPD Property Report: RCW 4256240 (1) 
items from Monfort's 

apartment 
Email 

I 
Consumption Letter 

Evidence Receipt 
victim's duty belt (item 

12} 
SPD Property Report: 

items from victim 
Release ofEvidence 

Slleet victim's personal 
p;roperty (item 14) 
Evidence Receipt 

victim's uniform and 
ballistic vest (items 19 ! 

& 11) . 
Evidence Receipts: .40 

cal cartridge cases, 
bullet fragments, fued 
bullets, bandana & .40 
cal glock (items 1-9, 

11, 13-1&&20) 
Evidence Receipt: 

EXPLANATION 

I.A.L&2. 

- -- ····-

4/5/2010 

t, 

i 

• 

I 

,_, _, 
"' _, 
\,!) ... 

0 
a; 

"' 
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67 
68-73 

74-80 
81-82· 
83-84 

85-89 

90-% 

97-103 

104-
113 

:n4-
116 

117-
118 
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 
Release 

Release 
Release 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

11/04/09 

11/04/09 

11/03/09 
11104/09 
11104/09 

11/02/09 

11/01/09. 

11101109 

Exempt 111108/09 

Exempt 11!09/09 

Release 11104/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Hendry. Received 
by Det- Han±: 

Det-Hanf 

Det- Mark Hanf 

Det MaikHanf 
Lisa Haakenstad 
Donald Ledbetter 

Det Mark Hanf 

Det MarkHanf 

Dct Mark Hanf 

Det Mark Hanf 

Det MarkHanf 

DESCRIPTION 

crime scene images & 
bullet fragments, 

victim's clothing & 
bullet fragments (items 

1,10 & 16) 
Evidence Receipt 

misc. uniform items 
and victim's ballistic 
vest (items 19 & 11) 

Letter to WSPCL 
Summary ofEvidence 

submitted to the lab 
WSPCL Requests 

Latent Print Requests 
SPD Property Report 

Duplicate of 59-60 
SPD Property Report 

autopsy evidence 
SPD Property Report: 
evidence from crime 

scene 
SPD Property Report 
evidence from crime 
scene (pgs. 43-49 of 

49) 
SPD Property Report: 

evidence from 
Monfort's Datsun 

SPD Property Report: 
evidence from 

Monfort's Crown 
Victo:ri..a 

Donald Ledbetter I SPD Property Report 
re-exam items from 

. property 

EXEMPTION 

' 

RCW 4256.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

-·--·----- ---~----- -·· ···-·--·------··· 

I 

I 

I 

EXPLANATION 

LA. I. &2. 

LA1.&2. 

-----------

4/5/2010 

· .. 

I 

-

.... _,' 
"" ..., 
\D 
0 
co 
"' 



I PAO 
PGS PROPOSAL 

119 Release 

120- Release 
121 
122 Release 

123- Release 
124 

125- Release 
126 

127 Release 

128 Exempt 

129- Release 
131 

132 Release 

133 Release 

1134- Exempt 
135 . 
136 Exempt 

-~ 

137 Exempt 
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Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log _ 

Author/ 
Recipients 

lli03/09 J Det.. Brian Stampfl 

I 
11/05/09 Det.Dvnald 

Ledbetter 
11103/09 Det Brian Stampfl 

11/06/09 Det.Donald 
Ledbetter 

!.1106(09 Det. Mm:k Ha:nf 

11/07/09 Ofc.Ryan 
GallagJ!.er 

11/09/09 Det.Kevin 
O'Keefe 

10/31/09 Det MarkHanf 

11/05/09 j Det MarkHanf 

11/05/09 Det. Mark Hanf 

11/06/09 Sarah Atterbmy 

11107/09 Sarah. Atterbury 
ll!ID/09 R.T. Wyant 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

SPD Pxoperty Report 
fired bullet .from 

sidewalk at 161-29tb. 
aven:ue 

SPD Property Report: 
comparison of swabs 
SPD Property Report 
duplicate of pg. 119 

SPD Property Report 
vehicle processing 

#40995D 

SPD P1:operty Rermrt I 
evidence from patrol 

vehicle 
SPD Property Report 
cap orc:rOv;noftooth 
SPD Property Report RC\V 42.56240 (1) 
Monfort's t-shirt and 

shoes F 

WSPCL Requests: 
bloodstain pattern , .. 

analysis, DNA sample, 
trace refurence Sll!TIPle 

Evidence Receipt: vinyl 
siilin.g chips, wood 
splinters, gray paint 

scrapings, black plastic 
trim and aluminum 

tailgate 
Evidence Receipt: Ofc. 

Brenton's DNA 
WSPCL DNA Report RCW 42.56240 (1) 

WSPCL DNA Report RCW 4256.240 (1) 
WSPCL Firearm RC'W 4256.240 (1) _ L__ 

EXPLANATlON 

LA. L&2. 

I. A. 2. 

I.A.2. . 

_ __1-__A. 2. ~· 

4/5/2010 

" 
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co ..., 
1.0, 
0 

"' <c 



138 

139-
141 

142-
144 

145-
148. 

149 

150 

151-
152 
153-
157 

158-
167 

! 168-
i 169 
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Release 

Exempt 

Release, with 
·redactions (SSN 

pg.155) 
Release, with 

redactions 
(Social Security · 

Numbers) 
Release, with 

redactions (SSN 
pg.l68) 

! 
11/09/09 

11/06/09 

ll/07/09 

11/10/09 

11105/09-
11/08/09 

11110/09 

11/07/09 

11/09/091 

11110/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Elizabeth Newlin 
to Lisa 

Haakenstad 
Det.. Brian Stampfl 

Lisa Haa..lcentsfad 

Lisa Haakenstad 

Officer Britt J. 

Lisa Haakenstad 

DESCRIPTION 

Report 
Latent Print Request 

.223 rifle round 

SPD Property Report: 
items from Monforts 

apartment 
SPD Property Report: 
items from Monfort's 

apartment 
SPD Property Report: 
items fromMonforts 

apartment 
Receipt for:property 
found in Monfort's 

apartment 
Release ofEvidence 

Receipt Ofc. 
Sweeney's personal 

property 
WSPCL Request 

DNA. trace 
Firearm trace detail for 

9mmGlock 

Comprehensive Report 
on Sean McNally 
{original owner of 

glock) 
DOL Search: Sean 

McNally 

EXEMPTION 

I 

RCW 42.56240 (1) 

RCW 42.56240 {1) 

RCW 4256.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240and42 
USC§ 4P5(c)(2)(vir)(l). 

RCW 42.56240 and42 
USC§ 405(cX2)(v:ii)(I). 

RCW 42.56.240 and42 
USC§ 405(c)(2)(vii)(I)~ 

EXPLANATION 

LA. 1.&2. 

I. A. I. &2. 

LA 1.&2. 

I.A.L&2 

-

. LA.l. &2. 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted: 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

4/5/2010 

~ 

... 
-.l 
co 
-.l 

.\!), 
0 
co 
\!) 



PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients DESCRIPTION EXPLANATION 

170 Exempt 11/07/09 Lisa Haakenstad Receipt for Release of RCW 42.56240 (I) LA- L & 2_ 
E1ddence: Monfort's 

property 

171 Exempt 11/{)7!09 LisaHaakenstad ReceiptforReleaseof RCW4256240(1) LAl-&2_ 
Evidence:Monforfs 

prooerty 
172- Release 11/06!09 Det. Nate Janes Evidence Rereipt from. 
174 Regional Computer 

Forensics Lab: hard 
! drive from ofc_ 

Brenton's car video 
175- Exempt 10/25/09- Receipts RCW 4.256240 (1) 
177 11!03/09 L A. 1. & 2_ 
178- Exempt 11/02/09 Dr_ Harruff Evidence Transfer from RCW 6850.108 Autopsy reports are exempt from disclosure_ 
180 KCMEO to Det. 

O'Keefe, duplicate 
portion of autopsy 

181- Release, with 10/31/09 Crime Scene Log 4256240(1) and C'io/ of Release of information that would identLfy a 
191 Redactions {pg. Tacoma v_ Tacoma Ne:ws, suspect who was not charged with. a crime related 

185) 65 Wn. App- 140 (1992). to the crimes charged in this case would be 

192 Release 10/31109 Det. Kasner & SPD Major 
Steiger Investigation Sm:nma:ry 

highly offensive and not of legitimate concern to 
the-pUblic. 

193- Release 11/07/09 Det J. Cooper Case Investigation I 
194 Report I 
195- Release 11/01/09 Sgt. Vallor Case Investigation 
196 Report 
197 Release, with 11/01/09 Det. Paul Statement 42.56240(1) and Cey of Release of:info!!Ilation that would identifY a 

redactions (pg. Takemoto Tacoma v. Tacoma News, suspect who •vas not charged with. a crime related 
197) 65 Wn. App_ 140 (1992).. to the crimes charged in this case would be l 

:Pighly offensive and not of legitimate concern to ! 
the public_· 

198- Release, with 11[{)4/09 Det D- Redemann Follow-up Report RC\V42.56.240 and 42 SodalSecuritynnmbers are exempt from , 
201 redactions (SSN USC§ 405( cX2)(vii)(I). discloSUie. As such fuey have been redacted.._i 

PageS 4/5/2010 
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ro 

"' 



202-
203 

204-
205 

206 
207-
208 

209-
210 

211-
.212_ 

213-
! 215 
. 216-

217 
218 

219-
• 226 

Page6 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

pg.200) 
Exempt 

(For su:rnmaries 
ofNmton's 

statements or 
statements 

attributed to 
Norton see 
pages: 396, 
1366,1368, 

1369, 1374, 1379 
& 1392) 

Release; with 
Redactions on 

page205 
Release 

Release, with 
Redactions 

Exempt 

11108/09 

11109/09 

11/05/09 
llJOI/09 

11/06/09 

Release, wrill 110130/08 
redactions (SSN 

pg.212) 
Exempt 11/06/09 

Exempt 11106/09 

Release 11106/09 

Release 08/29/08 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Det. RolfNorton Statement- RCW 42.56240 (1) 

Det.. Nate~ Janes Investigation Report RCW 4256.240 (1) 

Det. Dave Duty Statement 
Det. Dave Duty Statement Det. Dave 42.56.240(1) and City of 

Duty (11/01/09) Tacomav. TacomaNews, 
65 Wn. App. 140 (1992) 

.Det Timothy Follow-up Report RCW 42.56.240 and 42 
Renihan USC§ 405(c)(2)(v:U}(I). 

RCW 42.56.240(1) 
Ofc. Chri..stiansen Bellevue PD Report RCW 4256240 and42 

regarding stolen vehicle usc§ 405{ c)(2Xvn)(I). 
{pgs. 1-2 or 10) 

Sgt. M. Dunlap Statement RCW 42.56240 (1) 
. 

Ofc.D.Cruz Statement RCW 42.56240 (1} 

Mark Dunlap to Fax Cover Sheet from 
Alan Cruise TukwilaPD 
Ofc. Rak"ted BellevuePD Report: 

regarding stolen Yebicle 

EXPLANATION 

LA.2.&3. 

