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A. STATUS OF PETITIONER.

I, Derek E. Gronquist. apply for relief from
unlawful'restraint, I was sentenced to three
consecutive 114 month terms of confinement for
three counts of attempted kidnapping in the first
degree. I am currently incarcerated in the
Washington State Penitentiary, in Walla Walla.,
Washington, pursuant to that sentence.

l. I was sentenced in the King County Superior
Court, No. 93-1-00121-1.

2. I was convicted, following a bench trial,
of three counts of attempted kidnapping in the
first degree pursuant to RCW 9A.40 020(1)(B).

3. Judgment was entered on February 17, 1995.
The judge who imposed the sentence was George T.
Mattson.

4. My lawyer in the superior court was
Jennifer Shaw and Dave Roberson, then of the Office
of the Public Defender, 810 Third Avenue, 8th
Floor, Central Building, Seattle, WA 98104.

5 I did appeal the decision of the trial
. court. I appealed to Division One of the Court of
Appeals of the State of Washington in case No.
36203-8-I. The convictipn and sentence was affirmed
in an unpublished opinion dated August 19, 1996.

Review was denied by the Supreme Court of the State



of Washington in case No. 64811-5 on April 2, 1997.

The cite is State v. Gronquist, 1196 WL 470607,

Wash.App. Div. 1, Aug. 19, 1996, review denied, 131
Wn.2d 1016 (1997).

| 6. I have filed the following personal
restraint petitions:

a. The first petition challenged the sanction
imposed from a prison.disciplinary hearing. The
petition was dismissed without prejudice after the
Department of Corrections reduced the sanction. COA
No. 40604-3-1.

b. The second petition challenged the
procedure employed in a prison disciplinary
hearing. The petition was granted by Division One
of the Court of Appeals in case No. 40770-8-I, and
reversed by the Washington State Supreme Court in

Personal Restraint of Gronquist 138 Wn.2d 388

(1998).

c. The third petition challenged my criminal
conviction and sentence. COA No. 42620-6-I. The
petition was dismissed on procedural grounds on
June 22, 1998. Review was denied by the Washington
State Supreme Court in case No. 66929-5 on July 20,
1998. |

d. The fourth petition challenged the

Department of Corrections application of a 15% cap
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on earned release time. COA No. 43270-2-I. The
petition was transferred to the Washington State
Supreme Court, case Nos. 67182-6/67390-8, who

granted the petition. Personal Restraint of Smith &

Gronquist, 139 Wn.2d 199 (1999).
e. The fifth petition challenged my

exceptional sentence under Apprendi v. New Jersey,

530 U.S. 466 (2000). The petition was dismissed on

procedural grounds on December 13, 2000. Review was

denied by the Washington State Supreme Court in a

Commissioner's Ruling dated February 20,.2001.

Wash.S.Ct. No. 70614-0. A Motion to Modify the

Commissioner's Ruling was denied -on April 10, 200l.
f. The sixth petition challenged my

exceptional sentence under Blakely v. Washington,

542 U.S. 296 (2004). Wash.S.Ct. No. 75828-0. The
petition was dismissed on procedural grounds on
October 31, 2005 in a Commissioner's Ruling. A
Motion to Modify the Commissioner's Ruling was
denied.

g. The seventh petition challenged my sentence

under State v. Zavala Reynoso, 127 Wn.App. 119

(2005) and RCW 9.94A.505(5). Wash.S.Ct. No. 82250-
6. The petition was conditionally dismissed without
prejudice in a Commissioner's Ruling. A Motion to

Modify the Commissioner's Ruling was denied on



February 10, 2010. A Certificate -of Finality issued
February 17, 2010.

h. The eighth petition challenged the
procedure employed in a prison disciplinary hearing
and deprivations of Earned Release Time. Wash.S.Ct.
No. 87666-5. The petition was dismissed in a
Commissioner's Ruling on March 11, 2013. Motions to
Modify the Commissioner's Ruling were granted as to
the award of costs and denied as to the merits.

Personal Restraint of Gronquist, 179 Wn.2d 120

(2013).

i. I have also filed a Writ of Mandamus that
was improperly converted into a personal restraint
petition without notice or an opportunity to be

heard. Derek E. Gronquist v. Washington State

Department of Corrections, King County Superior

Court Cause No. 13-2-06199-6 KNT. That action
sought to compel .the Department of Corrections to
process an Offender Release Plan in accordance with
the mandatory provisions of Policy 350.200. The
action was converted into a personal restraint
petition on April 1, 2013. Division One of the
Court of Appeals of the State of Washington
dismissed the petition on May 21, 2013, for refusal
to pay a duplicative filing fee. COA No. 70333-1-

I. A Certificate of Finality issued July 12, 2013.
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A Motion for Discretionary Review from the order
converting the mandamus action into a personal
restraint petition was also. improperly converted
into a personal restraint petition and dismissed by
the Court of Appeals of the State of Washington in
case No. 70333-1-I.

j. The ninth petition challenged my criminal
conviction based upon the prosecutor's withholding
of material evidence in violation of Brady v.
Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963) and presentation of

false testimony in violation of Napue v. Illinois,

360 U.S. 264 (1959). COA No. 74479-8-I. That action
is pending.

k. I have not filed any previous petition on
similar grounds to those presented herein. Good
cause exists for not raising the issues presented
herein in a previous petition: I have only filed
the petition identified in paragraph j since
discovering that the Department of Corrections has
miscalculated my confinement maximum expiration
date. That issue does not challenge my criminal
judgment and involves a restraint imposed by a
state agency in the absence of any lawful
authority. Since discovering the miscalculation I
have worked to resolve the issue administratively

with the Department of Corrections. I had no



ability to predict that the Department of
Corrections would wilfully defy well established
precedent, the terms of my Judgment and Sentence,
and attempt to confine me in the absence of any
legal authority.

B. GROUNDS FOR RELIEF.

I have the following grounds for relief:

1. On February 17, 1995, I was sentenced to
three consecutive 1l4-month terms of confinement in
a facility operated by the Department of
Corrections.

2. The Judgment and an order entered on April
6, 1995 credited me with 453 days spent in pre-
judgment detention since December 7, 1993.

3. On October 14, 1999 the Washington State
Supreme Court ordered the Department of Corrections
to reduce,my terms of confinement by 33% for earned
early release time in the case of Personal

Restraint of Smith & Gronquist, 139 Wn.2d 199

(1999).

4. My first term of confinement began on
December 7, 1993, had an early release date of
April 17, 2000 pursuant to the Smith decision, and
expired on June 6, 2003.

5. On April 17, 2000 I was released from my

first term of confinement and began serving my
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second term of confinement, which had an early
release date of December 2, 2006 pursuant to the
Smith decision, .and expired on November 16, 2009.

6. On December 2, 2006 I was released from my
second term of confinement and began serving my
third and final term of confinement, which had an
early release date of April 21, 2013 pursuant to
the Smith decision, and expires on June 1, 2016.

7. In 2008 an employee of the,Departmeﬁt of
Corrections violated the Smith decision and
recalculated my terms of confinement pursuant to
the 15% cap for earned early release credits,
without notice or a hearing. ‘That action not only
re-set the Early Release Dates for each of my
consecutive causes;, but also re-set the confinement
maximum expiration date on my third and final term
of confinement to May 31, 2022.

8. Rather than face contempt proceedings, the
Department of Corrections re-set my Early Release
Dates pursuant to a 33% reduction for earned early
release credits. The Department of Corrections,
however, failed to re-set my confinement maximum
expiration date.

9. I did not discover that the Department of
Corrections had miscalculated my confinement

maximum expiration date until approximately



September of 2013, after I was confined past my
Early Release Date and Department of Corrections
officials began threatening to hold me in
confinement until my confinement maximum expiration
date, which they calculated at May 31, 2022.

10 Since discovering the Department of
Corrections miscalculation of my confinement
maximum expiration date I have repeatedly attempted
to have the error corrected administratively,
without the need for judicial action. Despite my
efforts, the Department of Corrections has refused
to fix its error in willful defiance of judicial
decisions.

1l1. The Department of Corrections has set my
confinement maximum expiration date on my third and
final term of confinement at May 31, 2022, and is
threatening to hold me in confinement until that
date.

12. This petition relies upon, and
incorporates herein by reference: (1) the Judgment

and Sentence entered in State - of Washington v.

Derek E. Gronquist, King County Superior Court No.

93-1-00121-1; (2) the decision entered in Personal

Restraint of Smith & Gronquist, 139 Wn.2d 199

(1999); and (3) the evidence attached to the

Declaration of Derek Gronquist, which is subjoined



to Petitioner's Opening Brief at Attachment A.

CLAIM FOR RELIEF

13. The Department of Corrections has
miscalculated my confinement maximum expiration
date and is threatening to hold me in confinement
in the absence of any legal authority.

C. RELIEF REQUESTED.

I request the Court to:

1. Order the Department of Corrections to set
my confinement maximum expiration date at June 1,
2016;

2. Prohibit the Department of -Corrections from
holding me in confinement past June 1, 2016; and

3. Award all costs associated with this
action.

D. OATH OF PETITIONER.

After being first duly sworn, on oath, I
depose and say: I am the petitioner. I have read
the petition, know its contents, and believe the

petition is true.

—

/.‘7"?/
erek E. Gronquist
#943857 B-B-305
Wash. St. Penitentiary
1313 N. 13th Avenue
Walla Walla, WA 99326



SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this Sﬁg day

mcaeeh
of February, 2016.

the State of Washington,
residing at:
My commission expires:
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#Gl2657 A-B38S

Notary Public
State of Washington
VENETTA E JACKSON

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
APRIL 1, 2017

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

10



No.

COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
DIVISION ONE

In re the Personal Restraint Petition of:

DEREK E. GRONQUIST,

Petitioner.

PETITIONER'S OPENING BRIEF

Derek E. Gronguist
$#943857 B-B 305

Wash. St. Penitentiary
1313 N. 13th Avenue
Walla Walla, WA 99326



TABLE OF CONTENTS

B. QUESTION PRESENTED. et :veesccneonncanonennnan 1
C. STATEMENT OF THE CASE. ..t creeneeeeneennnnnnn 1
D. ARGUMENT WHY RELIEF SHOULD BE GRANTED......... 4

I. THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS HAS
MISCALCULATED MR. GRONQUIST'S
CONFINEMENT MAXIMUM EXPIRATION
DATE AND IS THREATENING TO HOLD

"HIM IN CONFINEMENT IN THE ABSENCE

IT. THIS PETITION IS NOT PROCEDURALLY
BARRED . .ttt ies tiiiiet i nnecancnnoncana 14

a. This petition is not time barred........ 14

b. This petition is not impermissibly

SUCCE S S IV et it o e s v eeesecsosoncnanesscaceseeeeees 14




TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

WASHINGTON STATE SUPREME COURT DECISIONS

Blakiston v. Osgood Panel & Veneer Co.,
173 Wash-. 435 (1993 ) ..t et eeecennaccaenscnnccan 9

Personal Restraint of Grantham,
168 Wn.2d 204 (20)0 ) c e eceeececacaenecansacanennenns 4

Personal Restraint of Johnson,
131 Wn.2d 558 (1997 ). + i iecueeerecaacaacacacanaanas 15

Personal Restraint of Perkins,
143 Wn.2d 261 (2000 ) @ e e e i e ce st eecsososennnnnes 16

Personal Restraint .of Smith,
139 Wn.2d 199 (1999 ) .. ccieececraccoccncsans 7-8, 10

Personal Restraint of Stoudmire,
141 Wn.2d 342 (2000 ) e e ececeeesoensanconsannance 16

State v. Bobic,
140 Wn.2d 250 (2000) . 4 ieievnreonnonoenanccaanocnns 11

St. Peter v. Rhay,
56 Wn.2d 297 (1960 ) .. cee ioceacoancoscocnns 5, 10-12

WASHINGTON STATE COURT OF APPEALS OPINIONS

Dress v. Department of Corrections,
168 Wn.App. 319 (2012)..cc it it erinnnennann 12

Personal Restraint of Albritton.
143 Wn.App. 584 (2008)..... ........ eee ... 4, 11

Personal Restraint of Paschke,
61 Wn.App 591 (1991).. +eiueenneeinnnnnenn 5-6, 11-13

State v. Acrey,
97 Wn.App. 784 (1999)..... e e e ieeeen 7, 9-10

State v. McReynolds, .
117 Wn.App. 309 (2003)... «.vee  ceaenn - . ..11

ii



4 \\ N
STATUTES AND COURT RULES
RAP 16.4. . ie et eeeeeecoeennoneacnaasnse sncasansacan 4
RAP 16.4(a) e e -uteecerae ceeoacen oo o weeean 4
RAP 16.4 (D) eueeen taueeeceenenonnnn et ...4
RAP 16.4(cC)(6)e ¢ v te tre o cecaaee ouann .4
RAP 16.4(d) . c it i ieeenneeee  ©  teeeeeenenaes 4, 16
RCW 10.73.090 .. &.ieeieianeonn ce et sese  aeeses 14
RCW 10.73.140. . et eecescenaeas e e e e e rean 14
OTHER AUTHORITIES

Alexander v. Perrill,

916 F.2d 1392 (9th Cir. 1990)... .8
Haygood Younger,

769 F.2d 1350 (9th Cir. 1985)... e e ...8
Sample v. Diecks,

885 F.2d 1099 (3rd Cir. 1989).. . . ....... ..8

iii



A. CLATIM FOR RELIEF. '
The Department of Corrections has
miscalculated pétitioner's confinement maximum
expiration date and is threatening to hold him in
confinement in the absence of any legal authority.

B. QUESTION PRESENTED.

Has the Department of Corrections
miscalculated petitioner's confinement maximum
expiration date as May 31, 2022, which is 15% years
after the final 9% year term of confinement began
on December. 2, 20067

C. STATEMENT OF THE CASE.

On February 17, 1995 the King County Superior
Court entered a felony judgment against petitioner
Derek E. Gronquist for three counts of attempted
kidnapping in the first degree. Exhibit 1 at l.l
The Judgment imposed three consecutive 1l4-month
(9%-year) terms of confinement, and credited Mr. -
Gronquist for 453 days spent in pre-judgment
detention. Id., at 3; Exhibit 2.

On October 14, 1999 the Washington State

Supreme Court ordered the Department of Corrections

(DOC or Department)' to reduce Mr. Grongquist's terms

Exhibits are attached to the Declaration of
Derek Gronquist, which is subjoined hereto as
Attachment A.



of confinement by 33% for earned early release

time. Personal Restraint of Smith & Gronquist, 139

Wn.2d 199 (1999).2 Pursuant to that order, the
Department correctly calculated Mr. Gronquist's

terms of confinement as:

COUNT I
Start Date..cceieiieececccnannnns 02/28/1995
Credit for Time Served.......c.... 453 days
Earned Release Date.....ceeeen. 08/05/2000
Maximum Expiration Date........ 06/02/2003
COUNT II
Start Date@..cceeeeenccecsansanns 08/05/2000
Earned Release Date...cceeeseen- 05/20/2007
Maximum Expiration Date........ 02/03/2010
COUNT IIT
Start Date..ceeeeceeneaseoannansns 05/20/2007
Early Release Date.....ceecnn... 9/18/2013
Maximum Expiration Date........ 11/17/2016

Exhibit 7 (emphasis added).

In'2010 and 2012 Mr. Gronquist received
restorations of good time credits, which adjusted
the Start Date on Count II to April 17, 2000, and
Count III to December 2, 2006. Attachment A,

Declaration of Gronquist, at 7; Exhibits 8 & 9.

2Prior to the Smith decision the Department had
only reduced Mr. Gronquist's terms of confinement
by 15% for earned early release time. Those
reductions produced a confinement maximum
expiration date for the third and final 9% year-
term of confinement at June 6, 2022, Exhibits 3-6,
which is within 6 days of DOC's current
calculation. Exhibit 8.