I.A.2. 
Opinion evidence redaCted. 

Release of information that would identify a 
suspect who was not charged with a crime related 

to the crimes charged in this case would be 
highly offensive and not oflegitimate concern. to 

the public. 
I.A.1.&2. 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 
rlisclosure. As srrch they have been redacted. 

LA.2.&3. 

LA.2.&3. 

4/5/2010. 
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co __, 

"'· 0 
co 

"' 



227-
234 

235, 
236 

237 
' 

238 
239-
240 
241-
242 
243 

244 
245 
246 
247 

248-
249 
250 

i 

i 251 
! 252 

1253 

1254 
1255 
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 
Release, with 

redactions 
Release 

Release 
Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release 
Release 
Release 
Release 

- Release 

Release 

Release-
Release 
Release 

Release 

I 07/24/09 

11102109 
11/11/09 

11/03/09 

11/03/09 
11/01/09 

11/01/09 

11!01/09 

11/01/09 
11/01/09 l 
11/01/09 
11/01/09 

11/01/09 

11/01!09 

11/01/09 
11/01/09 
10/31/09 

11101/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Ofc. DeVries 

Dct. Kilburg 
Ofc. J.D. Miller 

Deputy Tim 
Morgan 

Ofc. G. Derezes 
Ofc. George 
· Davisson 
Ofc. Kathryn 

Andre 
Ofc.Daniel 

Auderer 

Ofc. Casey Steiger 
Ofc. Lauren Hill 
Ofc. Scott Luc.kie 
Ofc. Christopher j 

Leyba 
Ofc. Vanessa 

Flick 
Ofc. Bradley 

Hammermaster 
Ofc. Randy Ellis 
Ofc. Kevin Jones 

Ofc. Michele 
·Letizia 

Ofc. Richard Bell 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

(pgs. 3-10 oflO-see 
211-212) 

Tukwila PD Repq:rt 
stolen vehicle reported 

by Monfort 
Follow-up Report 

Statement RCW 4256240 (1) 

KCSO Statement 

Statement 
Statement 

Statement 

Statement . RCW 42.56250(3) 

Statement l 
Statement I 
Statement 
S'-tatement 

Statement 

Statement 

Statement 
Statement 
Statement 

Statement l 
Release I 11/01!09 l Ofc. Ryan Levens Statement l 

-EXPLANATION 

LA. 1.&2. 

Pel:Sonal wireless telephone numbers, residential 
addresses and residential telephone numbers of 

public employees are exempt from public 
disclosure. 

4/5/2010 

-~ 

' 

,_., ._, 
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256 
,; 

257 

258 

259 
260 

I 
261 
262 

263-
264 
265 

266 
267-
268 
269 

270 

271 

. 272-
273 

274 

' 
275 
276 
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 
Release 

Release 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions {pg. 

272) 

Release 

Release 
Release 

10/31/09 I 
111/01/09 

11/01/09 

11/01{09 
1li01!09 

11/01/09 
11/01109 

11/01!09 

10/31/09 

11/01/09 
11/01/09 

11101109 

11/01109 

11101/09 

11101/09 

11!01/09 

11/01109 
11/01/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
· Recipients DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION· 

Ofc. Benjamin Statement 
Aicher 

Ofc. Nicolas Statement 
Meyst 

Ofc. Matthew Statement 
Blackburn 

Ofc. Schoenberg Statement 
Ofc. Jennifer Statement 

Sherk 
Ofc . .Anh Hoang Statement 

Ofc.Corey Statement 
Williams 

Ofc. Stephanie Statement 
Marks 

Ofc. Clayton Statement 
Powell 

Ofc. Daina Boggs Statement 
Ofc.Clark Statement I Dickson 

Ofc. Lindsay Statement 
Brown 

Ofc.Nafuan Statement 
Patterson 

Ofc.Emest Statement 
Debella -

Ofc.Aaron Statement 425624D(1) and City of 
Johnson Tacomav. TacomaNews, 

t . 65 Wn.App.l40(1992) 

Ofc. :tvfichael Statement 
Bonet 

Ofc. James Moran. j Statement I 
Ofc.Kyle I Statement I Galbraith 

--------

,. 

~ 

EXPLANATION 

Release of information that would identify a 
suspect who was not charged wi...th a crime related 

to the crimes charged in this case would be 
highly offensive and not of legitimate _concern to 

fuepublic. j 

i 
i 

i 

4/5/2010 

I. 
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co ..., 
"' 0 
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277-
278 
279 

280-
281 
282 

2&3-. 
285 
286- I 287 
288 

289 
290-
291 

292-
294 
295-
296 

2IY1-
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions 

. 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 
Release, with 

:redactions (pg. 
290) 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions (pg. 

296) 

Release, with 

11/01/09 

11/01/09 

l 

11101/09 I 
11/01/09 

11/01109 

11101!09 

11101/09 

11/01109 
11/01/09 

11/01!09 

11/01/09 

11/01/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Ofc. Clark 
Dickson 

Ofc. William 
Waltz 

Ofc. Lindsay 
Brown 

Ofc .. Mic:hael 
Bonet 

Ofc. Stephanie 
Marks 

Ofc. Clayton 
Powell 

Ofu. Michael 
Bonet 

Ofc. M W. Lewis 
Ofc.Aaron 

Jolmson 

Ofc. Daina Boggs 

Ofc. Michael 
Vrrgilio 

Ofc. Joselito 
-·-

DESCRIPTION 

l-
Statement 

Statement 

. 

Statement 

Statement 

State=nt 

Statement 

Statement 

Statement 
Statement 

Statement 

Statement 

Statement 

EXEMPTION EXPLANATION 

RCW 42.56.250(3), Personal wireless telephone numbers, residential 
42.56.240(1) and Cey of addresses and residential telephone nurribers of 
Tacomav. TacomaNews, public employees are exempt from public 
65 Wn. App. 140. (1992) disclosure. 

Release of information that would identify a 
suspect -..vho >vas not charged with a crime related 

to the crimes charged m this case would be 
highly offensive and not oflegitin-Jate concern to 

the public. 

4256.240(1) and City of Release of fufonnation that would identify a 
Tacoma v. Tacoma News, · suspect who was not charged with a crime related 
65Wn.App.140(1992} to the crimes charged in this case would be 

highly offensive and not oflegit:imate concern to ! 
. the public. 

4256.240(1) and aty of Release of inf"onnation that would identify a 
Tacoma v. Tacoma News, suspect who was not charged with a crime related 
65 Wn. App. 140 (1992) to the crimes charged in t1:rls case would be 

highly o:ffi:nsive and not of legitimate concern to 
the -pub-lic. 

42.56240(1) and Cit_y__of I Release of infOili1lltion that would identify a 

4/5/2010 

.... __,. 
co __, 

"' 0 
co 

"' 



298 

299-
305 

306 
307-
310 
311-
313 
314-
316 

' 317-
319 
320-
322 
323 

324-
325 
326 

327-
330 
331-
332 
333-
335 
336 
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

redactions {pg. 
298} 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release 
Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions (pgs. 

315 &316) 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

·Release 

Release 

11/01/09 

111010/09 
11101/09 

11/01/09 

11/01/09 

11/01109 

11/01!09 

11!01109 I 
11/01/09 

11/01109 

11!01109 

11/01109 

11/01109 

11/01/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Banez Tacoma v. Tacoma News, 
65 Wn. App. 140 (1992) 

Ofc. Nathan Statement 4256240{1) and City of 
Patterson Tacoma v. Tacoma Ne.vs, 

65Wn. App.l40(1992) 

Ofc.1.1ark James I . Statement I 
Ofc.David Statement 
Simmons 

Ofc. Kathryn Statement 
·Andre 

Ofc.Daniel Statement RCW 42.56.250(3) 
Auderer 

Ofc. Casey Steiger Statement 

Ofc. Lanren Hill Statement 

Ofc. Krista Bair Submission 
Information 

Ofc. Scott Luckie Statement 

Ofc. Dale Johnson Submission 
Information 

Ofc. Christopher Statement I 
Leyba 

Ofc. Vanessa Statement· 
Flick 

Ofc. Bradley I Statement 
Hammennaster 

Ofc. Dale Johnson i Submission 

EXPLANATION 

suspect who was not charged with a crime related 
to the crimes charged in this case would be 

highly offensive and not oflegitimate concern to 
the public. 

Release of information that would identify a 
suspect who was not charged with a crime related 

to the crimes charged in this case would be 
bighly offensive and not oflegitimate concern to 

the public. 

Personal wireless telephone numbers, residential 
addresses and residential telephone numbers of 

public employees are exempt :from public· 
illsclosure. 

4/5/2010 
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I 
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ro 

"' 



337-
338 
339 

l 
340-
341 
342 

343--
344 
345 

346-
347 
34& 

349-
350 
351-
353 
354-
356 
357-
361 

362-
364 
365-
367 I 
368-
370 
371 

372-

Page 11 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

I 
Release I 1110110~ 
Release - 111/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Release 10/31109 

Release 11/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

.Release il/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Release, with 11/01/09 
redactions (SSN 

pg.361) 
Release 111/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Release 11/01/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Ofc. Randy Ellis 

Ofc. Bryan Clenna 

Ofc. Kevin Jones 

Ofc. Dale Johnson 

Ofc. Michele 
Letizia 

Ofc. Dale Johnson 

Ofc. Richard Bell 

--
Ofc. Krista Bai:r 

Ofc. Ryan Levens 

Ofc. Benjamin 
Archer 

Ofc. Nicolas 
Meyst 

Ofc. Matthew 
Blackburn 

Ofc.Brett 
-Schoenberg 
Ofc. Jennifer 

Sherk 
Ofc. Anh Hoang 

Ofc. Bryan Genna 

Ofc. Corey I 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Information I 
Statement ' 

Submission 
Information 
Statement 

Submission 
Information 
Statement 

Submission 
Information 
Statement 

Submission 
Information 
State=nts 

Statement 

Statenient 

Statement RCW 42.56.240 and 42 
USC§ 405(c)(2)(vii)(I). 

Statement 

Statement 

Statement I 
Submission 
Information 
Statement 

EXPLANATION 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

4/5/2010 

I 
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374 
375 

376 

377-
378 

379 I 
38{} 

381-
382 

383-
388 

Page 12 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 

Exempt 
(For sunnnaries 

ofNorton's 
statements, or 

statements 
attributed to 
Norton see 
pages: 396, 
1366, 1368, 

1369, 1374, 1379 
& 1392) 
Release 
Release 

Exempt 
(For summaries 
of Sweeney's 
statements, or 

statements 
attrilmted to 
Sweeney see 

pages: 247,293, 
322, 327,329, 
340, 376, 390, 

391) 
Release, with 

redactions 

l 
10/31/09 

11/01109 

11/08/09 

11/03/09 
11105/09 

11/01/09 

11/06/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log-

EXEMPTION EXPLANATION 

Williams 1 
Ofc. ~:lichele I Statement 

Letizia 
Sgt. Dale Johnson Statement 

Det_ RolfNorton Statement duplicate of l RCW 42.56240 (1) LA2.&3. 
202-203 

l 

Ofc. James Arata Statement 
Russell Weklych Email . l to Kasner, Steiger 

andVallor - i 
Ofc.Britt Statement RCW 42.56240 (1) LA2.&3 .. l 
Sweeney [ 

l 

I 

Ofc_ Wortman FWPDReport 42.56240(1) and City of Release of information that would identify a 
Tacoma v. Tacoma News, suspect who was not charged with a crime related 
65 Wn. App. 140 (1992) to the crimes charged in this. case would be 

highly offensive and not oflegitimate concem to 

i the public. 