Those restorations should have resulted in Mr.
Gronquist's confinement maximum expiration date for
Count III being set at June 2, 2016 - 9% years.
after that sentence started. Cf. Exhibit 9 at 4 & 5
(current calculation listing the Start Date for
Count III as December 2, 2006).

In 2008, an official of the Monroe
Correctional Complex (MCC) violated the Supreme
Court's order in Smith and re—calculated Mr.
Grongquist's terms of confinement utilizing the 15%
cap on earned early release time. Attachment A,
Declaration of Gronquist, at 4-5. That action re-
set Mr. Gronquist's early release dates.and
confinement maximum expiration dates.3 Exhibit 10
at 3-4 (showing erroneous confinement maximum
expiration dates). When Mr. Gronquist's attorney
apprised the DOC of MCC's conduct and the prospect
of being held in contempt for violating the Smith
decision, MCC re-set Mr. Gronquist's early release
dates pursuant to a 33% reduction for earned early

release time. Id. MCC failed to re-set the

Mr. Gronquist did not notice, nor was he
apprised of, the alteration of his confinement
maximum expiration dates at this time; which was
approximately five years before his early release
date of April 21, 2013. Attachment A, Declaration
of Gronguist, at 5.



confinement maximum expiration dates, as the
Department's records indicate a 2022 confinement
maximum expiration date since that time. Id.;
Exhibit 8.

The DOC has now set Mr. Gronquist's
confinement maximum expiration date for his third
and final term of confinement at May 31, 2022, and
is threatening to hold him in confinement until
that date. Exhibit 8; Attachment A, Declaration of
Grongquist, at 7. Every effort to resolve this
miscalculation administratively has failed.
Exhibits 11-20.

D. ARGUMENT WHY RELIEF SHOULD BE GRANTED.

A personal restraint petition challenging the
actions of the DOC need only satisfy the

requirements of RAP 16.4. Personal Restraint of

Grantham, 168 Wn.2d 204, 214 (2010). RAP 16.4(a)
states that relief "will" be granted if the
petitioner is under restraint, RAP 16.4(b), other
remedies are not available, RAP 16.4(d), and the
restraint is "unlawful" where (as relevant here):
The conditions.or manner of the restraint
of petitioner are in violation:of the
Constitution of the United States or the
Constitution or laws of the State of

Washington. '

RAP 16.4(c)(6); Personal Restraint of Albritton

143 Wn.App. 584 (Div. I 2008)(miscalculations of



terms of confinement are cognizable via PRP).

I. THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS HAS
MISCALCULATED MR. GRONQUIST'S
CONFINEMENT MAXIMUM EXPIRATION
DATE AND IS THREATENING TO HOLD
HIM IN CONFINEMENT IN THE ABSENCE
OF ANY LEGAL AUTHORITY

. . . . 4
Confinement maximum expiration dates

represent the last day an individual may be held in
confinement pursuant to the terms of a felony

judgment. Personal Restraint of Paschke, 61 Wn.App.

591, 595 (19921). For consecutive sentences; the
confinement'maximum expiration date 1is calculéted
by taking the day the individual began serving each
consecutive sentence and adding the term of
confinement ordered by the court. Paschke, 61
Wn.App. at 594.

In Paschke, the petitioner was sentenced to
consecutive terms of confinement. After being
paroled to serve. subsequent sentences, Paschke's
parole was revoked on his third sentence. His
minimum term was set at the confinement maximum
expiration date of his previous sentences. The
court was asked to determine what that date was.
Paschke, 61 Wn.App. at 592-93. Following St. Peter

v. Rhay, 56 Wn.2d 297 (1960), the Court held that

The DOC uses the abbreviation "Max Ex" to
refer to confinement maximum expiration dates. Cf.
Exhibits 3-6, 8, 10 & 13.



"when consecutive sentences are imposed, the second
term begins on the date the defendant would
otherwise have been released from confinement under
the first term." Id. In other words:
Mr. Paschke began serving his 10-year
sentence for the 1972 abduction on March 13,
1972. His maximum release date on that
conviction was March 12, 1982. The sentence
for his carnal knowledge conviction was
sentenced to run consecutive to the abduction
sentence. On June 20, 1974, he was paroled to;,
and began serving, his 20-year maximum
sentence for the 1972 carnal knowledge
conviction His maximum release date for that
sentence is June 19, 1994. . . Thus, the
latest date that Mr. Paschke can.be held is
June 19, 1994.
Paschke, 61 Wn.App. at 594-95.

Mr. Gronquist's first 9% year sentence began

5

on December 7:; 1993. The confinement maximum
expiration date on that sentence is June 7, 2003.
On April 17, 2000, Mr. Gronquist was released from
his first term of confinement and began serving his
second 9% year sentence. Exhibit 9. The confinement
maximum expiration date for that sentence is

November 17, 2009. On December 2, 2006, Mr.

Gronguist was released from his second sentence and

5The DOC's records indicate a 2/28/1995 start
date. Exhibits 7 & 9 at 2..When the 453 days Mr.
Gronquist was credited for time spent in pre-
judgment detention is subtracted from that date, it
yields a December 7, 1993 start date. Exhibit 1 at
3§ 4.2; Exhibit 2.



began serving his third 9% year term of
confinement. Id. The confinement maximum expiration
date for that third and final senteﬁce is June 2,
2016. Thus, the last day that Mr. Gronquist may be
held in confinement is June 2, 2016.

The Department has incorrectly set Mr.
Gronguist's confinement maximum expiration date at
May 31, 2022 -- 15% years after the third and final
9% year term began -- and is threatening to hold
him in confinement until that date. Exhibits 8 &
10-20. The cause of this-error is the DOC's breach
of the order of the Supreme Court in Personal

Restraint of Smith & Gronquist, 139 Wn.2d 199

(1999), to reduce Mr. Gronquist's terms of
confinement by 33% for Earned Release Time.
Attachment A, -Declaration of Gronquist, at 4-5.
The DOC has categorically refused to correct
this obvious error, asserting four post hoc
justifications for its conduct: (1) the holding in

State v. Acrey, 97 Wn.App. 784 (1999), Exhibit 14;

(2) consecutive sentences begin on the confinement

maximum expiration date of the previous term,

6The DOC utilized this exact methodology to
calculate Mr. Grongquist's confinement maximum
expiration dates prior to the breach of the Smith
decision. See Exhibit 7.
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Exhibit 18; (3) the first and second sentences
"stopped" during the time subsequent sentences were
served, Exhibit 16; and (4) equating three
consecutive 114 month terms of confinement with a
‘single 342 month term of confinement, Exhibit 18.
None of these excuses justify the DOC's conduct.

In Personal Restraint of Smith & Gronquist,

139 Wn.2d 199 (1999) the Department was ordered to
reduce Mr. Gronquist's terms of confinement by 33%
for Earned Release Time. Following that order the
DOC reduced Mr. Gronquist's terms of confinement by
33%, and set his confinement maximum expiration
date for the third and final term of confinement at
October 8, 2016.7 Exhibit Zi. In 2008, the DoOC
breached the Smith decision and recalculated Mr.
Gronquist's setences pursuant to the 15% cap
without notice or a hearing.s.Attachment A,
Declaration of Gronguist, at 4-5. When that breach

was discovered and the DOC was threatened with a

7
Mr. Gronquist's confinement maximum expiration

date is now June 2, 2016 because of restorations of
good time in 2010 and 2012, which produced the
start date of December 2, 2006, for the third and
final cause. Exhibits 8 & 9. :

This conduct alone violates due process. See
Haygood v. Younger, 769 F.2d 1350 (9th Cir. 1985)
(en banc), cert. denied, 478 1020 (1986); Alexander
v. Perrill, 916 F 2d 1392 (9th Cir. 1990); Sample
v. Diecks, 885 F.2d 1099 (3rd Cir. 1989).

8
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contempt action, the. Department re-set Mr.
Gronguist's early release dates to reflect a 33%
reduction. Id.; and Exhibit 9. The Department,
however, failed to re-set the confinement maximum
expiration dates pursuant to those calculations.
Exhibit 10.

The Department/s conduct complies with Smith
on paper while violating it in practice. A May 31,
2022 confinement maximum expiration date .can only
be calculated by reducing Mr. Gronquist's terms of
confinement by 15% for earned early release time.
See Exhibits 3-6 As a party to the Smith decision,
the DOC was required to follow it "implicitly,
according to its spirit, and in good faith."

Blakiston v. Osgood Panel & Veneer Co., 173 Wash.

435, 438 (1933). It should not be allowed to
subvert the order of the Supreme Court in this way-
When the miscalculation was discovered, a DOC
Records Technician admitted that she "can't prove
the time . 1s correct." Exhibit 13 at 6. Rather
fhan fix the error, the Department's Statewide
Correctional Records Program Manager asserted that
the calculation "is correct," and Mr. Gronguist was
informed that the May 31, 2022 confinement maximum
expiration date was due té the decision in State v.

Acrey, 97 Wn.App. 784 (1999). Exhibit 13 at 1;



Exhibit 14. The same official subsequently admitted
that "Acrey does not apply:" but still refused to
correct the error.9 Exhibit 16.

When the Acrey excuse didn't deter Mr.
Grongquist's. complaints, DOC officials next asserted
that "the time spent on subsequent counts "stops"
on previous counts/causes while you are serving."
Exhibit 16. Washington law,; however, is clear that
a "sentence continues to run notwithstanding
parole" or release to subsequent consecutive
sentences. Paschke, 61 Wn.App. at 595 (citing Sfate

v. Jennings, 45 Wn.App. 858, 860 (1986)); St. Peter

v. Rhay, 56 Wn.2d 297 (1960).

When confronted with the holdings in Paschke
and St. Peter, the DOC's Assistant Secretary for
Administrative Operations asserted that they "are
not relevant" because they were "decided on pre-

10
1984 statutes. . ." Exhibit 8. However, the

9Acrey only concerns the tolling of supervision
on concurrent sentences. See 97 Wn.App. 784.

1

OIn Smith, the DOC's Secretary took a similar
position, asserting that the opinion in Personal _
Restraint of Mahrle, 88 Wn.App. 410 (1997), was not
relevant because it only applied to Mahrle. The
Supreme Court admonished the DOC for its conduct,
emphasizing: "We have repeatedly stated it offends
the rule of. law when agencies of the state wilfully
ignore the decisions of our courts. Once again, we
find it necessary to reiterate this fundamental
point." Smith, 139 Wn.2d at 203 n.3. Despite that

reprimand, DOC officials continue to wilfully defy
the rulings of Washington courts.

10
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statutes interpreted in Pascke and St. Peter are
essentiaily identical to the SRA's consecutive
sentencing provisions. Compare RCW 9.92.080(1) with
RCW 9.94A.589(2)(a). Because both provisions are
substantially verbatim, concern the same subject,
and were in effect at the same time, judicial
interpretations of the prior statutes adhere to the
new statutes absent clear legislative intent to the
contrary. St. Peter, 56 Wn.2d .at 298; State v.
Bobic, 140 Wn.2d 250, 264 (2000); State v.

McReynolds, 117 Wn.App. 309, 336-37 (2003). See

Albritton, 143 Wn.App. at 595-96 (following the
Phelan court's interpretation of indeterminate
tolling statutes in case concerning SRA tolling
provisions).

There is no indication that the legislature

disagreed with the holdings in Pascke, Jennings or

St. Peter. Indeed, there is every indication that
the legislature agreed with the prior
interpretations of the consecutive sentence
statutes, as the SRA's provisions are essentially
unchanged and only allow periods of confinement to
stop when an "offender has absented himself or
herself from confinement without the prior approval

of the entity in whose custody [he] has been

11



placed.” RCW 9.94A.171(1).

The Department's third excuse was that Mr.
Gronquist's second and third terms of confinement
started on the confinement maximum expiration dates
of the previous sentences. Exhibit 18. Once again,
this position wilfully defies the holdings in
Pascke and St. Peter .~ that terms of confinement
begin on. the date the prisoner starts serving those
sentences., Paschke, 61 Wn.App. at 594; St Peter,
56 Wn.2d at 299. This assertion also conflicts with
the Department's own records, which lists the
"start date" of each of Mr. Gronquist's consecutive
causes at the early release.date of the previous
cause. Exhibits 7, 9 & 10.

The Department's final attempt to justify the
May 31, 2022 confinement maximum expiration date is
to convert Mr. Gronguist's three consecutive 114
month sentences into one 342 month sentence.
Exhibit 18. Butvthe-Depértment may not interpret,
amend, or usurp the terms of Mr. Gronguist's

judgment in this way. Dress v. Department of

Corrections, 168 Wn.App. 319, 225-330 (Div. 1

2012). The confinement maximum expiration dates
upon Mr. Gronguist's consecutive 114 month terms of
confinement are earlier than a single 342 month

sentence because of the dates he started serving

12
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the second and third terms of confinement (April
17, 2000, and  -December 2, .2006, respectively). DOC
cannot alter this reality by converting Mr.
Gronquist®s three consecutive 114 terms of
confinement into a single 342 month term of
confinement. Id

Regardless of the excuse, this Court needs to
look no further than the dete Mr. Gronquist began
serving his third and final 9% year term of
confinement to f£ind that the DOC's calculation of
March 31, 2022 is wrong. Paschke, -supra; Mr.
Gronquist began serving his .third and final term of
confinement on December .2, 2006. Exhibit 9 at 5-6.
9% years from that date is June 2, 2016. Thus, Mr.
Gronquistfs confinement maximum expiration date is
June 2, 2016, and the Department lacks any
authority to hold him in confinement past that
date. Paschke, 61 Wn.App. at 595.

For these reaseons, Mr. Gronquist requests this
Court to order the Department to set the
confinement maximum expiration date for his first
term of confinement at June 7, 2003; his second
term of confinement at November 17, 2009; his third
term of confinement at June 2, 2016, and to release

him from confinement on or before June 2, 2016.

13



II. THIS PETITION IS NOT PROCEDURALLY BARRED

a. This petition is not time barred. RCW

10.73 090 provides:

No petition or motion for collateral
attack on a judgment and sentence in a
criminal case may. be filed more than one
year after the judgment becomes final if
the judgment and sentence is valid on
its face and was rendered by a court of
competent Jjurisdiction.

(Emphasis added).

By its express language, RCW 10.73.090 only
applies to collateral attacks "on a judgment and
sentence in a criminal case." This petition
challenges the.actionS‘of the Department. in
miscalculating Mr. Gronguist's confinement maximum
expiration date .and threat to hold him in
confinement in -the absence of lawful authority. It
is not a collateral attack on a judgment, and RCW
10.73,090 does not apply)

b. This petition is not impermissibly

successive. RCW 10.73.140 provides in pertinent

part:

If a person has previously filed a petition
for personal restraint, the court of appeals
will not consider the petition unless the
person certified that he or she has not filed
a previous petition on similar grounds, and
shows good cause why the petitioner did not
raise the new ground in the previous
petition.

Mr. Gronguist has certified that he has not

filed a previous petition on similar grounds-

14
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Personal Restraint Petition at 5 § A(6)(k);

Personal Restraint of Johnson, 131 Wn.2d 558, 564

(1997)("similar grounds" means the distinct legal
"grounds for relief, rather than the type of relief
sought.").

Good cause exists for not presenting- -the new
grounds 1in ‘a previous-ﬁetition. The only petition
Mr. Gronquist has filed ;ince discovering the
miscalculation of his confinement maximum
expiration date is the '‘one challenging his criminal
conviction based upon .the state's suppréssion of
material evidence and use of perjured testimony .at
trial. Personal Restraint Petition at 5 § A(6)(3).
That petition challenges a criminal proceeding.
where this petition challenges an administrative
agency's miscalculation of & confinement maximum
expiration date and threat to confine Mr. Grongquist
in the absence of any legal authority. The facts., -
issues, entities(.and basis of restraint are
different.

More importantly, Mr. Gronguist has attempted
to resolve the miscalculation administratively -
without the need for judicial intervention - since
its discovery. Exhibits 11-20. Unfortunately, those
efforts wereaunsuccessfui. Id. Mr. Grongquist had no.

ability to predict that the DOC would wilfully defy

15
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well established precedent and the terms of his
Judgment and Sentence, ignore its own records, and
attempt to confine him in the absence. of any legal
authority. In any event, the Department'’s threat to
hold Mr. Grongquist past his confinement maximum
expiration date of June 2, 2016 is now imminent and
therefore ripe for judicial review.

If this Court finds that these reasons do not
constitute good cause under RCW 10.73.140, it must
transfer the petition to the Washington State
Supreme Court, where RCW 10,73.140 does not apply:

Personal Restraint of Perkins, 143 Wn.2d 261, 266~

67 (2000). The Supreme Court may entertain this
petition because RAP 16.4(d) only :applies when "the
petitioner was represented by counsel throughout
[the previous] postconviction proceedings.®

Personal Restraint of Stoudmire, 141 Wn.2d 342, 352

(2000). Mr. Gronquist filed, and is 'prosecuting,

his prior petition pro se. See Personal Restraint

of Gronguist , Washington Court of Appeals Cause No.

74479-8-1.

Dated this 6th day of/March, 2016.

P
il
‘Snguist
#943857 B-B-305
Wash . ~Penitentiary
1313 13th Avenue

Walla Walla, WA 99326
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COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
DIVISION ONE

In re the Personal No.
Restraint Petition of:

DECLARATION OF
DEREK E. GRONQUIST, DEREK GRONQUIST

Petitioner,

Derek E. Gronquist declares under penalty of
perjury under the laws of the state of Washington
that the following statements are true and correct
to the best of his knowledge, information, and
belief:

1. I am the petitioner in the above captioned
action. I am a United States citizen, over the age
of 18, am competent to testify herein, and make
this declaration upon personal knowledge.

2. Attached hereto are true and correct copies
of the following records:

Exhibit 1l: The Judgment .and Sentence entered

in State of Washington v. Derek Eugene Grongquist,

King County Superior Court Cause No. 93-1-00121-1;



Exhibit 2: The April 6, 1995, Order on

Criminal Motion entered in State of Washington v.

Derek Eugene Gronquist, King County Superior Court

Cause No. 93-1-00121-1, with its attached
verification letter;

Exhibit 3: A Department of Corrections (DOC or
Department) Classification Referral concerning me,
created on February 6, 1996. I obtained this
document from the DOC pursuant to a Public Records
Act (PRA) request;:

Exhibit 4: A DOC Classification Referral
regarding me, created on August 30, 1996. I
received this record from the Department pursuant
to a PRA request;

Exhibit 5: A DOC Classification Referral
concerning me, created on February 20, 1997. I
received this document from the Department through
a PRA request.

Exhibit 6: A DOC Classification Referral
concerning me, created on February 25, 1998. I
received this document from the Department through
a PRA request;

Exhibit 7: DOC Release Date Calculations
concerning my three consecutive terms of
confinement, created on July 30, 2008. I received

these documents from the Department through a PRA



request;

Exhibit 8: A DOC Custody Facility Plan
concerning me, created on November 2, 2012;

Exhibit 9: A current DOC calcualtion of the
sentence reductions and early release dates for
each of my three consecutive terms of confinement.
I received this document from the Department
through a review of my Central File;

Exhibit 10: A DOC Legal Face Sheet printed on
March 6, 2013. I received this document from the
Department in separate litigation;

Exhibit 11: A letter I sent to Susan Bowman, a
Correctional Records Specialist for the Coyote
Ridge Corrections Center, on September 19, 2013;

Exhibit 12: An Offender Complaint, and DOC
responses, assigned Log I.D. Number 13547938. I
created the initial response and appeal, and
receive the response from DOC officials;

Exhibit 13: An email string between Calla
Perkins, Wendy Stigall, Lisa Gonzales, and Danielle
Hedblum. I received this document from the
Department during a review of my Central File;

Exhibit 14: A letter dated November 5, 2013
from Coyote Ridge Corrections Center Records
Technician to me. I obtained this document from the

DOC during a review of my Central File;
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Exhibit 15: A letter I mailed to DOC Secretary
Bernard Warner on March 31, 2014;

Exhibit 16: A letterldated April 21, 2014 from
DOC Statewide Correctional Records Manager to me. I
received this document from the Department through
the mail;

Exhibit 17: A letter that I mailed to DOC
Secretary Bernard Warner on April 13, 2015;

Exhibit 18: A letter dated May 15, 2015 from
DOC Assistant Secretary for the Administrative
Operations Division to me. I received this document
from DOC officials through the mail;

Exhibit 19: A letter I mailed to the
Washington State Penitentiary's Records Department
on February 14, 2016; |

Exhibit 20: An Offender Complaint that I filed
with the Department on February 13,>2016,'which has
been assigned Log I.D. Number 16604619;

Exhibit 21: A DOC Classification Referral
concerning me, created on February 10, 2000. I
received that record from the Department pursuant
to a PRA request.

3. In 2008, while I was confined at the Twin
Rivers Unit of the Monroe Correctional Complex
(MCC), MCC officials breached the Washington State

Supreme Court's order in Personal Restraint of




Smith & Grongquist, 139 Wn.2d 199 (1999), to reduce

my terms of confinement by 33% for earned early
release time. I was not given notice of the action.,
nor any opportunity to be heard. I discovered the
violation during an interview with Classification
Counselor Drew Wood in preparation for an upcoming
classification review. I asked if, after that
classification, I would begin having classification
reviews every six months (because DOC policy
requireé classification reviews every six months
when an inmate is within five years of their early
release date). Counselor Wood responded ."no, your
earned release date is more than ten years away.").
I then discovered that MCC had breached the Smith
decision and re-calculated my terms of confinement
utilizing the 15% cap on earned early release time.
The re-calculation also apparently re-set the
confinement maximum expiration dates for each of my
consecutive terms of confinement. I did not notice,
nor was I informed of, the alteration of my
confinement maximum expiration dates. This was
about five years before my early release date, and
I had no reason to believe that ‘the DOC would hold
me in confinement past that date - much less then
until my confinement maximum expiration date. I

notified my attorney in the Smith case, current



Washington State Supreme Court Justice Sheryl
Gordon McCloud. Mrs. McCloud contacted the DOC and
notified them of MCC's breach of the Smith
decision. Rather than face a contempt action, MCC
re-set my early release date pursuant to a 33%
reduction. It appears that MCC/DOC failed to re--
set my confinement maximum expiration dates, as the
Department's records list a 2022 .confinement
maximum expiration date since that time.

4. I first learned of the miscalculation of my
confinement maximum expiration dates in mid-2013,
after I was held in confinement past my early
release date of April 21, 2013, when DOC officials
began stating openly that I would be held in
confinement until my confinement maximum expiration
date. I then reviewed my DOC Central File in an
attempt to ascertain how, and why, my confineﬁent
maximum expiration date had been set of May 31,
2022. That review did not answer my question. I
then discussed the matter with Classification
Counselor Mauro Partida Jr., who .stated that it was
an issue that only the records .department could
address. I then wrote to Coyote Ridge Corrections
Center Records Specialist Susan Bowman, notifying
her of the issue and requesting her to fix it. See

Exhibit 11. The error was not fixed as I requested.



Since that time, I have written letters, filed
grievances, and notified every Classification
Counselor and Custody Unit Supervisor whose case
load I have been assigned to of this error and
requested it to be fixed. Every single official has
refused to correct this obvious error. Instead,
they all state that I will be held in confinement
until May 31, 2022.

5 1In 2010 and 2012 I received restorations of
good time credits. Pursuant to those restorations,
the Department set the start date of my second term
of confinement at April 17, 2000, and December 2,
2006 for my third term of confinement, as set forth

in Exhibit 9.

Dated this 6th day of

. Penitentiary
1313 N. 13th Avenue
Walla Walla, WA 99326
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY . ,\B
STATE OF WASHINGTON . . .. o T ,.-54‘93-,-:'%
: . * Mo, 93-1°00131-% . : ..D A -3

Fadadlh FiLE .

JUDGMENT AND SE L .

v Caru's AT aw@“wm‘gkm“fﬁmN

DEREK EUGENE GRONQUIST ) < FEB 1719
Defend@t. ) B SUPERIOR coUBT CLEH-. ’ i
' 1. HEARING .

TAsdi ¢ Ta 4w/

11 The defendant, the defendant's lawyer, - and the deputy prvecuting altornny wers
present at the sentencing heoring conductad today. Others presenms weres | (o GOy VIATR 4

. v —

Docussts!  tistent o Bided  Colgmtc STaeMsuad  Faigni vy 408 s’

1.2 The state has moved for dismissal of count(s)

II, FINDINGS

Based on tho testimony heard, statements by defendant andfor victims, argument of counsel, the presentenco report(s)
and case record to date; and thexe being 1o reasan why judgment should not be prongunesd, the coust finds:

2.1

gert g | @
ROISSIHTC) SIHICIND SHIHILNIS 61 WP

Prasusspmiivg)
freE Faree s T

CURRENT OFFENSE(S): The defendant wes found guilty on (date); 5-6-04 by Jury verdict of;

Cotint No.: ] Crime:,
RCW _94.,40,020(13(1) .
Date of Crime _12:6-

ATTEMPTED KIDNAPPING 15T DEGREE
. Gdme Cods Q0616
Incident No. __

Count No: 1] " Crime: ATTEUETED DNAPEING 15T DEREE
RCW _9A.040.020(1)(B) .7 Crone Code Q016 T '
Date of Crime _12-7-93 . Incidént MNa. aEE— " . ..

Count No.t  JH__ . Crime: ATTEMPTED KIDNAPPING 15T REGREE
RCW 9440020 XBY . Crime Code 00616 :
Date of Crime

Incident No. ) C = e R
{7 Additional cirrant offenses are atrached in Appendix A, g

SPECIAL VERDICT/FINDING(S):

(@ OA ,sp::yg.ialyex_'dictlﬁnding for being armed with a deadly weapon .was rendered ox Coot(sh____~ ~ .
®) A st.(ae)clal verdieufinding wis réndered that the délendunt committed ¢ erinies(s) with'a semal mottvation in == -
Count(s): g LiA

(c) TJA special Verdiet/finding was rendered for Yiolatlon of the Uniform Centroiled Substonces Act offense taking -
lace Oz 3 school zone Clia a scheol O on a school bus O In a school bus route stop zone O i a publlc parE
in public teanslt vehicle O in a public transit stop shelter [n Count(s):_-
(d) O Vehleuiar Homicide [J Vieleat Offense (D.W.L and/or reckless) or (3 Nonvialent (disregard safety of otlices)
(a) I Current offenses sncompassing

the same eriminal conduct and-counting as one crime in determining the offender
score (RCW 5.54A.400(1)(a)) arel R :

25 GTHER CURKENT CONVICTION(S): "OmEF'E'u‘"rrcn';"“'t""dﬁiiiiic'ticn'.i' sted “under “different”cause” aumbersused in
calculating the offender score are

{Cusrent offenses not listed here are not encompassed)

Rev 10/13/93 - JCC

EXHIBIT 1

(list offensc and causs number); .



-23 CRIMINAL HISTORY: Prior convictions constituting criminal history for purposes of caleulating the offender scors axe
(RCW 5.94A.360); :

Sentenclng Adult or Causc Loention
Crime Date Juv. Crime Nurabey -
(2) KIDNAPPING 1ST DEG, IND LIB 9-15.88 ADULT 881014066 : KING

%

(d)

f(_'l ‘Additional criminal history is attached in Appentix B, '
{3 Prior convictions (offenses committed beflors July 1, 1986) served concurrently and counted 25 one offensc in
determining the offender scors are (RCW 9.944.360(6)(c): .

O Oze point added for offense(s) committed whils under community placement for cotnt(s)

2.4 SENTENCING DATA: OFFENDER SERIQUSNESS . MAXIMUM
. scgma LEVEL - GEG6r 5 TERM -
e — X MO YR ANDIOR Sl
Coun| i 0 38, ;. ] 1
Count I 0 X 3825 TQ ST MONTHS 10 YRS AND/OR, $20,600
0 Additional current oflense sentancing data 5 attached in Appendix C, :
24 CEPTIONAL SENTENCE: . . . L P
y fﬁx_bstm 14 and compelling reasons exist which justify » scotence above/below the standard range for Count(s) .':_fr_

Findings of fact and conclusion(s) are attached in Appendix D,

{11, JUDGMENT :

IT IS ADYUDGED that defendant is guilty of the current offentes set forth In Section 2.1 above and Appendix A
O The Court DISMISSES Count(s) : :
' TV. ORDER

IT IS ORDERED that the defendant serve the determinate sentence and ablde by the othier terms set forth below.

41 RESTITUTION AND VICTIM ASSESSMENT: . _ | . |
O] Defendant shall pay restitution to the Clerk of this Court as set forth in attachediAppendix E.
0 Defendant shall sot. pay resttution hecause the Coust finds that extraordinary ércumstanqas cxist, and the court,
arsnant to RCW 9:944.142(2), sets forth thoss circumstancas inattached Appendik £, :
Restjtution 10 be determined at future hearing an (Date)__A£84¢ 13, 1135 st Z54 4,m. 0 Date to be set.
Defendont walves presence at futurs rascitution hearing(s)y: -

. I . .
Defendant pay $100 Victim Assegsment, pussuant to RCW 88035 :
7&;{ SuSY el et

OBLIGATIQNS! Having considered the defendant’s present and likely future fnanclal resources,
the Court concludes that the defendant bas the present or likely future ability ta pay the fivanctal obligations imposed.
The Court waives financial obligation(s) that are checked below becauss the defendaut lacks the present and future
.ability to pay them.. Defendant shall ppy the following to the Clerk of this Cowr L. )

() O8 : , Cours, costs ) Caurt costs are waived;, T

(b O3 , Recoupment for attarney’s fecs to King County Public Defanse Progrems, 2015 Smith Tower,
Seattle, WA 98104; X Recoupment,is waived (RCW 10.01.160); . ’

) OS , Fine; (1 1,000, Fine for VOCSA; [J 52,000, Fine for subsequent YVUCSA; T VUCSA fine
watved (RCW 69.50.430); o ’ o :

dy Os : ; King County Interlocal Drug Fusd; (1 Drug Fuod payment Is waived;

IOR=F State Crime Labiaratory Fee; [ Laboratory fee waived (RCW 43.43.600);

f) Q8 , Incarceratlan costs; 3 Incarcoration eosts waived (9.94A.145(2));

(.08 - Other cost for; e "

' 43 PAYMENT SCHEDULE: Defendent’s TOTAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATION is: 3 - The payments
shail be made 1o the King County Superior Court Clerk according ta the riles of the Clerk and the following terms:
O Mot less than § per month;ﬁq On a schedula established by the defendant’s Community Corrections
Officer, O: . : The .
defendant shall remain under the Court's jurisdletion and the supervision of the Department of Corrections for up
to ten years from dute of sentence qr release from confineiznt to assure payment of Doanclul obligatlons,

A e St R A s 2 e
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42 CONFINEMENT OVER ONE YEAR: Defendant ls sentented o a term of total confincment in the custody of the
Department of Corrections us follows, cnmmcncingﬁj} Immediately; O3 (Date): by : .

1 ﬂun Count Na, oy .
/14 (honily an Count No. L _
/ I*;@dﬂﬁnn Count No, _LiL

The terms In Count(s) No,_ 22, “TL ot 114 aro comen
"Tho sentence herein shall run concurrentiy/conscantively with the seatencs in cause number(s} .
. but eonseautive to any other ¢xuse not referred to I this Judgment.