4/5/2010 
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1389-
401 

! 

402-
405 
406-
40!} 
410-

.I 411 
412-
420 
421-
426 
427-
429 
43{}-
455 

456-
458. 
459-
460 

460-
471 
472-
476 

476-
480 
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Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release, With. 
redactions 

Exeiii.Pt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Release 

Release rome 
photos, redact 

others 
Release 

Release some 
photos, redact 

others 

10/31/09-
11123/09 

10/31/09 

10131109 

11/02/09 

11101!09 

11/12!09 

10/31/09 

10/31!09 

10/31/09 

10/31109 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Det. Kasner and 
Det Steiger 

James Booker 

Janie Hendrix 

Jane Pennell 

James Tatum 

Michael 
Thompson 

. 

Release f 10/31/09 

Exempt 10/31/09 

Release 10/31109 1 
- ----~ - ------ ----- ------------

"' 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION EXPLANATION 

Follow-up Report RCW 42.56.240 and42 LA.2.3.&B. 
USC§ 405(c)(2)(vii)(I). Statements abont defendant and statements 

RCW 42.56.240(1) attributed to him have been redacted. 
Descriptions of defendant's residence and 

property have been redacted. 
Ongoing investigation.. 

Social Security numbers are exen.vt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

Statement RCW 42.56240(1) LA.2.3. &B. 

Statement RCW 42.56240 (1) I.A.2.3. &B. 

Sta:tem.,=nt RCW 4256.240 (1) LA.2.3.&B. 

Statement RCW 42.56240(1) I.A.2. 3. &B. 
i 

Statement RCW 42.56.240 (1) 
. 

LA.2.3.&B. 
I 

I 
Superform: Christopher 

Monfort . 

Photos: outdoor crime 42.56.240(1) These are grap1ric photos of the 10/31109 crime j 

scene on 1 0(31/09, scene. Release would violate fue victims' right to , 
including patrol car .privacy. i 

Photos: Ofc. Sweeney's 
! attire 

Photos: interior of 

I 
4256240(1}· T'n.ese are graphic photos of the 10/31/09 crime 

patrol car l scene. Release would violate the victims' right to 
privacy. 

Photos; outside crime 
· scene bullet recovery 
Photos: aerial photos 42.56.240(1) These are ·graphic photos of the 10/31/09 crime 

scene. Release would violate the victims' right to 
_p:ivacy. 

Photos: outside crime 
scerie, bandana, flash 

4/5/2010 
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0> 

"' 



481-
503 

504-
525 

526-
533 

534-
553 

554-
578 

579-
6f17 
608-
640 

641-
643 
644-
655 
656-
686 

687-
707 
708-

1 712 
713-
760 
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release some 
photos, redact 

others 
Release some 
photos, redact 

others 
Release some 
pb.otos, redact 

others 
Exempt 

Release. some 
photos, redact 

others 
Exempt 

Release some 
photos, redact 

others 
Release 

Exempt 

Release some 
photos, redact 

others 
Exempt 

Release· 

Release some 
photos, redact 

10/31!09 

10/31/09 

10/31/09 

l 

10/31/D9 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

j 

I 

DESCRIPTION 

light, bullets and 
uniform 

Photos: outside crime 
scene photos 

Photos: outside crime 
scene photos 

Photos: crime scene 
and evidence recovery 

Photos: evidence seized 
:from defendants. 

apartment 
Photos: patrol vehicle 

Photos: Monfort's 
apartment 

~hotos: police Crown 
Victoria 

Photos: Ofc. Gear 

Photos: Monfort's 
vehicle 

Photos: crime scene 

Photos: Monfort's 
vehicle 

Photos: Ofc. Brenton's 
items 

Photos: scene photos 
and vehicle 

EXEMPTION 

42.56.240(1) 

42.56.240(1) 

42.56.240{1) 

RCW 42.56.240(1) 

42.56.240(1) 

RCW 4256.240 (1) 

42.56240(1) 

RCW 4256240 (I) 

42.56240(1) 

RCW 42.56240 (1) 

42.56240(1) 

EXPLANATION 

These are graphic photos of the 10/31/09 crime 
scene. Release would violate the victims' right to 

privacy. 
These are graphic photos of the 10/31/09 cr:ime 

scene. Release would violate the victims' right f!J 
privacy. 

These are graphic photos of the 10/.31/09 crime 
scene. Release would violate the victims' right to 

privacy. 
I. A. L&Z..B. 

These are grapmc photos of the 10/31/09 crime 
scene. Release would violate the victims' right to 

privacy. 
LA. L&2.B. 

These are graphic photos of the 10/31!09 crime 
scene. Release would violate the victims' right to 

. privacy. . 

LA. 1.&2. 

These are graphic photos of the 10/31/09 crime 
scene. Release would violate the victims' right to 

privacy. 
LA.l. &2. 

These are graphic photos of the 10/31!09 crime 
se<;ne. Release would violate the victims' right to 

4/5/2010 
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<0 
0 
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761-
771 
772-
778 
779-
781 
782-
785 
786--
791 
792-
793 
794-
802 
803 

~04 

805 

806 
r so1 
1808-

810 
811 
812-
813 
814 

815 
&Hi 
817 
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I 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

others 
Exempt 

Exe.t!lpt 

Exempt 

Release 

Exempt 

Release 

Exempt 

Release 

Release 

Exempt 

Exempt 
Release 
Exempt 

Release 
E."\.empt 

Exempt 

Release 
Release 
Release 

--------

I 

06/14/06 

06/12/06 
06/13/06 j 
06/13106 

07/15/06 
06112fD6 

05122/06 

05/22106 
06119106 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Seattle City Light 

Kim Karns 

The Terrace 

Chris Monfort to 
Terrace 

Apartments 
The Terrace 
The Terrace 

DOL 

-- --

OESCRIPTION 1 EXEMPTION 

Photos: Monfort's RCW 42..56240 (I) 
vehicle 

Photos: Monfmt's RCN 42..56.240 (1) 
papers 

Photos: Monfort's l RCW 42.56.240 (I) 
-vehicle 

Photos: _?fc. Brenton's I 
1tems 

Photos: Monfort's RCW 4256240 (1) 
Pr~erty 

Photos: outside photos 
ofMonfort's apartment 

Photos: Monfort's RCW 42.56.240 (1) 
apartment 

Photo of Monfort 
Photo: Monfort DOL 
Residential Electric 
Service Application 
Landlord Protection RCW 42..56240 (1) 

Service Report 
Financial Aid RCW 42..56240 (I) 

Move-in Information 
Landlord Protection RCW 4256.240 (1) 

Services 
Vehicle R<>gi_stration 

Financial Aid RCW 42.56240 (I) 

Rent.comLead RCW 4256240 (I) 

Welcome Card 
Application Checklist 

Monfort's Driver 
License 

-

EXPLANATION 

privacy. 
LA.L&2.. 

LA 1.&2. 

I.A.1.&2.. 

I.A.L&2. 

I.A.l. &2.B. 

LB. 
. 

I. B. 

I. B. 

I. B. 

LB. 

4/5/2010 
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81& 

819 
820 I 
821-
&24 

&25-
&26 l 

827-
829 

830-
831 
832-
841 
842-
844 
845 

846 

847- l 867 
868-
1054 

1055-
1067 

~~-

-Page 16 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Exempt 

Release 
Exempt 
Exempt 

EXf:mPt 

Release, -..vith 
redactions (SSN 

pg. 827) 
Bxempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Release 

Exempt 
J 

Exempt 

_Exempt 

Release, with 
Redactions 

06/14/06 

05122/06 
01/05/07 

, 
11109/09 1 

01/06/06 . 

08/21/06 

10/16/04 

07/15/06 

10/31/09-
11/18/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

The Terrace 
Kim Karns 

Det AI Cruise 

DESCRIPTION 

Landlord Protection 
Service 

Welcome Card 
Incident Report 

Washington State 
Employment Security 

Department 
Port of Seattle ID 

Access 
DOL Data 

Call for Service; Port of 
Seattle 

Unsolved Case 

Call for Service Report: 
Port of Seattle 

Tecton Corporation 
Lease Agreement 

Landlord Protection 
Service 

Autopsy Report 

Documents and 
writings recoyered from 

Monfort's apartment 
Case Report 

~-

EXEMPTION 

RCW 42..56.240 (1), 
RCW 42.56.240 and42 
USC§ 405(c)(2)(vi:i)(I). 

RCW 42.56.240 (1) 
RCW 42.56.240(1) 

RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240 and42 
USC§ 405( c)(!Z)(vii)(I). 

RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240 (1), 
RCW 42.56.240 and42 
USC§ 405(cX2)(vi:i)(I). 

RCW 68.50.108 

RCW 4~6.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240 (1), 
42.56.240(1) and City of 
Tacoma v. Tacoma News, 
65 Wn. App. 140 (1992), 

EXPLANATION 

LR· 
Social Security numbers are exempt from 

disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

LB. 
LB. 

LB. 

Social Security numbers are exempt :from 
disclosure . .As such they have been redacted. 

LB. 

The records relate to an open Port of Seattle 
cril:ninal investigation.. 

I.A-2.B. 

LA-2.B. 
Social Security1lll.rrlbers are exempt from 

disclosme. As such fb.ey have been redacted. 

Autopsy reports are exempt from disclo=e 

LA- L&2.B. 

I. A. 2. & 3. B. 
Statements of critical witness redacted. 

Statements about defendant and statements 
attributed to him are redacted. 

4/5/2010 

l 
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"' ...., 
"' 0 
ro 
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1068-
1069 
1070-
lOT~ 

1074-
1089 

1090-
1092 
1093 

I . 
1094 

1095 

1096 

1097 

1098 

1099 

1100-
1101 
1102-

Page 17 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Exempt 

Releas6 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Release 

Release 

. 

11/06/09 

08/12/02-
3/21}103 

11/05!09 

10/31109 

11/07/09 

11/07/09 

11/07/09 

09[12/08 

03/14/09 

11/17/09 

11/07/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Ofc. Shrocder 

Det O'Keefe· 

DetO'Keefe 

Det. Cloyd Steiger 

----

I 

DESCRIPTION 

DOL Vehicle Search.: 
Monfort· 

DOL Printout 

Photos ofMonfort's 
V ehfule; night of 

incident with 
:handwr.itt.ennotes by 

SPD 

Photos of a Datsun 210 l-

Vehicle Report 2005 I 
Ford Crown Victoria 
Vehicle Report 1980 

Datsun210 
Vehicle Report 2003 
Ford Crown Victoria 
Photo ofMonfort's 

Datsun 
SPD Report vehicle 

hold· 
Vehicle Registration: 

1980Datsun 
Vehicle Registration: 
2003 Crown Victoria 
Affidavit for Search 

Warrant 
Search Warrant 

EXEMPTION 

RCW 42.56.240 and 42 
usc§ 405(c)(2)(m)(I). 