396 j
Cradit s given for Do days served O days a3 d;}umhcd by the King Couaty Jail solely for convictlon under
this cause numbey’ pursuaat to Eéw 9,94A.120(13). Q:/ dyuepn T, .
. 7 o w7
43 /ﬁ’ NO CONTACT: For the maxmum term of 50 ° years, defendant sl have no contact
th Eatit T .

Violation of this no contact order 3% o eriminal‘olfense under chapter 1695 RCW and will subjéct g violator to arrest; oty

any assoudt of reckless endapgerment that Is o violetion of this order 13 a lelony,

@ BLOOD TESTING: (sex offense, violent offense, prostitation offense, drug affense assoclated with the use of hypodermic
aeedles) Appendix G is a bleod testing and counseling order that is part of and and incorperated by referance toto this
Judgment and Sentence, ’

MMUNITY PLACEMENT! Community Placsment is ordercd for sex offense, serious violent offense, second
degree assavlt, deadly weapon finding, Chapter 69,50 or 69.52 RCW offense, and standard magndatory conditians
are ordered. Community placement is ordered for the madimum period of tme provided by faw. [1Appeadix H
(for additional conditions) is attached and incarporated by reference in this Judgment and Sentenae.

46 [ WORK ETHIC CAMP: The coust finds thar the defendant is cligible for work cthic camp -aud is likely to qualify
under Sec. 4(3), Chap, 338, Laws of 1993 and the Court recommends that the defendant serve the sontence at & work
ethic camp, If the defendant snceessfully complctes the program, the Dapartment of Corrections shall convert the pesiod

" of work ethic camp confinement at the rate of one day of work ethic camp confinament ta three days of total standard
confinement. Upon completion of the work ethic camp program, the defendant shall bs relensed on community custody
for any remaining time of total confinement, :

4.7%:55‘.7( OFFENDER REGISTRATION (sex offender erime conviction): Appendlx J is attached and incorporated
reference into this Judgment and Sentsnce.

48 [ OTHER:

Lo AT -

The defendant shall report to un assigned Community Corsections Offfcer upon release from confinement for
monitoring _oi' the remainlug terms of thig sentence. : .

Frganny 1%, 115 /7( M.&(Q L N
Da,_ ghoers PE aatte

Uudge, g County Superior Cotrt

.. Presented bys - e e e . Approvedps o forms v e
T RssSans i—=G
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, . Attor or D mdnn& WSBA. # [T 10 &
Office WSBA I #D1002 Wt ?{( r~

Rev 10711/93 - JCC . .3

—a

B



FINGIZIRPRINTS

,
v

"'-);

9

£

bagk
K A
A "',,,‘
AT .,5.‘1;\'}“,
RIGHT HAND DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE: ~C

FINGERPRINTS OF:

DEFENDANT'S ADDRESS:

o v
(STA RS N4

DEREK EUGENE GRONQUILST

4 .-

ATTESTED BY:
M. JANICE MF~HELS3,

SEPFETOR COURT CLERK
B _ M\.ﬂ)&:&_
< Depury oL

CERTIFLICATE

I, y .
GLERK OF THIS COURT, CERTIFY THAT
THE ABOVE IS A TRUE COPY OF THE
JUDGEMENT AND SENTENCE IN THIS
~ACTION "ON HEGORD IN MY OFFICE:
DATED: -

CLERE,

..BY1

DEFUTY CLERK

PAGE 4 ~ FINGERPRINTS

OFFENDER IDENTIFICATION

T AN R Atk

tygea B

DATE OF BIRTH: OCTOBER 12, 1S64
SEX: M SRR

RACE: WHITE: -
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SUPERIOH COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON . )

J . No. $3-1:00121:1

Plaindiff, ) ,
} APPENDIX G .
v, ) ORDER FOR BLOOD TESTIN

} AND COUNSELING - Yo . - - -

DEREXK BUGENE GRONQUIST 3
Defendant,

0 @ TESTING AND COUNSELING:

(Raquired for defendant convieted of sexual offensc, drug offenss associated with the use of hypodermic
needles, or prostivation refated offense committed aftar March 23, 1983, RCW 70.24.340):

The Court orders the defendang contact the Seattle:King County Health Department and partioipats in

hurnzn bamunodeficiency virus (HIV) testing and coungeling in accordance with Chapter 7024 RCW, The
defandant, if out of custody, shall promptly eafl Seattle-King Coun% Health Dcpartmeclat 296-4843 10

ake wmcnu for @c test to bg condugted f [P
@ Vgﬂ?mmmmwmom P

(Required for defendant convisted of sexual oficnse or violen offense, RCW 43.43,754):
The Court orders the defendaat to cooperate with the Kiug‘Couniy Department of Adult Detendon and/er
the State Department of Correctlons In providing & blcod semple for DNA identification analysis, The

defendant, if out of custody, shall promptly call the King County Jail at 296-1226 bepween 8:00 2,m, and 1100
pa, to make artangement for tha test to b, conducted witidnibndans, (e:—\ .

If both (1) and Egalc checked, two independent blood samples shall be taken, L

R R Je@/ﬁhj /(/{hm o

Frzoesyd [ g5 unty Superidr Court

APPENDIX G

Rev 10/11/93



SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
; No. 93-1:00121~1 _.
Plaintiff,
y  APPENDIX H
Y. }  COMMUNITY PLACEMENT
)
DEREK EUGENE GRONQUIST 3
' Dofendaat, 3

The Court having found the defendant guilty of affense(s) qualifying for community placemeat, it is further ordered
as set forth below.

COMMUNITY PLACEMENT: Defendant additionally Is seatenced on convicilons herein, for each sex offense nod serious
vialent offense committed on or after | July 1990 to commuaity placsment for twa years or up to the pericd of camed relcase

ewarded pursuant to RCW 9.94AL50(1) and (2) whichever is longer and on convictlon berein for an offsuse categorized as -

2 58 offenso or & sexjous violent offense camitted after July 1, 1988, buc before July , 1990, assault in the second degree, any
crime against 2 person where it is determined In sccordance with RCW 9.94A,125.that-the defendant or 2n accomplice was
armed with 4 deadly weapon at the time of commission, or any felony offense under chapter 69.50 er 69,52 RCW, committed
"on or after July |, 1988, 10 a onc-year term of community placsment,

Cororaunity placement s to begln cither upon completion of the term of coﬁﬂnemen: or at such time as the

defendant is transferred to commmunity custody ia Heu of carly release.

(z) MANDATORY CONDITIONS: Defendant shall comply with the following conditions during the term of
community placament: :

() Repost to and be availablg for concact with the assigned communlty cocrections officar as dirccted;

(2) Work at Depastment of Correcticas-approved education, employment, and/or community service;

(3) Nat consume contralled substances except pursuant to lawfully lssued prescriptions;

{#) While in community custody not unlawfully possess controlled substances;

(5) Pay community placement foes as determined by the Department of Corrections;

(6) Receive prior approval for liviog arrangements and residence loaciton; and

(7) Defendant shall oot own, use, or possesa a firearm or amrunition when séntenced to

com ity .service, cor ity supecvision or both, (RCW 9.94A.120(13))

WATVER: Thz fallawing above-listed mandatary conditions are waived by the courty

(o) O OFF-LIMITS ORDER (SODA) The Cours finds that the deftndant is a known drug trafficker as
defined in RCW 10.66.000(3) who hes been assoctated with drug trafficking In.an area described In Atrachnignt A.
Attachment A 1s Incorporated by reference into the Judgment and Sentence and the Court also finds that the arca
described in Attachmenl A ls a Protacied Aguinst Drug Trafficklng area (PADT). As a condition of community
placerent, the defendant shall neither enter nar remain in the PADT area described in Attachment A.

I ('c) GTOER CONDITIONS: . Defendant shall comply with he, [ollowing other conditlons durlbg the lerm of.

community placement;__Sxst  ATIMRD  Cord iXjeng

i

o bl g omg ,L/Jjjudﬁﬂ&ﬁ e

APPENDIX H - COMMUNITY PLACEMENT Tudge, King County Superior Court

Rev 10/11/93 .-

.
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON KDD Cf
COUNTY OF KING \ . o % B S W S U

STATE OF WASHINGTON: Plaintiff, | &3 o) _ g0z~
vVS. '

Derele Evreax 6for\!\u~sf‘ ORDER ON CRIMINAL MOTION
i Defendant B

The above-entitled Court, having heard a motion for Mﬂé&/(
credi~ M Topme goved o~ Sioltorm gl
%J'v’ﬁfg Yaln-Vai 1‘0 bf/v\,_ WWno\ﬂ—C—J a  Fle i
Cauwh\) (\“-v] O +'(’~—L a,Lavt. Cdhit i e J\,\U
LAA/B&:;V— A —ZL(A-C A~ SV e e e K'\-O

C oA 2 a-.’l ~z /u/ﬁéc,m‘a( P = A TZ Nl
Juo%»_m& ~ Seote—ce . | < —

AT

17 15 Heresy orbEreD that_To Lifor dack, Derek  (orovgons,
<L Al avcine el '+~O /ﬂ\ AN Aree ] ;‘0‘\
Siebhamn s Cau—-"f-\ gL~ £l o Reatfro
Lo Her Tty s nS M adL T gy

oo tle o Stepued ol e s Cooide el
on. o Campe, vru—ber g9 -:é-'g—\,g e

\(LWA/L &\V%;.wfs 4..,& &&__ML\U U

DATED: W b 19 45
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Snohomish County

Corrections

Robert J. Drewel
County Executive

M/S #8509

3000 Rockefeller Avenue
- Everett, WA 98201
. (206) 388-3474 .

FAX (206) 339-2244

February 23, 1995

Mr. Ryan Keefe .

Public Defender Assn. .
810 Third Ave.

8th Floor Central Bldg.

~ Seattle, Wa. 98104

Dear Mr. Keefe:

I certify that the following are the true and accurate facts concerning the incarceration of
Derek Gronquist in the Snohomish County Jail :

NAME: - 'Derek Eugene Gronquist
DATE OF BIRTH: . - 10/12/64 .
. BOOKING NUMBER: - 9314522-01
..~ BOOKING DATE: - 12/07/93
CHARGES: . Kidnapping 1 \
' ‘ A (CC#93-1-01740-0, Evt. #9321595)
Kidnapping 1 '
‘ L (Wrrt #93-1-00121-1)
“"RELEASE DATE: 01/18/94.

- RELEASE REASON . To King Co. via Coop

PN W 5 1

Eileen Diemert
Records Supervisor

cc:rh

recycled paper @



STATE oF WASHINGTON ) ss
County of King ) .

‘ i, M. JANICE MICHELS, Clark of the Superior Court
of the Qtata of Washington, for the Cornty of King, do hevaby cerilfy that | have
Comparss the foregoing SOy with thy origing! instrument 25 e sama Gpears

on file.and of record in 7 00Cw, and that the Same s 2 frua snd parect transcript
of s3id criningl and of 18 whol: Nespof,

N TESTIMGNY WHEHEQ:‘, i have he

{ Saattls | /y/
19/

2 JAMICE /A

of said Suparior Cowt at my ofiice 4

day of —
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\ M . - hemesa e ated sa mm A e mre e el s - ® Ssms am-
P , '
—_ PACKET;
TR [ ] TRANSFER
e [ ] COMMAND MANAGER
.. | 1 HCSC
i DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS [ 1 CHIEF, CLASSIFICATION & TREATMENT
! [ | OVERRIDE
CLASSIFICATION REFERRAL []IM8
M’é ACTION REQUIRED/FILE
2/28/95 2/6/86 CBCC/B Unit
REVIEW PERIOD: _‘ T0 FACILITY/ LIVING UNIT
i REFERRAL AGENT: /?; [ DATE [ Eere: WAX ED:
R. Nielben, ccn 2/6/96

PARITRARS AR Ae T A iR e -rgpm
2057 ol Lo S

SR éﬁiﬁ?ﬁ’éﬂm‘{

[ ] INITIAL (RC [ ]Camp 1w1n
Pq Six Mont evlaw [ ] AdSep [ ] CPRIPPR
[ ] HCSC BE [ ] Overide
I ] Other (specify)

PR R

PROGRAMMING: Inmate Gronquist was readmitted to the system on 2/28/95.
He arrived at CBCC on 6/14/95. During thig review period he programmed
as & cook until 12/8/95, when he want to WCC for medical neseds. Hea
stayed there until 1/31/96. He is presently programming in the Kitchen.
He is functioning at the 12.9 grade level. He is not involved in any
s8lf help groups here at CBCC. He spends his leisurse time in the gym and
doing legal work on his appeal. :

SERIOUS INFRACTION RECORD:

3/4/95, (704), WCC: Inmate Gronguist was obssrvaed assaulting
another inmate In the dining hall.
Sanction: 20 DDS suspended for 60 days.

MEDICAL: 1Ipmate Gronquist states that he does -not hava any medical or
dental needs. He is not currently taking any medications.

MENTAL HEALTH: XNo mental health services have besen requested or provided
during this raporting period.

COMMUNITY SUPPORT: Inmate Gronquist states that he receivas vigits,
lettars, financial support and makes phone calls and this communxty
support comes from family members and friends.

COMMUNITY RELEASE PLAN: Duse to the length of his sentence inmate
Gronquist has not formulated a release plan at this time.

COUNSRLOR COMMENTS: Inmate Gronguist is serving an SRA sentence with an
ERD of 3/5/2018. He owas 24 months of community placement upon releass.
He owas $868.00 on an expired King County charge $225.00 was paid as of
9/1/93 and $100.00on an active King County charge in legal, financial
obligations. He has a custody score of 54 points. This indlcates medium
custody. He is requesting a transfer to WSR for their industries
program. I recommand promote to medium custody, retain at CBCC/MSC and
that he obtain a program as quickly as possible.

NUMBER NAME: LAST FIRST MIDDLE

943857 GRONQUIST, Derek

£OC 6-30 (REV. &)

Page ol

|
PDU-24548 (000798
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS .:‘

CLASSIFICATION BFEEfE. CONTINURY 5/ 96 CBCC/B Unit

REVIEW PERIOD: TO FACILITY LIVING UNIT

UNIT TRAM COMMRNTS/RECOMMENDATIONS:
DATR OF MERYING: 2/27/96

‘STAFF PRESENT: CUS Schneider, CCII Nislaen, Sgt. McGarvis

INMATR COMMENTS: Inmate statad tha report was accurate, He desiras to
appeal the recommendation of this committes to the Superintsndent.

UNIT TEAM carmmsnxcmnmrmm. Unit Team notes that Gronguist has
bean programming satisfactorily and is not cons.’ldared to be a managemant

problam.

1. Promota to medium custody.
2. Deny transfer request.
3. Retain CBCC.

RN:kfd

R

UNIT TRAN CHAIRMAR

The Commell.