. 

.RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

r 

RCW 42.56.240 {1) 

RCW 42.56240 (1) 

RCW 42.56240 (1) 

-

EXPLANATION 

Release of information that would identifY a 
suspect who·-v.'a.S not charged with a crime related 

to the crimes charged ill this case would be 
highly offensive and not oflegitimate concern to 

the public. 
Social Security numbcrs are exempt from 

disclosure. As such they have been redacted.. 

" 
LA.2.B. 

Hand written notes redacted. 

I. A.1.&2. 

I. A. 1.&2. 

I. A. 1.&2. 

4/5/2010 

I 

-l 
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1103 
1104-
1106 
1107-
1112 
1113-
1114 
1115-
1116 
1117-
1118 
1119 
1120-
1123 
1124-
1129 t 
1130-
1131 
1132-
1134 
1135-
1136 
1137-
1138 

1139-
1140 

. 

Page 18 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 
Release, with 

redactions 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Exempt 
.. 

Exempt 
(For summaries 

ofNorton's 
· statements, or 

statements 
attributed to 
Norton see 
pages: 396, 
1366,1368, 

1369, 1374, 1379 

11/07/09 

11/06/09 

11117/09 

11/17/09 
11/07/09 

11/06/09 

11107/09 

11/07/09 

11107/09 

11109/09 

11108/09 

I 
l 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

AuthorJ 
Recipients 

Det.. Cloyd Steiger 

Jolm Castleton 

Det Cloyd Steiger 

Sgt.. James Hansen 

John Castleton 

Det.. Cloyd Steiger ! 

Det. MarkHanf 

Det RoifNorton 

DESCRIPTION I EXEMPTION 

Affidavit for Search 
Warrant 

Affidavit for Search 
Warrant 

Search Warrant 

Affirurvit for Search 
Warrant 

Search Warrant 

ATF Firearm Trace 
Inventory and Return of I RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

Search Warrant 
Affid<rvit for Search 

Warrant 
Search Warrant 

Affidavit for Search 
Warrant 

Search Warrant -
. SPD Property Report. RCVI 42.56240 (1} 

evidence from 
Monfort's Datsun 

Draft Statement: Det RCW 42.56.240(1) 
RolfNorton (11/08/09) 

EXPLANATION 

LA.l. &2. 

LA.l. &2. 

LA.2.&3. 

4/5/2010 

I 
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\0 
0 
00 
\0 



1141-
1148 
1149 

1150-
1151 

'1152 

1153 

1154 

1155-
1156 
1157 

j1~58-
1164 
1165 

1166-
1167 
1168 

1169-
1185 

· Page 19 

j 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

& 1392) 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Exempt 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release, with 
Redactions 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

11/06109 

lliOl/09 

lliOl/09 

11/02/09 

lli01/09 

11/04/09 

11/01/09 

H/01/09-
11102/09 
Il/03/09 

11/09/09 

11/18/09 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Det. Cloyd Steiger 

Greg Schmidt to 
SPDSustainmcnt 

Ray Pedrosa, 
Dean Shirey, 
David Duty 
Lt Wilske 

Len carver, David 
'Illi>rp 

Robert Casey 

Charles D_ Gill 

Concerned Citizen 
to Tukwila PD 

10/31/()9) __ 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION EXPLANATION 

Search Warrants 

Email: request for A VL j 
data . 

t 

Email: request for 
video 

~ Notice ofLaw 
Enforcement: procedure 

1 fortips 
Email: request for 

assistance 
Request for Natiomil 

Broadcast to law 
enforcement regardillg 

inCident 
SPD News Release 

(11101/09) 
Seattle Fire RCW 42.56.240 (1) I.R 

Department g-.mrrnary 
ofrespon...o:e at 714 s_ 

Charles Street 
Media Reports . 

Crime Alert Bulletin; 
damage to vehicle 

SPD News Release; 
regarding incident 

Letter 

Call Log: Ofc. Brenton 42.56240(1) and City of Release of information that would identify a 
and Ofc. Sweeney T.rtcoma v.. Tacoma News, suspect who was not charged with a crime related 

(10/31!09) 65Wn. App_ 140 (1992) to the crimes charged :in this case would be 
highly offensive and not9f1egilimate concern to 

4/5/2010 
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1186-
1188 

1189-
1198 

1199-
1219 

1220-
1223 
1224-
1262 

1263-
1280 

1281-
1284 

i 
11285-
!1287 
' 1288-

Page20 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Release 

Release,. with. 
redactions 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release 

Release 

10/31/09 

Il/08/09 

ll/l)8/09 

W/31109 

10/31!09-
11/01/{)9 

10/31109-
llf()l{\)9 

10/31/09-
11/0V09 

10/31/09 I 
l 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author! 
Recigients DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Query Log: Ofu. j 
Brenton and Ofc. 

Sweeney 
SA Nathan Lee SPD Electronic Crime RCW 42.56.240(1) 

TaskForce Report 
contacts on Monfort's 

phone 
SA Nathan Lee SPD Electronic Crime RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

Task Force Report: text 
messages, photos and 

audio on Monfort's LG 
nhone 

911 Calls 

CAD Printouts 42.56.240(1) and City of 
Tacoma 11. Tacoma News, 
65Wn. App.l40 (1992) 

. 

BOLO/CAD ·Printout 42.56.240(1) and City of 
Tacomav.. TacomaNews, 
65 Wn. App. 140 (1992), 
RCW 42.56.240 and42 
USC§ 405(cX2){v:i:i)(I). 

Radio Log 42.56240(1) and City of 
Tacoma v. Tacoma Ne-.vs, 
65Wn.App.l40(1992) 

Call Log 

Crime Scene Log 

EXPLANATION 

the j:ll.Iblic. 

lAL&2.B. 

LA 1. &2. B. 

Release of information that would identify a 
suspect who was not charged with a cr1me related 

to the crimes charged in this case would be 
highly offensive and not ofJegitimate concern to 

the public. 
Release of information that would identify a 

suspect wbo was not charged with a crime related 
to the crimes charged in this case would be 

highly offensive and not oflegitimate concern to 
the public. 

S{)cial Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted 
Release of information that would identifY a 

suspect who was not charged with a crime related 
to the crimes charged in this case would be 

highly offensive and not oflegitimate concern to 
the public. 

4/5/2010 
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1294 J 

1295-
1303 
1304..: 
1306 
1307-
1311 
1312-
1324 

1325-
1326 

1327-
1328 

1329-
1330 

1331-
1332 

1333-
1334 

1335-
1337 

1338-
1339 

1 1340-
f1345 
I 1346-

1356 

Page21 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Exempt 

Release 

Exempt 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release, with 
redactions 

11/16/09 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Christopher 
Monfort 

11/07/09 I Li<;a Haakenstad 

11/07/09 Lisa Haakenstad 

-
11/09/09 DetHanf 

I [[/08/09 Det.Hanf 

Release, with 111/09/09 Det.Hanf 
redactions 

Release, with 11/09/09 Lisa Haakenstad 
re!lactions 

Release 10131/09 Det. Ledbetter 

Release 10/31/09 Det Ledbetter 

Release, with 10/31/09 DetM.Hanf 
redaction 
(pg.l350) 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

CSI Schedule Log 

Writings ofMonfort RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

Academy Brochure 

Writings and RCW 42.56240{1) 
Documents: from the 

Defendant 
Inventory and Return of RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

Search Warrant 

Inventory and Return of RCW 4256.240 (1) 
Search Warrant 

Inventory and Return of RCW 42.56240 (1) 
Search Warrant 

Inventory and Return of RCW 42.56.240 (1) 
Search Warrant 

Inventory and Return of RCW 42.56.240 (1) 
Search Warrant 

fuventory and Return of RCW 42.56.240 (1} 
Search Warrant 

CSI Report: Ofc. 
Brenton Scene 

CSI Report 2005 Ford 
Crown Victoria 

CSI Report: Ofc. 42.56.240(1) 
Brenton Scene 

EXPLANATION 

I. A L &2.B-

I. A. L &2.B. 

I. A.l. &2. 
We ruive redacted the items seized from Mr.-

Monfort 
I. A. 1. &2. 

We have redacted tbe items seized from Mr. 
Monfort. 

I.A.l. &2. 
We have redacted fue items seized from Mr. 

Monfort 
LA.l.&2. 

We have redacted the items seized from Mr. 
Monfort 

LA. I. &2. 
We have redacted fue items se:ized from Mr. 

Monfort. 
LA. 1.&2. 

We have redacted ili.e items seized from Mr. 
Monfort. 

We have redacted a photograph of the 10/31/09 
crime scene. Release would violate the victims' 

ri2:1lt to privacy. 

4/5/2010 
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-.1 
<D 
0 
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PAO t 
PROPOSAL DATE 

1357 Release 12108!09 

1358 Exempt 11/10/09 

1359- Release 11/08/09 
1360 
1361- Release I 11/08109 
1362 
1363- Release 11/05/09-
1371 12/15/09 
1372- Release, with 11/06/09-
1375 redactions (SSN 11/10/09 

pg.l372) 
1376 Release ll/06/09 

1377- Release, with 11/06/09-
1380 redactions (SSN 11/08/09 

pg.1377) 
1381- Release 11/06109-
1383 11/08/09 
1384- Release 11/07/09 
1385 
1386- Release, with Il!G6/09-
1394 redactions {SSN 11108/09 

pg 1386) 

1395- Release, with 11/06/09-
1399 redactions . 11/10/09 

! 
1400- Release, with 11/06/09-
1406 · redactions (pg. 11/12/{}9 

1404) 

Page22 

Proposed Disclosure and EXemption Log 

Author! 
Recipients DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Det Stampfl CSI diagram ofOfc. 
Brenton scene 

R.T. Wyant WSPCL Report: RCV! 42.56.240 (I) 
Fireanns 

Sgt Gates KCSO Incident Report 

TrooperT. WSPReport 
Zielinski 

Del Jon Holland KCSO Follow-up 
Report 

Det. James Allen KCSO Follow-up RCW 42.56240and42 I Report Det. Jim Allen USC§ 405(cX2)(vh)(I). 
(11106/09) 

Deputy Antonio KCSO Follow-up 
Garza Report 

DetJesse KCSO Follow-up RCV! 42.56.240and42 
Anderson Report usc§ 405( c ){2)( vii){I). 

Del Malcolm KCSO Follow-up 
Cnang Report 

Det. Ron Corrigan Trrkwila PD Follow-up· 
Report 

Det. Raphael KCSO Follow.:.up RCW 42.56.240 and 42 
Crenshaw Report USC§ 405(c){2)(vii)(I). 

Det. Thien Do KCSO Follow-up RCW 42.56.240 (1) 
Report RCW 42.56.240 and42 

USC§ 405(c)(2)(vi:i)(I). 

-

Det. D.B. Gates KCSO Follow-up RCW 42.56.240 (1), 
Report RCW 4256.240 and42 

USC§ 405( c)(2)(vii)(l). 

---

EXPLANATION 

LA.!. &2. 

Social Secmi:ty numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

Social Security IIUIIJhcrs are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

Social Secur:Uy numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

LA..l.&2. 
We have redacted the description of items 

found in Monfort's apartment. 
Social Security numbers are exempt from 

disclosure. As such they have been redacted 
LA. I. &2. 

We hav~ redacted the description of items 
found ill Monfort's apartment 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 

4/512010. 

f 

' 

: 

j. 

1-' 
-.:r 

"' -.:r 

"' 0 

"' "' 



1407-
1409 

1410-
1414 
1415 

1416-
1417 

1418 

1419-
1420 

Page23 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release, with 
redactioiJ$ 

Release 

Release 

Exempt 
(For srmnnaries 

ofNe1son's 
statements or 

statements 
afuibuted to 
Nelson see 
pages: 396, 
1366,1368, 
1369,1374, 
1379, 1392) 

Release 

DATE! 

11/06/09 

11/09109 

11/08/09 

11/07/09 

Exempt ~11/08/09 
(For summaries 

ofNorton's 
statements or 

statements 
attributed to 
Norton see 
pages: 396, 

. 1366, 1368, 
1369, 1374, 1379 

. §..1392) 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Det Sue Peters 

Sgt. Gary Nelson 

Det. RolfNorton 

DESCRIPTION 

KCSO Follow-up 
Report 

DOL Photos: Monfort 

Garrity advisement to 
Sgt NelSon by Lt 

Wilkse 
Statement 

Garrity advisement to 
Det. Norton by Cpt 

Meehan 
Statement 

--

EXEMPTION 

42.56.240(1) and City of 
Tacomav. TacamaNews, 
65 Wn..App. 140 (1992) 

RCW 4256.240 (1} 

RCW_4256.240 (1) 

L_______.___ ___ - -- ·-

EXPLANATION 

disclasme •• 1-\s such they have been redacted 
Release of information that would identify a 

iuspect who was not charged with a crime related 
to the crimes charged in fuis case would be 

highly offensive. and not oflegitimate concern to 
the public. 

I.A.2.&3. 

LA2.&3. 

-

-

4/5/2010 
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1421 

1422-
1424 

1425 

1426-
1427 
1428-
1429 
1430-
1433 
1434-
1441 
1442 

1443 

I 

11444-
1445 

i 
I 1446• 
. 1447 

1448-
1450 

Page24 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Exempt· 
(For summaries 

ofVallor's 
statements or 

statements 
attnouted to 

Vallor see pages: 
396, 1366, 1368, 

1369, l374, 
1379, 1392) 

Release 

Release 

Exempt· 

Exempt 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions 
· Release 

Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions (IJg. 

11/09/09 

11/09/09 

11107/09 

11/06/09 

11/06/09 I 

11106/09 

11/24109 

11!08/09 

11/06/09 

11!10/09 I 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Sgt Vallor 

. 
Det. Ron Corrigan 

Officer D. Cruz 

Sgt. M. Dunlap 

Officer Kerin 

Officer Timothy 
Renilian 

Depi.rty 
Ch..--istopher 

Adams 
Deputy Jonathan 

Akiona 
Deputy Richard 

Barton 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Garrity advisement to 
Sgt. VaUorbyLt 

Wilkse 
Statement > RCW 42.56240 (1) r 

. 
l 

Cover Sheet: Tukwila 
PD statements 

Tukvlila PD Follow-up 
Report 

Statement RCW 42.56240 {1) 

Statement RCW 42.56.240 {I) 

Tukwila PD Statement . 
Statement RCW 42.56240 and42 

USC§ 405(c)(2)("Vil)(I). ! 

Cover Sheet: KCSO 
.HM:C guards response 

to crime scene 
KCSO Follow-up 

Report 

KCSO Supplemental. 
Report· 

KCSO Statement RCVV 42.56.240 (1) 

~ - --

EXPLANATION 

I.A.2.&3. 

I. A. 2.&3. 

LA.2.&3. 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted, 

I. A. 2.B. 
__ Statements _of me defen_9ant have been._ 

4/5/2010 
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1451-
1452 
1453 

1454 

1455 

1456 

1457-
1459 
1460 

1461-
1464 

1465-
1466 
1467 

! 1468 
! 

1469 

. 

1470-
1472 

1473 

1474 

1475-

Page25 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

1450) 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

R!:-:Iease, with 
redactions 

Release 

·Release 

Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redaction (SSN 

pg 1471) 
Release 

Release 

11107/09 

11/06/09 

11/07109 

11106/09 

11/06/09 

11/09/09 

11/08(09 

11/09/09 

11/06/09-
11/07/09 
11/07/09 

11/09/09 

11/06/09 

11/07/09 . 

11112/09 

11/06/09 

Release I 11Jowo9-

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author! 
Recipients I DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION . 

Deputy Calvin KCSO Incident Report 
Beringer 

Deputy Stephen KCSO Statement 
Boggess 

Deputy Timothy KCSO Statement 
Brewer 

Deputy William KCSO Statement 
Brid=: 

Deputy Mark KCSO Statement 
Brown 

Det. Travis KCSO Follow-up 
Brunner Re;mrts 

Deputy Be!Tiamin KCSO Statement 
Callahan 

Deputy Cary KCSO Statement RCW 4256240 (1) 
Coblantz 

Deputy Samnel KCSO Statement 
Copeland 

Deputy Tobin KCSO Statement 
Corlis 

Deputy Donald KCSO Statement I Davis -
Deputy KCSO Statement 

Christophel 
Dearth 

Deputy Adam KCSO Statement RCW 42..56.240 and 42 
Eastm:brook USC§ 405(cX2)(vii)(I). 

Deputy Thomas KCSO Statement 
Flanaga:Ii. 

Deputy Robell KCSO Statement 
G1n:mai 

Deputy Michael KCSO Statement 
-- --~-

---------

EXPLANATION 

redacted. 

-

LA2.B. 
Statements of the defendant have been 

redacted. 

Social Secririty rnnnbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they havebeen redacted. 

4/5/2010 
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l 
I 

1476 
1477-
1478 
1479-
1480 
1481 

1482-
1483 
1484 

1485 

148£ 

1487-
1488 
1489 

1490 

1491 

1492 

1493-
1496 
1497-
1498 
1499 

1500 

1501 

Page26 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

11110/09 
11/06/09. 

11/10/09 

11111/09 

11/01/09 

11/07/09 

11/09/09 

11107/09 

11/07/09 

11106109 

11107/09 

11/08/09 

11106109 

11/08/09 

11/13/09 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Glasgow 
Deputy David 

Graf 
DeputyY1mofuy 

Gillette 
Deputy Michael 

. Glasgow 
Det. Steven Hager 

Deputy Jeff 
Hancock 

Deputy John 
Hawkins 

Deputy Jesse 
Herrera 

Deputy Luke 
Hillman 

Deputy Hansen 
Hsu 

Deputy Kevin 
Joyce 

Deputy Robert 
. Knight 

Deputy David 
Keller 

Deputy Beth 
Lavin 

Deputy Beth 
Lavin 

Lim 
11/07/09 ) Deputy Raingsey 

11/06/09 Deputy Robert 
Lurry 

11f.11!09 Deputy Corey 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

i KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 
I 

KCSO }?ollow-up 

J Report 
KCSO Statement I 

Deputy Raingsey Liin 
(11/07109) 

KCSO Statement 

I KCSO Statement 

,_,. 
-.J 

I 
"' J; -.J 

"' ,. 0 

"' "' 
c' 
-; 

EXPLANATION 

4/5/2010 



1502 

1503 

1504 

1505-
1506 
1507-
150& 

1509-
1510 
1511 

1512-
1513 
1514 

1515-
1516 
1517-
1518 
1519-
1520 

. 1521 
1522-

I 1523 

1524-
1525 
1526 

1527 I 
Page27 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

·Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions (pg. 

1508) 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

ll/OW09 

11/13/09 

11/07/09 

11109/09 

11/11/09 

11/11/09 

11/11/09 

11/06/09 

11/06/09 

11106!09-
11/l0/09 
11/0S/09-
11/09/09 
11/08/09-
11/09/09 
11/09/09 
11109/09 

11/10/09 

ll/09/09 

11/06/09 I 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Marcotte 
Deputy Graydon 

Matheson 
Deputy Graydon 

Matheson 
Deputy 1\1:ichael 

McDonald 
Deputy Scott 

McDonald 
Deputy Scott 

McDonald 

Deputy Scott 
McDonald 

Deputy Joseph 
McNaughtOn 
Deputy David 

Mendez 
Deput<J Gerald 

Meyer 
Deputy Ryan 

Milillcik 
Deputy Michael 

Millar 
Deputy Michael 

Mlnor 
Det. Jay Moloney 
Deputy Michael 

Minor 
Deputy :Michael 

Minor 
Det. Jay Moloney 

Deputy Eric 
Muller 

I 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION EXPLANATION 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Follow-up 
Report 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Follow-up 
Report 

KCSO Supplemental RCW 42.56.240 (1) LA.2.R 
Report Statements of the defendant have been 

redacted. 
KCSO Supplemental 

Report 
KCSO Statement 

E;CSO Statement 

KCSO Statement 

KCSO Supplemental 
Report 

KCSO Supplemental 
Report 

KCSO Supplemental 
Report l 

KCSO Statement 
KCSO &lpplemental 

Report 
KCSO Supplemental 

Report 
KCSO Statement . 

duplicate 1521 
KCSO Supplemental I ,_ 

Report 
- --- --

4/5/2010 
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1528--
1529 

1530 

1531 

1532-
1533 

1534 

1535 
. 

1536-
1537 

1538-
1539 

1540-
1541 
1542 

1543 

11544_ 
I 
11545 

Page28 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release 

Release 

. Release, with 
redactions (pg. 

1533) 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions (SSN 

pg 1538) 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
• Recipients DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

11/07/09 Deputy James KCSO Statement 42.56240(1) and City of 
Nelson Tacoma v. Tacoma News, 

65 Wn. App. 140 (1992) 

11/06/09 Deputy Matthew KCSO Statement 
Olmstead 

11/06/09 Deputy Randal KCSO Statement 
Potter 

11/09/09 Deputy Clifford KCSO Statement 42.56.240(1) 
Sether 

111!07/09 Deputy Andrew KCSO Statement: 
Skaar Deputy Andrew Skaar 

(11/07/09) 

111109!09 Deputy Richard KCSO Statement; 
Torres DepUL"'y Richard Torres 

. (11/09/09) 
11106/{)9 Deputy Robert KCSO Statement 

Smith Deputy Robert Smith 
(11!06/09) 

11109/09 Deputy Cory KCSO Follow-up RCW 42.56240 and 42 
Stanton Report USC§ 405( c)(2)(vi:i)(I). 