REVIEW COMMITTEE: Jhe

Fe

DAYE

WMJW'

%,,«/ //kh,,., [..u«,u(—uscc rw«Hw mﬂzm

maw,%:"

,‘;l"’: ‘77""‘/

RRVIEW CDMI TTEE CHAIRPERSON

SUPBRINTENDERT: W

WA Z .!-/7—-;;
DATE

/.-

(e QM%,/ / AL /«/M g./gé

HPBRII!’EHDEIH’
. :.!. !’_,, ’ . . , . . 3 - /
o. numBER 943857 NavE: LGRONDUIST, rASPE Bx MIDDLE
DOC 6-32A GONT. (REV. 1247) :
Pege of

PDU-24548 000799
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N PACKET:
! ' - RS { ) TRANSFER
5 [ | COMMAND MANAGER
R [ ] HCSG
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS ¢’ I ] CHIEF, CLASSIFICATION & TREATMENT
{ ] OVERRIDE
CLASSIFICATION REFERRAL [)1M8
X NO ACTION REQUIREDIFILE
enewrenon__2/S/96 L, | 8/30/%6 Ll CBCC/MSC/G UNTT
> Y
REFERAAL AGENT; [ ﬁé’é ,;{ OATE PERD. MAX ED:
" __Peter R. Davis, CCII 8/30/96

[ 1 INITIAL (RC) [ ] Cemp [ ]W/R { ] Board
[ ) Six MenthVAnnual Review [ ] AdSeg | ] CPR/PPR [ | Transfer ;
[ 1 HCsc [ 1IMS { ] Override

[} No Action

AR -,

AL

PROGRAMMING: Inmate Gronquist was admitted to the system on 2/28/95. He
arrived at CBCC on 6/14/95. During this review period he has programmed
45 a cook until 12/8/95 when he went to WCC for medical needs. He
remained there until 1/31/96. He is presently programming on three
waiting 1lists. Hisg educational scores are equivalent to his present

program. He is not involved in any other programs at CBCC. He stated
that in his leisure time he goes to the gym and does 1sgal work on his
appeal.

SERIOUS INFRACTION RECORD:

4/11/96 CRCC, (714): Possession of trading goods valued at $10 or
more. Sanction: 10 DDS, 10 DLGCT suspendad 90 days. -

3/16/96 CBCC, (557): He refused a work assignment. Sanction: 15
DD8, 10 DLGCT. . ' : !

5 C 0): Inmate Gronquist was obsarved by staff
tattooing another inmate in their cell. He was in possession of a
tattoo gun and other tattoo parapherralia. Sanction: 10 DDSB,
credit for time served, 60 DLGCT.

702/710/5 : Inmate Gronquist was observed in a
dark cell using an open flame to melt a black checker chip. The
residue from the chip may be used in tattooing. He was also in
possesBion of personal scissors. Sanctiom: 20 DDS, 40 DLGCT.

96 CRCC, (7 i Inmate Gronquist failed to show up for his
dental appointment on 7/19/96. Sanction: 10 DDS suspended 90 days.

COUNSELOR COMMERTS: Inmate Gronquist is serving an SRA sentence with an
BRD of 6/29/18. He owas 24 months of community placement upen release,
He has iegal, financial obligations payable to Ring County Superior
Court. He has a current custody review score of z2ero, equating with
close custody. It is recommsnded at this time that Inmate Gronquist
demote to close custody and be retained at CBCC.

% - [rumass NAME: (AST - FIRST . MIDDLE

943857 GRONRQUIST, Derrick ;

DOG 00 (REV, +4) \,-. Paoe_/_ M;DO‘,C'0000341 37

- PDU-24548 000796
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 3 ’.;@‘a‘,. et 2

CLASSIFICATION REFERRAL CONTINUED

2/6/96 - 5/30156 cggfluscle Unit

REVIEW PERIOD:, TO FAGILITY/ LIVING UNIT,

< . UNIT TEAM COMMRNTS/RECOMMENDATIONS:

.

DATR OF MBETING: August 30, 1996

STAFF PRESENT: CUS Bwenson, Chairperson
’ CCII P. Davis
Sgt. Frank

INNATE COMMENTS: Inmate Gronquist was present: HE stated he does not
wish to go to WSP as it is to far- away from his home.

COMMITTEE COMMENTS/RECOMMENDATIONRS:

1. Demote to close custody. *
2. Retain at CBCC. .

PD:hje

: Z V\li ]
UNIT TEAM (BATRMAN DATE

REVIRW COMMITTER:

ke Hadte, Cpon | 4896

REVIEW .COMMITTRR CHAIRFERSON - DATE

SUPERINTENDENT:

W

SUPERINTENDENT

8. NUMBER NAME: LAST ) FIRST MIDOLE

943857 " GRORQUIST, Derrick

, T R e R 0?0-000034138

DOC 530A CONT. (REV, 1237)

PDU-24548 000797
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e e =jv PACKET:
! [ ] TRANSFER
- . { ] COMMAND MANAGER

1 ) HCSC
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS [ ) CHIEF, CLASSIFICATION & TREATMENT
CLASSIFICATION, REFERRAL % } I?ﬂ‘;E-RmDE

[ RO ACTION REQUIRED/FILE

2/6/96 2/20/87 CBCC/B Unit
REVIEW PERIOD: TO FACILITY/ LIVING UNIT
Eﬁéf\'-u I'?l:-_)(l')lzn . oaTE MAXED:

Rogers, Joan ccrr

1) INTAL (RC ]

M Sk Monvtew ] Ad Sag CPR/FPR
[ ] HCSC ] M8 Override
{ ] Other (apacity)

e

PROGRAMMING:  Inma
CBCC on 6/14/95.
until 10/14/96. He than transfe
fi

CBCC. i{'o spands his leisure time drawing and working out L
taken Victim Awarensss and Anger Management on his last cormitment at TRCC.
stated he took the STOP Program. KHe has a high school diploma through Walla walla

Gjlmum‘cy College. He has refused the assagsment but is active in his case management
plan.

SERTOUS INFRACTION RECGRD:

4/11/96, (714), CBOC:  Possession of trading goods valued at $10.00 or more.
SARCTIONS: 10 DDS, 10 DLGCT-suspandad 90 days.

5/16/96, (557}, €BOC: Ha refused a work assignment.
SAKCTIONS: 15 bDS, 10 pLecr.

5/27/%6, (558,710}, caoe: Inmate Gronquist was ohserved by staff tsttooing
another inmate in their cell. He was 1In possession of tattoo gun and other
tattoo paraphernalia.

SANCTTONS: 10 DDS—CTS, 60 DLGCT.

6/22/96, (702, 710, 553), CRCC: Gronquist was obssrved in a darkensd cell using
an open flame to melt & black lsather chip. The residue in the chip may be used
in tattooing. He was also in Ppossession of personal scissors. :
SARCTIONS: 20 DDs, 40 pLecr

7/19/96, (755), CBCC: Iomate Granquist failed to sbow wp for his dental
appointment an 7/19/96.

SANCYIONS: 10 DDS-suspended 90 days.

MRDICAL: Inmate Gronquist has sean medical for a special dist due to digestian
problams. He is an medication for pain and anti-inflamatorias.

MENYAL HRALTH: No mental heal th services have bean requested or provided during this
reporting period,

COMMUKTYY SUPPORT: Inmats Gronquist states that he receives lettars, financial’
Support, and phone calls form hig parents, Barbara Parker who live in Monroe Washington
-and his father Wayne Gronquist who lives in Southarn California.

COMMUNTTY RELEASE PLAN: Due to the length of his sentence inmate Gropguist kas not
formulated a release plan.

COINSETOR COMMENYS: Inmate Gronquist is serving an SRA sentence with an ERD of
6/29/2018. Ho owes 24 comunity placemaent upon relaase. He has LFQ's payabls to King
Coumty Superior Court. He has a custody review score of 59, squating to minimm
custody. Du to the structure of his sentence he ig eligible to be MI3. Ha is
requosting to transfer TRCC for there Industries Courses. I am recommending that he
be transferred to TRCC(MI3).

NUMBER NAME: LAST FIRST MIDDLE
943857 GRONQUISY, Darek E.

00C 3.30 REV.
“ Pege __  of

PDU-24548 000794
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Tt
CLASSIFICATION REFERRAL CONTINUED
REvEwPEmioD,___ 2/6/96 1o 2/20/97 FACILITY/ LIVING UNIT- CB{/B Unit

CLASSIFICATION COMNITTER COMMRNTS /RECOMMENDATIONS -

DATR OF MEBETING: 2/20/97

STAFP PRESENT: cus Schnejaer', CCII Rogers, C/0 Nagy

INMATE COMMENTS: Inmats stated the réport was accurate. He states that

his case ia under appeal and he .cannot take the CMC agsessment at this
time.

CLASSIFICATION COMMITTER COMMENTS/RECOMMENDATIONS: This Committeae notes
that inmate Gronquist has besn programming satisfactorily. He has been
considered to be a management problem, howaver, his recent behavior has
been positive.

1. Promote to minimum custody.
2. Transfer to AHCC (MI3).

JR/pca

h%c_mc@»_rcg&___alm )
CLASSIFPICATION COMMITTER CHAIRPERSON DATE

REVIEN COMMITTEE:

LM
)‘LM : 2-5-57
RRVIEW COMMITTER CHAIRPERSOR DATR

SUPERINTENDERT:

R

8. NUMBER NAME: LAST FIRST MIOOLE

943857 GRONQUIST, . Derek- K.

DOC 5-30A CONT. (REV. 12/97)

- ' Page of _____

PDU-24548 000795

DOC-000080193
|
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS [0 TRANSFER ' R
] COMMAND MANAGER
CLASSIFICATION REFERRAL 3 HCSC E -
. @ {0 CHIEF, CLASSIFICATION AND TREATMENT
(] OVERRIDE
[DA90 ACTION REQUIRED/FILE
REVIEW PERIOD; 02/20/97 TO: _ 02/25/98  FACLITVLIVINGUNIT:  AHCC/T-Unit
REFERRAL AG "~ DATE ERD NRD: MAX ED:
D. Bowerman, CC3 . 02125198 07/04/18 02/25/99 06/06/22
| REVIEW, OF CLA S RIC A OR RO e e T ;

0 wmR (] Board

O INITIAL (RC)
Six Month/Anpua] Review O CPR/PPR O Transfer
O Hecse (J Override

{7 Other (specify) k{0 Action

PROGRAMMING: lomate Gronquist arrived at AHCC on 4/9/97 from CBCC/MSC. Since his arrival he bas programmed by
completing the inmate Orientaticn program. Prior to his arrival at AHCC, he programmed in the law library as a clerk. He s currently
on the job essignwent waiting list. Gronquist reports spending his Jeisure time in the legal law library, drawing and working out in the
gym. He will be recommended to receive ell 12 programming points for this review period.

EMPLOYMENT/EDUCATION/TRAINING: Inmate Gronquist reports completing the public school system through the 12th grade.
He reports completing the high school diploma thxough_ Walla Walla Community Collcge. OBTS confirms educational experience.

CASE MANAGEMENT: Inmate Gronquist is targeted and currently active in case management.
SERIOUS INFRACTION RECORD: '

A O T TV ET B

SANCTIONS: 10 days loss of Good Conduct Time and 5 days cell confinement.
MEDICAL/DENTAL: Inmate cleims no mcd’!cal or dental concems.
MENTAL HEALTH: No services were rendered or requested this reporting period.

COMMUNITY SUPPORT: Inmate Gronquist reports receiving support through letters and phone calls through his pa.rel"m, Ba;-bara
Parker and Dwayne Gronquist. Due to AHCC's location, he does nat have regular visits through the visiting program.

COUNSELOR COMMENTS: Inmate Gronquist is curreatly serving a 114 month sentence out of King County with community
placement requircments. He has current legal financial obligations (otaling $100.00, He has a prior conviction also out of King County

- for which he stfll owes restitution on, The Unit Staff indlcates he has not been a management/behavioral problem in the unit, As
indicated in the serious infraction section, he has one infraction this review period. His overall review period can be considersd a good
review period. Inmete Gronquist has a current CRS of 67 polnts with a custody standing of M13. His minjmum fecitity eligibility
placement date is 7/4/14, Gronquist has a current detainer lodged against him for Failure to Appear on a DWI charge. 1 recommend that
Inmate Gronquist remein at AHCC Main Institution, T-Unit with a CRS of 67 points. A review of his Cenwral File and Visiting Records
indjcates that he Is currcntly in compliance with any/all prohibited/no contact concerns in the visiting room.
UNIT TEAM:

Date of Unit Team: 02/25/98
Members: J. Dyson, CUS; D. Bowerman, CC3; J.C. Miller, CC2 and Sgt. Kennedy.
UNIT TEAM COMMENTS: The Unit Team concurs with the recommendations indicated in counselor comments.

UNIT TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS; .
Custody: Maintaino MI3 custody with a CRS of 67 points.

Placement & Repsons: ‘Retain ot AHCC Main Institution, T-Unit.
Program: Continue position on the job assignment wait list.

Refer to Victim Awareness.
Refer to Stress/Anger Management.

INMATE COMMENTS: Inmatc Gronquist concurs with the coutents and fecommendations of this report.

N

UNIT TEAM CHAIRPERSON__N\_, comy %\'Am pare_ 3 =y b= Y

- DBl d i
03/13/58 4 .
REVIEW COMMIYTEE, PROVE_u~"  DISAPPROVE_____ _
DATE:__?-2e/-2 5 . . : : . . ] :
KAY WALTER, § Eﬁmmemmmlcnmumovz == DISAPPROVE_______
DATE; 2|56 loy . . )
NUMBER NAME: LAST FIRST MIDDLE

943857 GRONQUIST DEREK ’ : E.

o Page 1 of |

PDU—24548 000793
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'P//N 0 943857 . S et 07/30/08 09.33.56

IIS0005 - RELEASE DATE CALCULATION PAGE 001
DOC NO: 943857 NME: GRONQUIST, DEREK E. STA MAX: LIFE STATUS: ACTIVE
COMMITMENT: "AB" COMM.STATUS: EXPIRED ' - :
- . erBll . . . . HABII IIAB_ABII
TIME START DATE----------% 02/28/1995 TIME SERVED TO-DATE 2664 :
+ MAX ( 9Y 6M OD) 3469 MINIMUM EXPIR. DATE------ * 10/19/2002
- CREDIT TIME SERVED . 453 GCT CERT.& ADDR. o 0
+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT 0 . GCT CERT. ONLY 0 0
+ CCI OUT/PAR ABSC TIME Y + GCT DENIED & ADDR. 120 120
MAXIMUM EXPIRATION DATE--* 06/02/2003 + GCT NOT CERTIFIED 0 0
' o FUTURE/UNCERT.GCT 500 500
+ MIN ( 9Y 6M 0D) 3469 ET I & II 304.83 304.83
- CREDIT TIME SERVED(SRA) 453 + ET NOT EARNED 5.17 5.17
- GOOD. TIME (JAIL) - 226 FUTURE ET ‘ 0.00 . - 0.00
+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT 0 33% EARNED RELEASE DATE------ *.08/05/2000
MINIMUM EXPIRATION DATE--* 10/19/2002 ADJ. EARNED RELEASE------ * 08/05/2000
v ' EARLY POSS. REL. DATE----* 08/05/2000
+ MAND (° OY OM OD) 0000000 ADJ. EARLY POSS. REL-----* 08/05/2000
- CREDIT TIME SERVED 0 TIME REMAINING TO SERVE ~ 0 )
+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT 0o ' Sk
- EARNED RELEASE 0 SANCTION ADMIT DATE------ * s
MANDATORY EXPIR. DATE----* 00/00/0000 - SANCTION RELEASE DATE----*
i} 2
R 3
7
9
10
P

PDU-19494 000018
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D//N 0 943857
IIS0005

_ . RELEASE DATE CALCULATION
DOC NO: 943857 NME: GRONQUIST, DEREK E. STA MAX:. LIFE

. CONSECUTIVE TO

COMMITMENT: "AC" COMM.STATUS: EXPIRED - "AB"
IIAC n |IAC n-
TIME START DATE------~----% 08/05/2000 TIME SERVED TO-DATE 2479
+ MAX ( 9Y 6M 0D) - 3469 MINIMUM EXPIR. DATE------ *
- CREDIT TIME SERVED 0 GCT CERT.& ADDR. 0
+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT 0 GCT CERT. ONLY 0
© 4+ CCI OUT/PAR ABSC TIME 0 + GCT DENIED & ADDR. 110
MAXIMUM EXPIRATION DATE--* 02/03/2010 i + GCT NOT CERTIFIED 0
. FUTURE/UNCERT .GCT 661
+ MIN ( 9Y 6M 0D) 3469 ET I & II 329
- CREDIT TIME SERVED (SRA) 0 + ET NOT EARNED - 56
- GOOD TIME (JAIL) 0 . FUTURE ET -0
+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT -0 33% EARNED RELEASE DATE-~----- *
" MINIMUM EXPIRATION DATE--* 02/03/2010 ADJ. EARNED RELEASE------ *
: ’ : _EARLY POSS. REL. DATE--~--%
+ MAND ( 0OY OM O0D). 0000000 ADJ. EARLY PCSS. REL~---- *

- CREDIT TIME SERVED 0 TIME REMAINING TO SERVE

+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT 0 )

- EARNED RELEASE 0 SANCTION ADMIT DATE------ *
MANDATORY EXPIR. DATE----* 00/00/0000 SANCTION RELEASE DATE----%*

PDU-19494 000019

.07/30/08 09.33.56

PAGE €02 .