11/07/09 Deputy Marcus KCSO Follow-up 
Williams Report 

11110109 Deputy Marcus KCSO Supplemental 
W:illiams Report 

11/07/09 Deputy Joseph KCSO Statement 
Winters 

11/07/09 Deputy J onafuan KCSO Statement 
Youngblood 

11109/09 I . Deputy Latty . KCSO Statement 
Zydek 

EXPLANATION 

Release of info:rmation that would identifY a 
suspect who was not charged with a crime related 

to the crimes charged in this case would be 
highly offensive and not oflegilimate concern to 

the public. 

LA.2.B. 
Statements of the defendant have been 

redacted. 

· Social Secoritymnnbcrs are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

4/5/2010 
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1546 

1547 

1548 

1549 

1550 

1551 
1552 

1553 
1554 
1555 
1556. 
1557 

1558 I 
'1559 

i 1560 

1561 

1562 
1563 

1564 

1565 

1566 

Page29 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 
Release 

Release 
Release 
Release 
Release 
Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release 
Release 

Release 

Release 

11/10/09 

11/09/09 

11/08/09 

11/10/09 

11/09/09 
11/06/09 

11/12/09 
j 11/08/09 

11/06/09 
11/06/09 
11/09/09 

11110/09 

11!06!09 

11/08!09 

11/06/09 

11/12/09 
11!07/09 

11/06/09 

11/10/09 

Release I 11!07/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Sgt. Tom 
Anderson 

Willie Boxhom to 
Doug Geltz 

Trooper S.G. 
Bjorlanan 
Sgt. JoAnn 
Buettner 

Trooper D. Dront 
Trooper 

Engle bright 
. Trooper Fremstad 

Trooper Geltz 
Trooper Gonzalez 
Trooper Langdon 

Trooper 
McDonald 
Trooper!. 
McKinly 

Trooper Eric 
Purcell 

Trooper B.D. 
Salyer 

Trooper M. W. 
Sommer 

Troover T. Taylor 
Trooper J.D. 

Zimmer. 
DavidGraf 

Det. ThienDo 

Det. Malcolm 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Cover Sht;et: WSP 
o.w.s. 

' WSP CaSe Report 

WSP Email Statement 

WSP Statement I 

WSP Statement 

WSP Statement 
WSP Statement 

WSP Statement 
WSP Statement 
WSP Statement 
WSP Statement 
WSP Statement 

\VSP Statement 

WSP Statement 

WSP Statement 

WSP Statement 

WSP Statement 
WSP Statement 

KCSO Evidtmce Sheet: 
DJGl 

KCSO Evidence Sheet 
TDl 

KCSO Evidence Sheet: j _ 
--

EXPLANATION 

I 
I 

--

4/5/2010 
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1567- I 

1570 I 
1571-
1574 
1575 

1::>76-
1583 

15&4-
1588 
1589 

1590 

1591-
1592 
1593 

1594. 

1595-
1596 

1597-
1603 

11604-
1610 

i 1611 
1612 
1613-

Page30 

PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Exempt 

Release 

Release, wiili 
redactions (pg. 
1582 exelllQt} 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Rele;ase 

Release 

Release 

Release 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release 

Release 
Release 
Release 

11/07/09 

11/06/09 

11/06/09 

11/07/09 

11/07109 

12/08/09 

10/09/{}9 

11109/09 

11/18/09 

·11/06/09 

11!09/09 

11/06/09 
11116/09 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Chan<>. 
Det. Raphael 

Crenshaw 
Det. Brian Stampfl 

Moloney 

Julie Lawry 

Cpt. Hunter to Lt 
Wilkse 

Lt. Steve Wilske 
to Gates 

Chief Michael 
Sanford to C'nief 

JolmDiaz 

Det. Jim Allen l 
! 

l 
DESCRIPTION l EXEMPTION 

MACl 
. KCSO Evidence 
Sheets: RNCl-33 

SPD Property Report RCW 4256240(1) 

Aerial photo of 
Tukwila scene 

Scene Diagrams: RCW 4256.240 (1) I Tukwila scene 

Total Station Report 

Consent to Search: 
MacKerae Weiland 

Con...<:ent to Search: Kim 
Karns 

Defense Pleading 

Letter 

Email 

Memo Regarding the 
Firearm Review Board 

l 
CAD Printout Tukwila 4256240(1) and Cey of 

shooting Tacorr.a v. Tacoma News, 
65 Wa App. 140 (1992) 

WSP CAD Printout 
Tukw.iia shooting 
TowTruckLog 

911 Request Farm 
Transcdptof9llcall 

1-' _, 
ro 
...:r 

;. 

j "' 0 

';. 
OJ 

"' 
t• 

EXPLANATION 

L.A.L&Z-

I . .A.Z-&3. 
Opinion evidence exempted. 

. 

Release of infonnation that would identifY a 
suspect who was not charged with a crime related 

to the crimes charged m this case would be 
highly offensive and not oflegitimate concern to 

the public. 

. 

-----

4/5/2010 



l-

1 
i 

1616 
1617 
1618-
1626 
1627-
1631 
1632 

1633-
1639 
1640 

1641 
1642-
1664 
1665 

1666 

I 
1667 

1668 

f 

! 1669 
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 
Release 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release, with 
redactions 

Release 

Relea..<>e 

ReleaSe 
Release 

Release some 
photos, redact 

.others 

Release 

Release some 
photos, redact 

others 

Release some 
photos, redact 

others 

Exempt 

11!17/09 

11/I0/09 

11/10/09 

11/8109 

11106!09 
11!06/09-
11!07/09 

II/07/09 

ProQosed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recii?_ients 

Det. Holland 

Det. James Allen 
to Linda 

Spromberg 

Det ThienDo 

- Det. Crenshaw 
andDetDo 

Det. Malcohn 
Chang 

! 

DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION 

Blank Page 
KCSORadio 

ATF E-Trace Report RCW 42.56240 and 42 
USC§ 405( c)(2)(v:h"){l). 

ATF Firearms Trace RCW 4256240 aud42 
Summary USC§ 405{c)(2)(v:hj(I). 

King 5 photos of 
Monfort and scene 

Email 

Radio Broadcasts 
SPD Radio Traffic 

- CD: Photos from -video RCW42.56.240 (1). 
of outside scene in · 

Tuk:W'Ja 
Will provide in paper 

form. 
CD; Phone and radio 

j 

traffic after shots fired 
in Tukwila 

CD: Photos ofTukwila RCW 42.56240 (1) 
Scene 

Will provide in paper 
form. 

DVD: Photos of RCW 42.56240 (1) 
Tul'Wila scene. Will 
provide in paper 

form. 

DVD: Video of outside I RCW 4256240 (1) 
ofTukwila apartment 

showing Monfort's 

EXPLANATION 

Social Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they h.ave been redacted. 

Social Secun'f:y numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

I. A. L &2. 

LA.1.&2. 

LA 1.&2. 

LA.l.&2. 

4/5/2010 
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1670 

1671 

1672 

1673 

1674-
1677 

167& 
1679 
1680 

16&1-
16&4 
1685-
1696 

l 
11697- I i 1727 

-
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Release, with 
redactions (pg. 

1674). 
Release 
Release 
Exempt 

Exempt 

Exempt 

11/07/09 

11/09/09 

6/20/0S 

11/17/09 
Ol/25/10 

01/21110 

02117110 

Exempt 112/17/09-
3/18/10 

.. 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author/ 
Recipients 

Det. Stampfl 

Det. Stampfl 

Aimee Rachnnok: 
Private 

investigator 
retained by PAO 

Aimee Rachunok: 
Private 

_ . investigator 

DESCRIPTION 

vehicles. 
CD: Police radio traffic 

regarding Tukwila 
shooting 

CD: Photos of 
Monfort's gun, clothing 

and personal items 
CD: Photos of 

Moiifort's gun. clothing 
and personal items 

(different photos from 
above CD marked 

1671) 
CD: Digital images of 

Monfort's injuries 

Firearm Transaction 
Record 

Drivers License 
ATF Firearm Trace 

CSIDiagram: 
Unrelated case 

CSI Diagrams: interior 
ofMonfort's apartment 
Investigative Sumnmy 

Report 

Witness Interview 
Statements 

. EXEMPTION 

RCW 4256.240 (1) 

RGW 42.56.240 (1) 

RCW 42.56.240 (1) 

RCW70.02 

RCW 42.56.240 and 42 
USC§ 405(c)(2)(vii){I). 

42.56.24{)(1) 

RCW 42.56.240 {1) 

RCW4;2.56.24D (1), 
RCW 42.56.290 and 

limsttom Y. LadeT'.hurg, 
136 Wn.2d 595 (199&) 

RCW 4256240 (1), 
RCW 42.56.290 and 

Limstrom v. Ladenburg, 

EXPLANATION 

LA. 1.2.&3. 
Verbatim statements of critical witnesses. 

LA. 1.&2. 

LA.L&2. 

Medical records are exempt from release unless 
being released to supject of iecord or 

representative. . 
Social Security numbers are exempt from 
disclosure. As such they have been redacted. 

Document from unrelated open SPD 
inve..«tigation. 
I. A. 1.&2 .. 

· I.A.2_ &3. R 
These records constitute attorney work product. 
They reveal attorneys mental impressions, and 
represent formal or written statementS of fact, 
or other tangi'ble :fucts, gathered by an attorney 

in preparation for o:r in anticipation of 
litioation. 

I.A.2.&3.R 
These records consti:ttrte attorney work product 
They reveal attorney's mental :impressions, and 

· LiJS/2010 
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1728 

1729-
1746 

1747-
1783 
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PAO 
PROPOSAL 

Release 

Exempt 

Exempt 

Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log 

Author! 
Recipients DESCRIPTION EXEMPTION EXPLANATION 

retained by PAO 136Wn.2d595 (1998) representformal or written statements of:fuct, 
or other tangible facts, gathered hy an attorney 

in preparation for or in anticipation of 
litigation_ 

{)4/02/1{) 1 JeffBlrird to Julie Letter 
Lav;ry, Carl Leur 

and Stacey 
McDonald 

12/08/09- Aimee Raclmnok Emails RCW 42.56.240 (1), I. A. 2. & 3. B. 
2/17/10 toPAO RCW 4256.290 and These records coristitute attorney work product. 

Limstrom v.. Ladenhurg, They reveal attorney's mental impressions, and 
l36Wn.2d595 (1998) represent formal or written statements of fact, 

or other tangible facts, gathered by an attorney 

I iu preparation for or in anticipation of 
litigation. 

Records gathered by RCW 42.56.240 (1), LA..2.&3.B. 
Aimee Rachunok RCW 42.56.290 and · These records constibrte attorney work prodnct. 

LiiriStrom v. Latlenburg, They reveal attorney's mental impreSsions, and 
136 Wn.2d 595 (1998) represent formal or written statements of fact, 

or other tangible facts, gathered by an attorney 
in preparation for or iu anticipation of 

-- --- ----- -- -- -- -- litigation. 
----

4/5/2010 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

FILED 
10APR13PM3:14 

KING COUNTY 
TI1e Hon6l.tait1m 1~oormtdJK~s:lli!iNK 

Noted for Hearing: April16, 2£l.IHD..IH02 p.m. 
CASB¥litlMB1ml OOl-gllM1eill.t6 EA 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
KING COUNTY 

9 STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) 
)' 

10 Plaintiff, ) No. 09-1-07187-6 SEA 
) 
) RESPONSE OF SEATTLE TIMES 11 v. 
) COMPANY ANDJONATHAN 
) MARTIN TO PROSECUTION'S 12 CHRISTOPHER MONFORT, 

13 

14 

Defendant. 
) PROPOSED RESOLUTION OF 
) PUBLIC RECORDS ACT 
) REQUEST 

15 Public Records Act requesters Seattle Times Company and Jonathan Martin (collectively, 

16 the "Times;;) submit this response to the "Proposed Resolution of Public Records Act Request" 

1.7 filed by the King County Prosecuting Attorney's Off:lce ("PAO") on AprilS, 201.0. As discussed 

18 at the April9, 2010, hearing on this matter, in the interest of avoiding further delay in obtaining 

19 access to the public records that it requested over two months ago, the Times generally agrees 

20 with the PAO's proposed resolution, subject to the following: 

21 1. Except as noted in item 2 below, the Times agrees to the exemptions, redactiot1s 

22 and disclosures noted in the PAO's April 8 log, and agrees that the P AO may withhold or redact 

23 material h1 accordance with the log without in camera review by the Court. 

24 2. TI1e Times requests that the Comi conduct an in camera review, to deten'nine 

25 independently whether the PAO has met its burden of establishing that the material is properly 

26 exempt from public disclosure, of pages 868-1054, 1304-1306, 1312-24 from the PAO's revised 

27 

SEATTLE TIMES' RESPONSERE: PROPOSED RESOLUTION TO PUBLIC 
RECORDS ACT REQUEST -1 
DWT 14543323v2 0040702-000170 

Davis Wright Tremaine LLP 
LAW OFFICES 

Suite 2200 • 1201 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 981 01·30o1S 

(206) 622-3150 ' , ... , (206) 751·7700 



18083312 

1 "Proposed Disclosure and Exemption Log" dated Apri18, 2010. These records contain 

2 documents and writings recovered from the Defendant's apartment. The PAO claims these 

3 records are exempt under RCW 42.56.240(a) as "essential to effective law enforcement." The 

4 Time.~ requests an in caJ1wra review so that the Court may determine whether the asserted law 

5 enforcement interest justifies withholding these documents and, if the records contain exempt 

6 material, whether the exempt portions may be redacted and the remainder of the records released. 

7 3. In accepting the PAO's proposed resolution, TI1e Times does not necessarily 

8 agree that the material the P AO prop,oses to withhold or redact is in fact exempt from disclosure, 

9 under the PRA or otherwise. Nor does the Times waive its right to renew its request for the 

10 withheld material at a later point in the proceeding; to request further public records from the 

11 P AO in this or any other proceeding; or to challenge any proposal to close any proceeding or seal 

12 any record in this or any other proceeding. Rather, as noted above, the Times agrees to the 

13 PAO's proposed resolution in the interest of avoiding further delay in obtaining access to the . 

14 public records. 

15 4. The Times understands that the Defendant is reviewing the P AO's proposal and 

16 may challenge the release and/or request h1 camera review of additional records. The Times 

17 reserves the right to respond to any such challenge, and to propose aclditional.fn camera review 

18 depending .on the extent ofthe review sought by the defense. 

19 5. The Court should order the immediate release of any record that neither the P AO 

20 nor the Defendant proposes to withhold. 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

DATED this 13th day of April, 2010. 

D~tvis Wright Tremaine LLP 
Attorneys for 111e Seattle Times Company and 
Jonathan Mm·tin 

By Is! Er:ic .M Stahl 
Eric M. Stahl, WSBA #27619 

SEATTLE TitvfES' RESPONSE RE: PROPOSED RESOLUTION TO PUBLIC 
RECORDS ACT I\.EQTJEST -2 Davis Wright 'l\"emaine LLP 

J,AW OffiCES 
DWT 14543323v2 0040702-000170 SuitollOO • 1201 Third Avonuo 

SenHie, Wt~uhington 98101·3045 
(206)622·3150 • Fa>: (206)7l7·7700 



18083312 

1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

2 I hereby ce1tify that. on this 13th day of April, 2010, I caused a true and correct copy of the 

3 foregoing document to be setved via Eniail and Messenger upon the following attomeys: 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

'17 

18 

19 

Julie Lawry, WSBA #17685 
Carl Luer, WSBA #16365 
Stacey MacDonald, WSBA #35394 
Associated Com'l.sel for the Accused 
110 Prefontaine Place S., Suite #200 
Seattle, W A 98103 

Suzanne Lee Elliott, WSBA #12634 
Associated Counsel for the Accused 
Ho ge Building 
705 2nd Avenue, Suite 1300 
Seattle, WA 98104 

John M. Gerberding, WSBA #23157 
Office of the Prosecuting Attomey 
King County Courthouse 
516 Third Avenue, W 400 
Seattle, W A 98104 

Jeffrey Baird, WSBA #11731 
John Castleton, WSBA #29445 
Office ofthe Prosecuting Attomey 
King County Courthouse 
516 Third Avenue, W554 
Seattle, WA 98104 

Julie~Lawty@acapd.org 
Carl-acapd.org 
stacey.macdonald@acapd.org 

suzanne-elliottC~msn. com 

john. gerberding@kingcounty, gov 

jeff. baird@kingcounty. gov 
·john,castleton@kingcounty.gov 

I dechu·e under penalty of petjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the 

:foregoing is true and correct. 20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

Executed at Seattle Washington this 13th day of April, 2010. 

By Is/ Eric M Stahl 
Eric M. Stahl, WSBA #27619 

SEATTLE TIMES' RESPONSE RE: PROPOSED RESOLUTION TO PUBLIC 
RECORDS ACT REQUEST -3 
DWT 145433~3v2 0040702-000170 

Davis Wright Tremaine LLP 
LAW OFFICES 

Suite 1.200 • 1201 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98101"304$ 

(206) 622-3150 • Fax: (206) 751·7700 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

APR 3 0 2010 

SUPEt'tO'R OOU~T CUlf 
'f!N susan BoJ1 

· O'EP 
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 

FOR IGNG COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHJ.NGTON, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHRJSTOPHER MONFORT~ 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) No. 09~1-07187-6 SEA· 
) 
) PUBLIC RECORDS ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Intervenor Seattle Times has moved, ptlrsuant to the Public Records Act, ch. 42.56 RCW) 

for production of non-exempt document contained in plaintiff's file. The parties have orally 

agreed that this court may hear the Public Records Act issue in the context oftl1e criminal case, 

RCW 42.56.550. Plaintiffhas provided the court with a Proposed Disclosure and E:x:ernption Log 

setting forth plaintiff's position as to all documents. Plaintiff has not provided the court with 

documents that pmiies and intervenor agree are exempt or should otherwise not be disclosed; the 

court is presuming that the defense has been pl'ovided with these docmnents. Defendant objects 

20 to disclosure of all documents (including records, e.g., the information and certification for 

21 determination of probable cause, that are already available in the court file) except for media 

22 repOlis in plaintiff's file (1158~1164) and tmsealed defense pleadings (1591-1592) and one blank 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

page (1617) on various grotmds~ includir,lg the Sixth Amendment to tl1e United States 

Constitution and the P-ublic Disclosure Act .. Counsel for interven.or has agreed that certain 

documents are exempt, but has demanded that .the court engage in an in camera review of 

specific documents. The court has completed the review and, using tl1e Bates nun'ibers on the 

documents, mles as follows: 

1VNI91CIO 

ORDER 1 of 11 

King County Superior Court 
King County Courthouse 

!H6 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

(206) 296·9113 
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8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

1-17 - disclose 

18-21- disclose 

29-54-' not provided 

55~1 03- disclose 

104-116 - not provided 

117~127- disclose 

128 -not provided 

129-133 ~disclose 

1. 34-13 7 - not provided 

13 8 - disclose 

139-149-- not provided 

150 ~disclose 

151~152 -not provided 

153"169- disclose withredacticins1 

170-171 ~not provided 

172-17 4 - disclose 

.175-180- not provided 

181-192- disclose 

193- disclose afteJ: plaintiff redacts address and telephone number of civilian contacted 

194- disclose with i·edactions; plaintiff shall provide court with unredaoted copy for in camera 

review if demanded by intervenor2 

195-201 - disclose with redactions 

202-203 - not provided 

204 - disclose 

205 -disclose. with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for in camera 

xeview if demanded by intervenor 

1 
"disclose \'1/'i.th redactions" me~s that the court, considering the plaintiffs e:x.planati.on and the 

context, agrees with the redaction 
2 

court cannot tell from context whether redaction is prope.r under PRA 

ORDER 2 of 11 

King County Superior Court 
King County Courthouse 

516 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98104 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

206-208 ~disclose with redactions 

209-210 -not provided 

211M212- disclose with redactions 

213M217 ~not provided 

218-235- disclose 

6 . 23 6 M disclose with redact1ons; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for in camera 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

review if demanded by intervenor 

237-301 disclose with redactions 

302 ~disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with umedacted copy for in camera 

review if demanded by intervenor 

303-376- disclose with redactions 

377~378 -not provided 

12 . 379-380- disclose 

13' 3 81-3 82- not provided 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

382.,;395- disclose with redactions 

395- 400- disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall redact telephone number on 366 and 397 

401 - disclose 

402-426 -not provided 

427 - 53 3 ~ disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review ofi:hese photographs 

534-560- not provided; plaintiff's log claims 554-560 to be ''Release some photos, redact 

others," but documents were not .PrOvided; if intervenor wants in camera review of the 

photographs, it may so move 

5 61-564 - ~ disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiff's assettion· that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

565~566- not provided; plaintiff's log claims these to be "Release some photos, redact others," 

but documents were not provided; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for 

· in camera review if demanded by intervenor 

O,RDER 3 of 11 
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14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

567~578-- disclose with. redactions; court is relying upon plaintiffs assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would i11terfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

579-607 --not provided 

608- not provided; plaintif-fs log claims tins to be "R~lease some photos, redact others,'' but 

document was not provided; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for in 

camera review if demanded by intervenor 

609-624 ~ ~ disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiffs assertion tl1at redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera'review of these photographs 

625 -not provided; plaintiff's log claims this to be ''Release some photos, redact others," but 

document was not provided; plaintiff shall provide com1: with unredacted copy for in 

camera review if demanded by intervenor 

626M631 - - disclose with redactions; comt is relying upon plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

632- not provided; plaintiff's log claims 632 to be "Release some photos, redact others," but 

document was not provided; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for in 

camera review if demanded by intervenol' 

63 3 ~63 5 ~ ~ disclose with redactions; comt is relying upon plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to. privacy; intervenor 

may move for tn camera review of these photographs 

636-639 -not provided; plaintiff's log claims 634-639 to be "Release some photos, redact 

others," but documents were not provided; plaintiff shaH provide cotlrt with tuu·edacted 

copy for in camera review if demanded by intervenor 

640-643 - - disclose with redactions; oom1: is relying upon plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