STATUS: ACTIVE

HAB__AC“ '

02/03/201¢

23

0
0 -
0
0

116l

~05 63

3.88

.39 61.56

.00

0.0C

. 03/30/2007

05/20/2007

03/30/2007

05/20/200'%
0

N TR ST I



P//1'0 943857 T i - 07/30/08 09.33.56
IIS0O005 . RELEASE DATE CALCULATION PAGE 002
DOC NO: 943857 NME: GRONQUIST, DEREK'E. STA MAX: LIFE STATUS: ACTIVE
COMMITMENT: "AD" COMM.STATUS: ACTIVE CONSECUTIVE TO "AC"
’ ) HAD n . . IIADH . "AB._AD" R
TIME START DATE---------- -+ 05/20/2007 TIME SERVED TO-DATE 437
+ MAX ( 9Y 6M 0D) 3469 . MINIMUM EXPIR. DATE------*%* 11/17/2016
- CREDIT TIME SERVED 0 ) GCT CERT.& ADDR. 0 0
+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT 0 GCT CERT. ONLY 0 0
+ CCI OUT/PAR ABSC TIME 0 + GCT DENIED & ADDR. - 0 230"
MAXIMUM EXPIRATICN DATE--* 11/17/2016 + GCT NOT CERTIFIED o . 0
_ : : : FUTURE/UNCERT .GCT 771 1932
+ MIN ( 9Y 6M OD) 3469 ET I & II " 52.86 686.74
- CREDIT TIME SERVED (SRA) 0 + ET NOT EARNED 0.00 . 61.54
- GOOD TIME (JAIL) . -0 FUTURE ET ' 332.58 332.58
+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT 0 33% EARNED RELEASE DATE------ * 09/18/2013
MINIMUM EXPIRATION DATE--* 11/17/2016 ADJ. EARNED RELEASE------% 08/18/2012
] . EARLY POSS. REL. DATE----* 09/18/2013
+ MAND ( 0Y OM 0OD) 0000000 ADJ. EARLY POSS. REL----- * 09/18/201%
- CREDIT TIME SERVED 0 TIME REMAINING TO SERVE 1876 .° K
+ OUT-TIME + WICKERT O . 2
-~ EARNED RELEASE SANCTION ADMIT DATE------ * . 3
MANDATORY EXPIR. DATE----%* 00/00/0000 SANCTION RELEASE .DATE----%

< Oy

[ IN]

N 7Y N

PDU-19494 000020
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OMNI: Offender - Custody TFacility Plan

State of Washington
Department of Corrections

Page 1 of 5

Custody Review
Full Version

Assigned Counselor; Hathaway, Michael S

Printed By: Scott, Lynn O
Print Date: 11/02/2012

Inmate: GRONQUIST, Derek Eugene (943857}

x . " Purpose Of F:leview

Regular Review

‘Date Initiated
05/02/2012

" DOB: . Category: .
er: Mal Age: 47 Body Status: A Inmat
Gender: Male | 12/1064 & . Regular Inmate D00Y Status: Active Inmate
A
Custody Levei:
-A : C . Mini 3-
RLC: LOW Wrap-Around:  Comm ‘nimum Location: MCC-TRU — C / C4041
No Concern: No Long Term .
Minimum
ERD:
0: Mi 2
05/31/2013 CC/CCO: Hathaway, Michaél S
Offender Information
~ Expiration Date Eligibility Date—— ~ Community ~———— —Mental Health ——-
Time Start: Mandatory: Camp: , Custody Range: i SMI: No
¢ 02/28/1995 . 05/31/2009 0 To 0 Months * i
- Maximum: Work Release: ‘| Custody L:ength: j ORCS: N
s . |
Offender Release Plon: 05/31/2022 l 11/30/2012 0 Months »

o Notification ) Placement Length:, - End Of Sentence
Next Review Date: Ten Day Release: Commitment Type: 0:Months . . ‘| Review Status:
11/30/2012 Eligible SRA . e f‘.'" R

N o3y L .

" . Purpose of Review ’ ! -

' \ 3 -
-z .

e H

Other 05/02/2012 Restoration Of Good Conduct Time
Detainers

Type Narrative

"Holds
Haold Staff Name Hold Until

Community Support

County Of First Felony Conviction, WA: King

— Residence Sponsor . Anticipated Release Address
- Last, First Name: Date Qf Birth: Age: Relationship: 3080 E. Zion Blvd
Parker, Batbara. 06/01/1943 68  Mother P.0. Box 744
Phone No.: Type: Washington
(360) 556-5466 Cell United States
86432
— Individuals in Home H
Last, First Name: Gender: Date Of Birth: Age: Relationship:

et 11212012

PDU-24548 000729
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N N
OMNI: Offender - Custody Facility Plan . Page 2 of 5
Program Needs _
Education - I—-Grade Point Equivalency
{ GED/HSD: Date Obtained: Location: Verified? Math: Reading:
_DIPLOMA . 06/29/1989 WASHINGTON Y 13+ ’ 13+
Dependency Personality Assessment Inventory
Chemical Dependency: Level Of Care: Suicide:  Violence:  Victimization:
Y 0 Y
[~ Offender Needs (Needs Assessment Tool)
Alcohoi/Drug Use |
Sex Offender
Aggression
Friends
Community Employment
Alcohol/Drug Use
Residential
~ Offender's Willingness to Participate
SOTP: Yes - Cospitive/Mental Health Programs: Yes
1 Chemical Dependency Program: Yes Family/Community Support: Yes
Narrative: ’ ' N ’ ! ;

Gronquist Participatéd In A Chemical Debendency Screening Whlé’h' Indicated That He'ls Chemically Dependent (CD).
He Completed Chemical Dependency Treatment On 9/16/2011. Gronquist Submitted An Application.For The SOTP

.. ‘| And Is Expected To Start-The Program Soon. Gronqulst Remains Infraction Free Since 10/6/09. He's Not Eliglble For [
. LV/LSP Jobs, A5 A Result Of Infraction Behavior And Criminal History. Gronguist Has The Support OF His Family And
s Friends, He Receives Visitation And Corresponds With Them Through The Mail And Phone:

- Education/Employment Needs ; " H e
Education/Employment Need : ) ’
Needs Full Time Prison Work Assignment
Has Work Skills Needed For Community Employment

Narrative:

Gronquist Is On Job Waiting Lists And Has A Verified H.S. Diploma From Walla Walla Community College. Gronquist
Is Expected To Enroll In, Actively Participate In And Successfully Complete Any Programming/Work Assigned By His
Counselor And/Or FRMT Prior To Release From DOC. Additional Pragrams May Be Approved Based On His Behavior
Or Other Identified Needs.

{" Programs 7 ] 1

Custody Score

= Current Custody
Current Custody Score: 10
Minimum 3 - Long Term Minimum
— Infraction Behavior
Infraction Behavior Score: 20
' DOC Infractions:
Category Violation Description Date Occurred

e 1 /22012

PDU-24548 000730



—, -~
~

\ ! |

OMNI: Offender - Custod)}\FéEility Plan : Page 3 of 5
™ Program 8ehavior
Program Behavior Score; 12
Month ‘Year Points Non-Award Reason
December 2011 pA
Januvary 2012 2
February 2012 2
March 2012 2
April 2012 2
May 2012 2
- Detainers ;
Detainer Score: 10
Felony ICE
Current No No
Poten'tial No No
i~ Escape History '
Escape His.tory Scare: 15
boC ;
" Escape Description Month L Year
3 E
— Calculated .Cust‘ody - - T -
" :i,’.:" . Cu‘s]:o‘d‘y ?core: 67
L . . _"Tcglculated pué_tody: Minimum

E)gpectaii ons

Condition

No Contact-Victim Family
No Firearms/Deadly Weapon
No Contact- Victim(S)

Pay LFOs ’

Maintain Employmient
Maintain Ed/Voc -

Exbectation

CDT INT OUT-PNT

CBT

COMPLETE OFFENDER CHANGE/TRANSITIONAL CLASSES WHEN OFFERED OR

DIRECTED.

MAINTAIN FULL-TIME PROGRAMMING ASSIGNMENT, AS APPROVED BY COUNSELOR

OR FRMT/MDT.
RECEIVE NO SERIOUS INFRACTIONS.

LFO (Legal Financial Obligations)

Frequency Due Date Complete
As

oo 05/31/2013es
As

31/2013N
Available. 0>/31/2013N0

As Required05/31/2013No

As Required05/31/2013No
On-Going 05/31/2013No

Cause

Amount

Total: $0.00 -

e /212012

PDU-24548 000731
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OMNI: Offendér - Custody Factlity Plan

Targeted Cuétody

N

Page 4 of 5

Targeted Date

Disciplinés

Targeted Custody

Targeted Placement Inmate Preferrad Location

Discipline

Other Discipline Staff

There is no data to display.

Comments/Recommendations

Submit/Review Name

Date
05/02/2012 Hathaway, Michael
)
S
1T

Vo .
05/10/2012 Stickney, Allen 8
05/17/2012 Hardina, Bryan R
05/25/2012 Kucza, Mark A

Assigned Custody

Comments Concur

(Offender) Gronquist is requesting Restoration of Good Conduct Time on
two infractions, one from 6/22/1996 and the other from 12/13/2005, for
a total loss of 100 days. Gronquist said that his main concern for the
future is finding an appropriate release address. He said that he is going
to need help from DOC in doing this. Gronquist completed the SOTP
during 3 prior incarceration and is looking forward to getting into the
program again to address his needs, but also to mentor the other
offenders on realistically planning for being in the community, so they do
not create new victims and/or return to prison like he did.

(Counselor) Gronquist seen for review, he has a custody review score of
67 points, with a security designation of MI3'§OP. G'ronquist éppears to
be doing well at TRU and on the unit, and is not considered a
management problem. Gronquist remains in compliance with last facility
plan. Gronquist has no infractions this period. Gronquist is unemployed,
but will be placed on appropriate job waiting list' when CC receives
approved Job Screening form back. Gronquist is eligible for 10 day early
release, but is not eligible for 5990 due to criminal history and Risk
Level. Gronquist's ONA and PREA have been reviewed and updated as
necessary. Not targeting lower levels of custody becalise Gronquist has
voluntarily requested to participate in the SOTP. Recommendations: MI3
SOP, retain at TRU, and Certify Earned Time.

(FRMT) The FRMT met with Offender Gronquist for his review and
participating were CUS Stickney, CC2 Hathaway, and Officer Nansal.
Offender Gronquist is on appropriate program waiting lists to include the
SOTP and he is considered a high priority. }_-Ilis behavior on this Unit has
been good and we note that h= hasnt had a major infraction since 10-
2009. He is requesting restoration of good Conduct time (100 days) for a
1996 WAC 553, 702, 710, and a 2005 WAC 704. After consideration, the
FRMT has agreed to recommend restoration of 30 days for the 1996
infraction and 10 days for the 2005 infraction. Request will be forwarded
through to the Superintendent. FRMT concurs with maintain at MCC/TRU
on Minimum Custody, MI3 (SOP) for program participation.

Concur with FRMT Recommendation Retain MI3(SOP) Remain @
MCC/TRU for pending participation in SOTP. Recommend 30 day
restoration of GCT for 1996 infraction and zero(0) days restoration for
the 2005 infraction. GCT packet forwarded to Associate Kucza's office.

Restored 40 days lost GCT for 1996 and zero for 2005 (staff assauit)
infractions. Retain MI3 and TRU for treatment.

Yes

Yes

Yes

PDU-24548 000732
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OMNI: Offender - Custody Facility Plan : - Page 5 of 5
-k
Calculated Assigned Custody: Override Reason: Override Narrative:
Custody:
Minimum Minimum 3 - Long Term Special Offender Treatment
‘Minimum . Program ' ]
Classification Status: ¢ Completion Date: Custody Assigned By:
In-Effect 05/25/2012 - - Mark Kucza, Associate’
Superintendent
DOC: 943857 Name: GRONQUIST, Derek Eugene
it T Wz M ) -
[ 414 4 .
T k3 1] . .(- - . n R .
> K ) )
o Y ni : R -
i ' + [

et 1 /2/2012

PDU-24548 000733



" poc:
NAME:

. 943857

'GRONQUIST:

CSE/COUNT KING: ;93-1- 001211

Step 1:

Enter Sentence from J&S

a Enter Years

b Enter Months
¢ Enter Days

STEP 1

—on oo X 0o 00 O

STEP 2

[

= Sentence in Days -

For Enhancement:

Enter Time Start Date

Enter Enhancement Length (in days)
(-) Cause Credits

~ (-) Good Time on Credits (|f ERT%>O)
Net Days

Earned Release Credit Total,
(-) Potential Earned Time

-(+) Earned Time Not Earned

(-) Potential Good Time

(+) Lost Good Time

(+) Out Time Total

Enhancement Expiration Date

Days Remaining to serve to Enhancement Expiration

For Mandatory:

a Enter Time Start Date

b Enter Mandatory Length (in days)
¢ (-) Cause Credits

d (-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)

e Net Days
f Earned Release Credit Total
j (-) Potential Earned Time
k (+) Earned Time Not Earned
g (-) Potential Good Time
h (+) Lost Good Time
. g (+) Out Time Total
h Mandatory Expiration Date

- STEP 3

- SO SO X TN A0 o

ATE

SIGNATURE

i Days Remaining to serve to Mandatory Expiration

For Base:

Enter Time Start Date
Enter Base Length (in days)

'(-) Cause Credits

(-) Good Time on Credits (|f ERT% > 0)

Net Days

Earned Release Credit Total

(-) Potential Earned Time

(+) Earned Time Not Earned

(-) Potential Good Time

(+) Lost Good Time - . .
(+) Out Time Total

Base Expiration Date

Days Remaining to serve to Base Expiration
7/18/2013

1/0/1900
41473

1/0/1900

-41473 .

930

-4855

27212000 _ Or tﬁ 5@0

ond®



DOC: 943857
NAME: GRONQUIST PR Ry
CSE/COUNT KING. '93-1-00121-1 CNT1
Step 1: Enter Sentence from J&S 7

a Enter Years : S0
b Enter Months : #1414
¢ Enter Days o

o

~ = Sentence in Days , < 3469 days -

STEP 1 For Enhancement: .
Enter Time Start Date L= 1/0/1900
Enter Enhancement Length (in days) ' L . 0'ERT%
(-) Cause Credits '4:_.&0.00
(-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)
Net Days '
Earned Release Credit Total
(-) Potential Earned Time
(+) Earned Time Not Earned
(-) Potential Good Time
(+) Lost Good Time
(+) Out Time Total LA
Enhancement Expiration Date " : 1/0/1900
Days Remaining to serve to Enhancement Expiration _ -41473

oGO SKa X" "o OO0 oo

STEP 2 . For Mandatory:
a Enter Time Start Date
b Enter Mandatory Length (in- days)
¢ (-) Cause Credits
d (-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)
e Net Days
~ f Earned Release Credit Total ' ' 0

j (-) Potential Earned Time 0
k (+) Earned Time Not Earned _ R )

" g (-) Potential Good Time ' 0
h (+) Lost Good Time
g (+) Out Time Total -
h Mandatory Expiration Date ‘ S 1/0/1 900 .
i Days Remaining to serve to Mandatory Explratlon _ -41473

STEP 3 For Base:

~ Enter Time Start Date
Enter Base Length (in days)
(-) Cause Credits
(-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT% >0)
Net Days \
Earned Release Credit Total - 930
(-) Potential Earned Time
(+) Earned Time Not Earned
(-) Potential Good Time
(+) Lost Good Time
(+) Out Time Total

O oSO oo X000 oo

Base Expiration Date 4/1 7/2000 '—‘W\
: Days Remaining to serve to Base Expiration -4840 1 ‘
ATE.  7H8/2013 - | > ﬁp !

SIGNATURE.

VY N =



DOC: 943857 - 1
NAME: GRONQUIST -
CSE/COUNT KING. 93-1-00121:
Step 1: Enter Sentence from J&S
' a Enter Years -
b Enter Months
¢ Enter Days

= Sentence in Days A _ 3469 days

STEP 1 For Enhancement:

Enter Time Start Date

Enter Enhancement Length (in days)
(-) Cause Credits

(-) Good Time on Credits (1f ERT%>0)
Net Days

Earned Release Credit TotaI

(-) Potential Earned Time

(+) Earned Time Not Earned

(-) Potential Good Time

(+) Lost Good Time

(+) Out Time Total ' ' B
Enhancement Expiration Date : , 1/0/1900
Days Remaining to serve to Enhancement Expiration , -41473

- Q. TO X" ShhOo OO0 on

STEP 2 For Mandatory:
o a Enter Time Start Date
b Enter Mandatory Length (in days) *
¢ (-) Cause Credits
d (-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)
e Net Days :
f Earned Release Credit Total
j (-) Potential Earned Time
k (+) Earned Time.Not Earned
g (-) Potential Good Time
h (+) Lost Good Time
g (+) Out Time Total
h Mandatory Expiration Date
i Days Remaining to serve to Mandatory Expiration

STEP3 For Base:

Enter Time Start Date
Enter Base Length (in days)
(-) Cause Credits : ' '
(-) Good - Time on Credits (if ERT% > O) ’
Net Days '
Earned Release Credit Total s . 1156
(-) Potential Earned Time
(+) Earned Time Not Earned -
(-) Potential Good Time
(+) Lost Good Time

-(+) Out Time Total : : ‘
Base Expiration Date ' 12/2/2006
Days Rémaining to serve to Base Expiration. ' -2420

DATE 7118/2013 . o o o SS

SIGNATURE o E i | wr‘/mq_,g‘l’ \/

Ot 2 ot

O TOQXTT O Q0 oo



DOC: 943857 il fo
NAME: GRONQUIST. - =7 ¢
_CSE/COUNT KING - 93-1 -00121 1.7
Step 1: . Enter Sentence from J&S

a Enter Years

b Enter Months

c Enter Days

i R

= Sentence in Days : . ..3469 days

STEP 1 For Enhancement:
Enter Time Start Date
Enter Enhancement Length (in days)
(-) Cause Credits
(-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)
Net Days
Earned Release Credit Total
(-) Potential Earned Time
(+) Earned Time Not Earned
(-) Potential Good Time
-(+) Lost Good Time
(+) Out Time Total . :
Enhancement Expiration Date 1/0/1900
Days Remaining to serve to Enhancement Expiration -41473

4101900

— J0O JTAQ X" "0 a0 o

STEP 2 For Mandatory:
. a Enter Time Start Date
b Enter Mandatory Length (in days)
¢ (-) Cause Credits

d (-) Good Time on Credits (|f ERT%>0)
e Net Days A
f Earned Release Credit Total : , DEQ
j (-) Potential Earned Time
k (+) Earned Time Not Earned
g (-) Potential Good Time
h (+) Lost Good Time
g (+) Out Time Total Q-
h Mandatory Expiration Date 3 1/0/1900
i Days Remaining to serve to Mandatory Expiration -41473

STEP 3 For Base:

4]17/2000
469 ERT%

Enter Time Start Date
Enter Base Length (in days)
(-) Cause Credits .
(-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT% > 0) : '
Net Days : ' 3469
Earned Release Credit Total ‘ 1156
(-) Potential Earned Time
" (+) Earned Time Not Earned
(-) Potential Good Time
(+) Lost Good Time
(+) Out Time Total

Base Expiration Date . ‘ 8/16/2006 Z/
Days Remaining to serve to Base Expiration , -2528

= o0 SO X Tho OO0 T

DATE 7/18/2013

SIGNATURE



- DOC: 943857 . ol e Toenn e N
NAME: GRONQUIST /e i o e 0 i
CSE/COUNT KING 93-1-00121-1 ." - = CNT #y. -~
Step 1: Enter Sentence from J&S

a Enter Years o . 0
b Enter Months ' "~ 114
c Enter Days 0

= Sentence in Days 3469 days

STEP 1 .For Enhancement:

Enter Time Start Date
Enter Enhancement Length (in days)
(-) Cause Credits

40 '4:0.00

(-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)
Net Days

Earned Release Credit Total - 0.

(-) Potential Earned Time 0
(+) Earned Time Not Earned L e
(-} Potential Good Time

(+) Lost Good Time

(+) Out Time Total
Enhancement Expiration Date
Days Remaining to serve to Enhancement Expiration -41473

— o o X700 T

STEP 2 For Mandatory:

a Enter Time Start Date

b Enter Mandatory Length (in days)

¢ (-) Cause Credits

d (-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)

e Net Days : ‘

f Earned Release Credit Total ' 0 -

j (-) Potential Earned Time 0

k (+) Earned Time Not Earned i e O
0
0

g (-) Potential Good Time

h (+) Lost Good Time

g (+) Out Time Total ‘ I L0
h Mandatory Expiration Date ceel 1/0/1900

i Days Remaining to serve to Mandatory Expiration -41473

STEP 3 For Base:

“12/2/2006
3469 ERT%
10 7:33.3%

Enter Time Start Date
Enter Base Length (in days)
(-) Cause Credits
(-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT% > 0)
Net Days
Earned Release Credit Total ' . 1156
(-) Potential Earned Time '
(+) Earned Time Not Earned
(-) Potential Good Time
. (+) Lost Good Time
(+) Out Time Total
Base Expiration Date
Days Remaining to serve to Base Expiration

ATE 7/18/2013

g ST TaXT "o 00 oo

SIGNATURE



DOC:
NAME:

CSE/COUNT KING -93-1-00121-1 -

Step 1:

a Enter Years
b Enter Months
¢ Enter Days

STEP 1

—ToDoQ JoO XT o o0 TN

STEP 2

a Enter Time Start Date

b Enter Mandatory Length (in days) .

¢ (-) Cause Credits .

d (-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)
e Net Days

" () Good Time on Credits (if ERT%>0)

043857 “nl o
GRONQUIST =/ "

Enter Sentence from J&S

= Sentence in Days 3469 days

For Enhancement:
Enter Time Start Date .

Enter Enhancement Length (in days) 0 ERT%
(-) Cause Credits 0 4:70.00

Net Days :
Earned Release Credit Total
(-) Potential Earned Time
(+) Earned Time Not Earned
(-) Potential Good Time

(+) Lost Good Time

(+) Out Time Total : 0
Enhancement Expiration Date 1/0/1900
Days Remaining to serve to Enhancement Expiration : -41473

For Mandatory:

f Earned Release Credit Total o R0 e

j (-) Potential Earned Time

k (+) Earned Time Not Earned
g (-) Potential Good Time

h (+) Lost Good Time

g (+) Qut Time Total

h Mandatory Expiration Date

-STEP 3

O TO O X0 OO0 O

ATE

SIGNATURE

e oo 1/0/1900
i Days Remaining to serve to Mandatory Expiration -41473

For Base:

Enter Time Start Date

Enter Base Length (in days)

(<) Cause Credits

(-) Good Time on Credits (if ERT% > 0) =
Net Days . 3469
Earned Release Credit Total 1156

(-) Potential Earned Time ‘
(+) Earned Time Not Earned

(-) Potential Good Time

(+) Lost Good Time

(+) Out Time Total

Base Expiration Date

Days Remaining to serve to Base Expiration
7/18/2013 ‘

469 ERT%
Ny e s “3%
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OMNI:-Legal Face S.__:t L ‘Page 1 of 4

Inmate: GRONQUIST, Derek Eugene (943857)

Gender: Male DOB: Age: 48 . Category: . Body Status: Active Inmate
: _ Regular Inmate
Custody Level: ’
Comm. Concern: Minimum 3 -
Yes = . Long Term
Minimum

RLC: Low Wrap-Around: No Location: MCC-TRU — C / C6061

ERD: 04/21/2013 . CC/CCO: Heineman, Aaron J

— Offender Information (Combined)

: ' Last Static Risk A t
Prison Max Expiration Date: 05/31/2022 ~o. > ot NISK ASSESSMEN 06/02/2010 DOSA:

Date:

Last Offi N
Planned Release Date: . Daaste' ender Need Assessment 12/10/2012 ISRB? No
Earned Release Date: 04/21/2013 RLC Override Reason: CCB? No
ESR Sex Offender Level:  Level3 SOSSA? No
ESR Sex Offender Level N ) )
Date: r [ 12/05/2012 Offender Release Plan: Notification WEP? No
County Sex Offender Level: Victim Witness Eligible? Yes

. “County Of First Felon )

Registration Required? Yes ty 4 King

Conviction:
: PULHESDXT
ORCS? No

211112121
DO? No
SMIO? . N

— Sentence Structure (Field) '

Cause: AA - 881014066 -~ King

Convicted Name: Date Of Sentence: Cause Status: Offense Category:

Derek Gronquist 09/15/1988 . Closed Unknown

Distinct Supervision Type: Start Date: Scheduled End Date: Consecutive Supervision:
MON 01/17/1992 ‘ '

Count: 1 - RCW 9A.40.02A - Kidnapping 1

Count Start Date: Supervision Length: Length In Days: Count End Date: Stat Max:
01/17/1992 0y, OM, 0D 0 Life
Violent Offense? DW / FA Enhancement? ' Anticipatory:

Yes - N , \

Y
'

Count: 2 -~ RCW 9A.44.10B — Indecent Liberties (without Forcible Compulsion)

Count Start Date: Supervision Length: Length In Days: Count End Date:’ " Stat Max:
01/17/1992 oY, OM, 0D 0 03/16/1998
Violent Offense? DW / FA Enhancement? Anticipatory:

No ' N

APPENDIX_3 -

Cause: AB — 931001211 - King

https://omnisgn.doc.wa.gov/omni/records/Ifs/combined.htm?wind... 3/6/2013



OMNI: Legal Face S\ .t

Convicted Name:

Derek Gronquist

CpP

Count Start-Date:
04/21/2013
Violent Offense?

Yes

Distinct Supervision Type:

S

P Pagé 2 0f4

Date Of Sentence:

02/17/1995
Start Date:
. 04/21/2013

Count: 1 -~ RCW 9A.40.02B - Kidnapping 1

Supervision Length:
0Y, 24M, 0D

DW / FA Enhancément?
N

Cause: AC - 931001211 - King

Cause Status:

Active

Scheduled End Date:

04/21/2015

Length In Days:
730

» Anticipatory:

Attempt

Offense Category:
Assault

Consecutive Supervision:

Count End Daté:
04/21/2015

Stat. Max:
12/05/2016

Convicted Name:

Date Of Sentence:

Derek Gronquist 02/17/1995
Distinct Supervision Type: Start Date:
cp 04/21/2013

Count: 1 - RCW 9A.40.020 - Kidnapping 1

Count Start Date:
04/21/2013

Supervision Length:
oY, 24M, 0D
Viclent Offense? DW / FA Enhancement?

Yes N

Cause: AD - 931001211 - King

Cause Status:

Active

Scheduled End Date:

04/21/2015

Length In Days:
730
Anticipatory:
Attempt

Offense Category:
Assault

Consecutive Supervision:

Stat Max:
09/04/2016

Count End Date:
04/21/2015

Convicted Name:

* Derek Gronquist 02/17/1995
Distinct Supervision Type: Start Date:
cpP 04/21/2013

Count: 1 - RCW 9A.40.020 - Kidnapping 1

Count Start Date:
04/21/2013

Supervision Length:
 0Y, 24M, 0D ‘
Violent Offense? DW/ FA Enhancement?

Yes N

Date Of Sentence:

Cause Status:

Active

Scheduled End Date:-

04/21/2015

Length In Days:
730
Anticipatory:
Attempt

* Offense Category:
Assauit

Consecutive Supervision:

Stat Max:
12/01/2016

Count End Date:
04/21/2015

— Sentence Structure (Inmate)

Cause: AA - 881014066 - King

State: Convicted Name:

Washington Derek Gronquist
Time Start Date:

09/15/1988

Confinement Length:

5Y, 8M, 0D

Count: 1 - RCW 9A.40.02A - Kidnapping 1

- -

Date Of Sentence:
09/15/1988
Earned Release Date:

04/24/1992

Consecutive Cause:

https://omnisgn.doc.wa.gov/omni/records/lfs/combined.htm?wind... 3/6/2013



OMNI: Legal Face S -t | | s - Page3of4

: Confinement Stat  Violent
Anticipatory: Modifier: Enhancement: Mandatory: ERT %: ERD: MaxEx:
patory - Y Ltength: ° . Max: Offense?

5Y,.8M, 0D 33.33% 04/24/1992 11/14/1993 Life  Yes

Supervision Supervision Length: ' Consecutive Count:

P P ! g on Hold To Stat Max Expiration:
Type:.
MON oY, OM, 0D

Count: 2 - RCW 9A.44.10B - Indecent Liberties (without Forcible Corﬁpulsion)

) Confinement Violent
Anticipatory: Modifier: Enhancement: Mandatory: ERT %: ERD: MaxEx: Stat Max:
patory Y Length: ° . x Offense?

1Y, 2M; 0D 33.33% 02/23/1989 05/16/1989 03/16/1998 No

Supervision Supervision Length: Consecutive Count:

) P P & : Hold To Stat Max Expiration:
Type: ) !