644~655- not provided 

ORDER 4 of 11 
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11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

'28 

29 

656-657 --disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiffs assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim)s right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review ofthese photographs 

658- not provided; plaintiff's log claims thls to be "Release some photos, t'edact others/, but 

document was not provided; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for in 

camera review if demal'lded by intervenor 

659-660- disclose with redactions; cotnt is Friday, April30, 2010relying upon plaintiffs 

assertion that redacted photographs are graphic al'ld would interfere with victim,s dght to 

privacy; intervenor may move for in camera review of these photographs 

661 ..., notprovided; plaintiffs log claims this to be "Release some photos, redact others," but 

document was not provided; plaintiff shall provide court with UJ.U'edacted copy for tn 

camera review if demanded by intervenor 

662-665 - disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim,s right to privacy; intervenor . 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

666-669- n()t provided; plaintiffs log claims this to be "Release some photos, redact others," 

but document was not provided; plaintiff shall provide court with mu·edacted copy for in 

camera review if demanded by intervenor 

670~683 ~ u disclose with redactions; comt is relying upon plaintiffs assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these lJhotographs 

684- not provided; plaintiffs log claims this to be "Release some photos, redact others," but 

document was not provided; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for in 

camera review if demal'lded by interve110l' 

685w686.- disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victin1,s right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

687-707 -not provided 

708~ 710- disclose 

711 -not provided; log claims release; plaintiff shall provide copy for in camera review 

ORDER 5 of II 
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712 - 718 ~ disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

719- not provided; plaintiff's log claims this to be "Release some photos, redact others/' but 

document was not provided; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for in 

camera review if demanded by intervenor 

720 - disclose with redactions; court is relying U})On plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would inte1fere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 
' ' 

may move for in camera review ofthese photographs 

721~742- plaintiffs log claims these to be "Release some photos, redact others," but documents 

were not Pl'ovided; plaintiff shall provide court with umedacted copy for in camera 

review if delnanded by intervenor 

7 4 3 ~ disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiffs assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interfere with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

744-759 ~plaintiffs log claims these to be "Release some photos, :redact others," but documents 

were not provided; plain1.1ff shall provide court with unredacted copy for in camera 

review if demanded by intervenor 

7 60 - disclose with redactions; court is relying upon plaintiff's assertion that redacted 

photographs are graphic and would interlete with victim's right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

761~781-notprovided 

782-785 - disclose 

786-791 -not provided 

792-793 - disclose 

794~802 -not provided 

803-804- disclose 

805H806 -notlJrovided 

807 - disclose 

808-810- not provided 

ORDER 6 of 11 

King County Superior Court 
King County Courthouse 

516 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

(206) 296·9113 



17879089 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
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14 
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16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

. 22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

.811 - disclose 

812~814- not provided 

815-817 -disclose 

818~ not provided 

819 - disclose 

820~826- not provided 

827- disclose with redactions 

830~844- not provided 

845 - disclose 

845~867-not provided 

868"874- disclose over plaintiff's claim of e:x:emptio11 

875-889- not disclosed, Sixth Amendment 

890~894 ~disclose over plaintiffs objection 

895-958 -not disclosed, First and Sixth Amendments 

959 ~blank page 

960-961 - not disclosed, First and Sixth Alnendtnents 

962"963 -blank: pages 

964~1 004 w not disclosed, Fit·st and Sixth Amendments 

1005-1018 ~disclosed over plaintiffs objection 

1019~1023- blank pages 

1024-1028- disclose over plaintiff's abjection 

1029-1036- not disclosed, Fil·st and Sixth Amendments 

1037-1040- not disclosed, Sixth Amendment 

1 041 -not disclosed~ First and Sixth Amendments 

1 042~1047- not disclosed, Sixth Amendment 

1048"1049 -·disclosed over plaintiffs objection 

1050-1054 -not disclosed, Sixth Amendment 

1055-1057- disclose with redactions 

1058 -disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for review 

upo~1 demand of intervenor 

ORDER 7 of 11 
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22 

23 
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25 

26 

27 
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29 

l 059- disclose 

1060-1 067 disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide comt with 1.mredacted copy for review 

upon demand of intervenor 

1 068~ 1073 -disclose 

1 07 4-107 5 -" disclose 

1077-1078 ~disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for 

review upon demand of intervenor 1079-1095 - disclose 

1 096 - not provided 

1097- disclose with redactions 

1 09 8~ 1 099 -not provided 

1100~1119- disclose 

1120-1123 "disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall ptovide court with un.redacted copy for 

review upon demand of intervenor 

1134-1136- disclose 

1137-1140 ~.not provided 

1141-1156- disclose 

1157 -not provided 

1158-1165- disclose 

1166-1168 - deny disclosure, Sixth Amendment 

1169-1188 ~ disclose with redactions 

1189-1218- not provided 

1220-1223- disclose 

1224~1237- disclose 

1238~1284- disclose with redactions 

1285~1303- disclose 

1304~1306- not disclosed, Sixth.Amendt11ent 

1308-1311- disclose 

1312-1315- disclosed over plaintiff's objection 

1316~ 13 24 ~not disclosed, Sixth Amendment · 

ORDER 8 of 11 
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28 
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1325~1337 .. disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court witl1 unredacted copy for 

review upon demand of intervenor 

133 8~1345 -disclose 

1346~ 1356 - disclose with redaction; court is relying upon plaintiffs assertion that redacted 

photo graphs are graphic and would interfere with victim 1 s right to privacy; intervenor 

may move for in camera review of these photographs 

1357- disclose 

1358- not provided 

1359-1371- disclose 

13 71 .. 13 80 - disclose With redactions 

1381~1385- disclose 

1386 .. 1395 -disclose with redactions 

1396- disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with umedacted copy for review 

upon demand of intervenor 

1397-1403- disclose 

1404- disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court witl1 tlXU·edacted copy for review. 

upon demand of intervenor 

1405~1406- disclose 

1407 ~ 1409~ disclose with redactions 

1410~1415- disclose 

1416-1417 -not provided 

1418 - disclose 

1419wl420- not providced 

1421-:- disclose 

1422w 1424 - not provided 

1425-1427- disclose 

1428~1433 -not provided 

1434~1441- disclose 

1442 w disclose with redactions 

1443-1447- disclose 

ORDER 9 of 11 
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12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23. 

24 

1448~1449- disclose 

1450 w disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for review 

upon demand of intervenor 

I 451 ~ 1460 - disclose 

1462 M disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide comt with umedacted copy for review 

upon demand of intervenor 

1463 - disclose 

1464 • disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for review 

upon demand of intervenor 

1465-1470- disclose 

1471 -disclose with redactions. 

1472-1507- disclose 

1.508 - disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for review 

upon demand of intervenor 

1509-1527- disclose 

1528-1529 ~ disclose with redactions 

1530-1532- disclose 

1533 -disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with unredacted copy for review 

upon demand of intervenor 

1534-1537- disclose 

1538M1539 ~disclose with redactions 

1539~1570 ~disclose 

1571-1574 ~not provided 

1575- disclose 

1576wl581- disclose; log reports redactions, none seen 

15 82 ~ not provided 

25 .1583~1599-- disclose. 

26 1600- disclose with redactions 

27 1601-1629- disclose 

28 1630- disclose with redactions 

29 

ORDER 1 0 of 11 
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1631 - disclose 

1632- disclose withredacHons 

1633-1661- disclose 

1662 - disclose with redactions (redaction not disclosed in plaintiffs log) 

1665 - disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide court with mv:edacted copy for review 

upon demand of intervenor . 

19 pages of photographs, no Bates numbers, disclose with redactions; plaintiff shall provide 

comt with unredacted copy for review upon demand of intervenot; 

1666-1668- no Bates numbers; presumably these include the 19 pages of photographs, supra. 

1669~ 1673 not provided 

1674-1677 ·disclose with redactions 

1678-1679 ~disclose 

1680-1727- not provided 

1728 ~disclose 

1729-1783 -not provided 

Compact disk with police radio calls- disclose 

This ot·der ls stayed tn1til May 25, 2010 pending discretionary review. Any further stay 

17 must be entered by the appellate court. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

DONE IN CHAMBERS this 301h day ofApril,2010. 

ORDER 11 of 11 

/}~~ ~ER -: 
Judge 

King County Superior Court 
King County Courthouse 

516 Third Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

(206) 296-9113 



Certificate of Service by Mail 

Today I deposited in the mail of the United States of America, postage 

prepaid, a properly stamped and addressed envelope directed to Carl Luer, 

Todd Gruenhagen, and Stacey MacDonald, the attorneys for the 

defendant, at Associated Counsel for the Accused, 110 Prefontaine 

PlaceS., Suite 200, Seattle, WA 98103, containing a copy of the State's 

Reply to Monfort's Response to State's Motion for Discretionary 

Review, in STATE V. CHRISTOPHER JOHN MONFORT, Cause No. 

88522-2, in the Supreme Court of the State of Washington. 

I certify under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of Washington that 
th~'ng ~s tr~-~- . l 

~ c- ~ -..,__ ~ . ; r7 ( ··---- = ·::, --·---·- 6 ~ ~ ~ / ____:;:. 
Name Date 
Done in Seattle, Washington 



Certificate of Ser\iice by Mail 

Today I deposited in the mail of the United States of America, postage 

prepaid, a properly stamped and addressed envelope directed to Suzanne 

Lee Elliott, the attorney for the defendant, at 705 Second Avenue, Suit~ 

1300, Seattle, WA 98104-1797, containing a copy of the State's Reply to 

Monfort's Response to State's Motion for Discretionary Review, in 

STATE V. CHRISTOPHER JOHN MONFORT, Cause No. 88522-2, in the 

Supreme Court of the State of Washington. 

Name 
Done in Seattle, Washington 



OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK 

To: Ly, Bora 
Subject: RE: State of Washington v. Christopher John Monfort/Case # 88522-2 

Rec'd 3/22/13 

Please note that any pleading filed as an attachment to e-mail will be treated as the original. 
Therefore, if a filing is by e-mail attachment, it is not necessary to mail to the court the 

nal of the document. 
From: Ly, Bora [mailto:Bora.Ly@kingcounty.gg_y] 
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2013 2:54 PM 
To: OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK 
Cc: Dwyer, Deborah; 'suzanne-elliott@msn.com'; Summers, Ann; Luer, Carl-acapd.org; Gruenhagen, Todd-acapd.org; 
'stacey.macdonald@acapd.org' 
Subject: State of Washington v. Christopher John Monfort/Case # 88522-2 

Dear Supreme Court Clerk: 

Attached for filing in the subject-case, please find State's Reply to Monfort's Response to State's Motion for Discretionary 
Review. 

Please let me know if you have problems opening the document. 

Thank you, 

Bora Ly 
Paralegal 
Criminal Division, Appellate Unit 
King County Prosecutor's Office 
W554 King County Courthouse 
516 Third Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Phone: 206-296-9489 
Fax: 206-205-0924 
E-Mail: bora.ly@kingcounty.gov 

For 

Debbie Dwyer 
Ann Summers 
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorneys 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

1 