MON ~ 0y, OM, 0D

Cause: AB - 931001211 - King

State: Convicted Name: Date Of Sentence: Consecutive Céuse:
Washington Derek Gronquist 02/17/1995

Time Start Date: Conﬁnement'Length: Earned Release Date:

02/28/1995 0Y, 114M, OD ’ 04/17/2000

Count: 1 —= RCW 9A.40.02B - Kidnapping 1

Confinement Violent

Anticipatory: Modifier: Enhancement: Mandatory: Length: ERT %: ERD: MaxEx: Stat Max: Offense?
Attempt Co - QY, 114M, 33.33% 04/17/2000 06/05/2016 12/05/2016 Yes
oD
- - . ive C .
Supervision Supervision Length Consecutive Count Hold To Stat Max Expiration:
Type:
cp oY, 24M, 0D

Cause: AC - 931001211 - King

State: Convicted Name: Date Of Sentence: Consecutive Cause:
Washington Derek Gronquist 02/17/1995 AB - 931001211 -
Time Start Date: Confinement Length: Earned Release Date:

04/17/2000 0Y, 114M, OD . 12/02/2006

Count: 1 - RCW 9A.40.020 - Kidnapping 1

: ' Confinement Violent
ici : ifier: : : ERT %: ERD: MaxEx: Stat Max:
Anticipatory: Modifier: Enhancement: Mandatory Length: Yo R axEx at Max Offense?
Attempt- ) 0Y, 114M,  33.33% 12/02/2006 04/20/2019 09/04/2016 Yes
© 0D

Supervision Supervision Length: Consecutive Count: Hold To Stat Max Expiration:
Type: :
cP oY, 24M, 0D

Cause: AD - 931001211 - King

State: Convicted Name: Date Of Sentence: Consecutive Cause:
Washington Derek Gronquist 02/17/1995 AC - 931001211 -
O

\

https://omnis gn.doc.wa; gov/omni/records/lfs/combined.htm?wind... 3/ 6/20 13
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OMNI: Legal Face S... it I - Page 4 of 4

Time Start Date: Confinement Length: Earned Release Date:

.12/02/2006 0Y, 114M, 0D 04/21/2013

Count: 1 - RCW 9A.40.020 - Kidnapping 1

Anticipatory: Modifier: Enhancement: Mandatory: —o "emeM eor o ERD: MaxEx:  StatMax: oent
patory: ’ ’ ry Length: o ' ’ ~ " Offense? -
Attempt S oY, 114M, 33.33% 04/21/2013 05/31/2022 12/01/2016 Yes
oD '
isi Supervision Length: i : .
Supervision upervi eng Consecutive Count Hold To Stat Max Expifation:
Type: i
cp ' 0Y,24M, OD

https://omnisgn.doc.wa.gov/omni/records/lfs/combined. htm?wind... 3/6/2013
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Derek E. Gronquist
#943857 H-A-25
Eoyote Ridge Corrections Center
P.0. Bax 769
Connell, WA 99326

September 19, 2013

Susan Bowman

Correctional Records Specialist
Coyote Ridge Corrections Center
P.0. Box 769 '
Connell, WA 99326

‘Re: Miscalculation of Maximum Expiration Date
Dear Ms. Bouwman,

The Department of Corrections OMNI Legal Face Sheet lists
my confinement Meximum Exiration Date as May 31, 2022, This
entry is erroneous. My Maximum Expiration Date is June 2
2016, I am requesting you to correct this error,.

It appears the error was caused by records staff acting
upon the belief that I am serving a single 28% year sentence.

I am not. I was sentenced to three consecutive 9% year terms:

of confinement. According to a calculation made by your
office on July 18, 2013, my first consecutive sentence begsan
on February 28, 1995, and expired on April 17, 2000. My
secand consecutive sentence began on April 17, 2000, énd
expired on December 2, 2006. My third consecutive sentence
began on December 2, 2006; and had an Earned Release Date of
April 21, 2013. Because the sentence imposed on fhat third
count is 9% years, my Maximum Expiration Date (the last day
DOC my hold me in confinement) is June 2, 2016 -- 91 years
after that sentence began on December 2, 2006. That is how.
Maximum Expiration Date's are required to bhe calculated for
consecutive sentences pursuant to Washington law., See
Personal Restraint of Paschke, 61 Wn.App. 591; 811 P.2d 694




(1991).
Please notify me as soon as this error is corrected.
Your prompt attention teo this matter is appreciated. Thank

ynu L]

Sipcerely,

;Qﬂ;%c%%V
erek E. gquist
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R, | LOG 1.D. NUMBER

oo (3597738

BEEE] wastwinCION STARR

OFFENDER COMPLAINT

CHECK ONE: X Initial Grievance [ Emergency Grievance. [ Appeal to Next Level [[] Rewrite

RESIDENTIAL FACILITIES: Send complated form to the Grievance Coordinator. Explain what happened, when, where, and who

was invalved or which policy/procedure is being grieved. Be as brief as possible, but include the necessary facts. You may use only one

complaint form. A formal grievance begins on the date the typed grievance forms are signed by the Coordinater. Contact staff to report

an emergency situation or to initiate an emergency grievance. Please attempt to resoive all complaints through appropriateé staff before

initiating a grievance, ,

NOTE: Complaints must be filed within 20 working days of the incident. Appeals must be filed within 5 working days of receiving the
_ response. Include lag ID#on fewrite or résponse being appealed. :

Middle ' 00C Number

Facility/Office UnivCell

| H-A-28

WAl 1 8 vB A PRSI

i WANT TO GRIEVE: 7T he musceleulotion of L/:}/ Neximum £, ﬂ‘rmé'on
cte. The ctment of Corections Wes celewletecl my mexpmum
E)(lo.\raﬁon 0&""3 as ﬂ??/ 3// 2022, .7'714‘5' 'S :V\CC:‘(‘(‘&C{; /M&){,m“m
EX/D,VmLa‘on ede ¢ Tudde 2,206, T wWes sentenced to Hitee
Consecotve 5% jaf Jejmce&, my Est serdence becen i; |
oty 25,1995, ond expied on apcl (2, 2000, my Se Se~tfence. beran
in Adc| 17,2000 el 6}(/7:‘(6&404 Pecember 2, {0"‘5/' M’y #1_‘%/
Sentedee began oA December 2, 2006, ench hel cn Buched Kelecse Dote of
&/9!‘;{» 2, 24042, Zecguse the sendence :,!M/b:ef o1 He il Sedente s ¢% peess
" W""“M gx}m\"o\-l;‘m O&J—e Ny Tune 2, 2074 - 5% /w ebter He Sentene ”
GOeSTel RSoass, 2 2atk. 2 hove (gusstecl, Cie e ofchs Staflly (ortect Has
_ eroe, but P.\ey have nat even (a{;?omﬂeo?’ 7o my lc:b‘eg_fw

Cort‘a:‘c"{// Lol ewlede my moxdnum Expledion Gebe as Tune 2, 2016 '
A

‘ ' 2 (I
Cocrect ({ recocds g Contain &« refecense b +Hhe Jnotec o
ppicedion Do, — ope

2GRIEVANCE COORDINATOR’S RESPONSE | Facilty/Office S0 Date Recei\'}dq Q s Q 3

faur complaint is being returned because: [ The complaint was resolved informally
; is not a grievable issue. )
idhtisnotag issue [ Additional information and/or rewriting needed.

i )1 You requested to withdraw the complaint. . .
("I You failed to respond fo callout (sh epet) on {See below.) Return within 5 working days or by:

0 Administratively Withdrawn . " | O Norewritereceived _ - - . -

[ The formal grievance/appeal paperwork is being prepared. (ISentto_________ (faclityon________(date).

EXPLANATION: Uea® \ : N oIy >
L A Y tlssipeation.’ Lol # Lvitoct
0PN wiken Ytase Issart. e

'Coordinatnr; (print) - .Coordin tor's gignaturg - = ' D.ate .
7)1 ie T e F Jolif

DOC 05-185 Front (Rev. 03/02/12) ‘ DOC 310.160, DOC 550.100



\ . e B LOG I.D. NUMBER

Department of ' ' /3 SQ? ; 3 8

warmimaron avAve , OFFENDER COMPLAINT

CHECK ONE: [T Initial Grievance [l Emergency Grievance Mppeal to Next Level [[] Rewrite
RESIDENTIAL FACILITIES: Send completed form to the Grievancs Coordinétor. ‘Explain what happened, when, where, and who
was involved or which policy/procedure is being grieved. Be as brief as possible, but include the nacessary facts. You may use only one

complaint form. A formal grievance begins on the date the typed grievance forms are signed by the Coordinator. Contact staff to report
an emergency sntuatlon or to initiate an emergency grievance. Please attempt to resolve all complaints through appropriate staff before

initiating a grievance,
NOTE: Complaints must be filed within 20 warking days of the incident. Appeals must be ﬂled within 5 working day s of receiving the
response. Include log ID # on rewrite or response being appealed.

. First DOC Number Facility/Office

oSt uu51£ ., 3357 EReC

Last Name Unit‘Cell

i WANT TO GRIEVE: T pum prec, -Hne a.sfe_r-/z‘a/x H«J %l\e_ ,s.LL\/,mL 1
MA#*?(‘ 0(3 /jfredanc'e /'S 0 au{n‘cdaé/e 1'Sswe, ' doc's
m«‘SCa(CM otobn of my MM Ej//»fm‘*m ete s clearly,

?(C’J & rsswe, C/a.ff; ([c(,j-m CJWU&/O/ cnf
/N’hrﬂa (c. JoJoN/ ?/ap clec s a;m) ,z/\_;.l—mdf _a.); asX

ﬂ\ cecoAs octmed 4 (0)( e ewwr Aeca&; S ool {d&
/J;('w/ /Vl(oa"ef) + 5 b a.{JJ _;04 2 il rfeCd“e//Ci:t:%efM

SSom a»)’!’*w* who «f

; Ill 4, /e < #"e e
fecq ﬂe/ Ao A .sué’@f /j
sueceéfeo ey Vo, ‘l"é‘tJJ(‘eUMCE c ,35_ obs /07946/‘

corectly ol mle Y WA f)(,’c*/‘oa"*a,\ Oede os « u./!e 2, 2o

lorred’ el recor d.4 aniedn < Fefefsnce by fhe tn Corectal /u
/ﬂra/e_r/r -{—fa.,h_ ' Sudeqise cle s Mandatory 10/23
e e 4 oli/e ,yrues Sumature ) Date

‘

_\

GRIEVANCE COORDINATOR'S RESPONSE (wthar o | FaciiylOfficgs | Date R'”e""""/a /,q _
Your complaint is being retumed because: (4] tact '
2 Itis not a grievable issue. , _ O The complaint was resolved informally. ] i
. ] You requested to withdraw the complaint . [ Additional information and/or rewriting needed. -
- 7 You failed to respond to callout (sheet) on | . (See below.) Retum within § working days or by: ‘
[J Administratively Withdrawn 0 No rewrite received _____. /d 073 (3
{] The formal arievance/appeal nanerwork is being prenared [B’gent to _L__ (faclllW) on (date).

EXPLANATION .
- 'r'q & PM
g

Coardinator's Name (print) Coordinators Signatura .1 Date
| MLhuetre Judle A s B ,/%é_qéz.

DOC 05-165 Front (Rev. 03/02/12) DOC 310.100, DOC §50.100
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- 13547938
October 24, 2013

Derek Gronquist, DOC# 043857:
| am responding to your appeal dated October 23, 2013.

The local grievance coordinator determined that your complaint was not grievable. 'l |
. concur with the determination. _

According to the OGP page 11, classification Issues, Including releass dates, are not
grievable. Thers is an established appeal process through the Superintendent/designee
at your facllity. You can request a review of your records through the records
department to determine the accuracy of your release date. it cannot be addressed
through the grievance procass. : '

Sincerely,

/éa/ea&w&

Clara Curi
Grievance Program Manager

CC: CRCC Griavance Coordinator
~ Grievance Log ID 13547938
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N s

Perkins, Calla F. (DOC) ' !

From: : - Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC)
Sent: ’ Tuesday, October 15, 2013 11:09 AM
. To: L Perkins, Calla F. (DOC) |
" Subject: FW Stoppage Question - #943857 Gronqunst Derek
7 .
- From: Stigall, Wendy- S. (DOC) o

Sent: Friday, October 04, 2013 8:37 AM
To: Perkins, Calla F. (DOC) :

~ Cc: Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC) -

. Subject: RE: Stoppage Questlon #943857 Gronqunst Derek

Sorry | didn't get back right away. I am working on some special projects right now so | am not
as quick on my emails (unless they are super easy questions) We are currently working on u|’
the stat max programming so that it calculates the same way that the pnson max does when it
are consecutive sentences. His pnson max ex is correct. :

Any time they spend on the consecutlve sentence stops the original sentence. So basically he
served on AB, the max ex is calculated by taking the sentence length 114 months and subtracting the
jail time of 453 days. When he transfers to AC, his time stops on AB because it is consecutive, when
he transfers to AD the time on-AB is still stopped and the max ex on AC is also stopped at that point.
Basically the time is tolling although we don’t use tolling as a prison term, just field. We are saying
they can't be serving on two consecutive sentences at one time. So if you expand the maxex . .
~ calculations on the View'J & S Prison page you will see that AB is extended by 4752 days (4/17/2000
to 04/21/2013). AC is only extended by the amount of tlme he was serving on AD, 2332 days (1/02/06
to 04/21/13)

\

Once we get the stat max programmlng updated this W|II be a little easxer to show.

From: Perkins, Calla F. (DOC) ,
-Sent: Tuesday, October 01, 2013 2:33 PM
“To: Stigall, Wendy S. (DOC)
Cc: Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC)
" Subject: Stoppage Question - #943857 Gronquist, Derek

- Wendy,

’ Dereb&rom;lm,ﬁ#_?&ﬁ'f - iz Max :/ygram‘ar thaw hiy Stat-Max: #He hasy 3
corisecutive sentences; each with commumnily supervision: Canv we hold M.
Gronguist to-hiy Max Ex? I cant prove the time i OMNI & corvect.



N 7

e

Please advise: Mr. Gronguist has writlen a letler siuiing that his Max Ex i
incorvect: |

Thank Yoy
Have o good day, .
Calla Perins, Correctional Records T echnician

CRCC
509-544-3673

-10-
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Perkins, Calla F. (DOC)

From: Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC)

Sent: " Tuesday, November 05, 2013 3:33 PM
To: o Perkins, Calla F. (DOC)
Subject: RE: Gronquist #343857 Stoppage Time.

1 only changed the 2" paragraph and took out the 24 months of supervision and changed it to the 114 month
‘consecutive sentence. 1don’t know if this is going to answer his question but- we’ll see. At least it has the Akrey decision
initand he can lock that up in the Library. Other than that, | think it looks good, so go ahead and send it.

STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS -

Office of Correctional Operations '

Coyote Ridge Corrections Center

PO Box 769 Connell, Washington 99326-0769
(509) 543-5800 FAX {509) 544-3553

DATE: November5, 2013

TO: Derek Gronguist
DOC/943857 ,
HAZ52U
SUBJECT: = Letter to Susan Bowman Dated 09/19/2013 - l\?llaximumlExpiration Date

\

Derek Gronquist:
CRS Susan Bowman is out of the office so fam replying to your letter in her place.r

.On March 2,2012 OMNI did an update to all sentences to apply the decision of the court case of State v. Acrey. This
case allows DOC to “toll” or “stop” the time on a shorter cause with supervision ordered to allow the offender to
complete their supervision and not to extend past the stat max date.

As this applies to your consecutive sentences (AB, AC & AD} you were sentenced to 114 months on each of the three
causes. When you complete one sentence, that sentence is stopped (stoppage) and you begin serving the next sentence:

These “tolled” terms do not constitute an extension of your sentence. Per the Acrey decision, the time you spend
serving on different causes can be “tolled” so that you will be able to release from prison to serve your court ordered
community supervision. : N

Calla Perkins

Correctional Records Technician
" Coyote Ridge Corrections Center
PO Box 769

Connell, WA 99326

-11-=



From: Perkins, Calla F. (DOC)

Sent; Tuesday, November 05, 2013 1:21 PM

To: Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC) . :
Subject: RE: Gronquist #943857 Stoppage Time. -

He was saying his ERD is longer than his max

~ From: Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC)
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 1:18 PM
To: Perkins, Calla F. (DOC)
Subject: RE: Gronquist #943857 Stoppage Time.

| forgot. What was his question?

From: Perkins, Calla F. (DOC)

Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 11:45 AM
To: Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC)

'Subject. Gronquist #943857 Stoppage Ti Tme

<< File: Gronquist #943857 Stoppage Time..docm.docm >>
! ’

Lisa,

T i T

Would you please look over this Ietter to see if it is adequate to send to Mr. Gronqunst 1 used some of the verbage from

Wendy Stigall’s letter that | felt he would understand.

Have 4 Good Day,

Calla F. Perkins .

Correctiona] Records Techniciah
CrRCC

5443673

-12=
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Perkins, Calla F. (DOC)

From: - Hedblum, Danielle L. (DOC)
Sent Thursday, October 03, 2013 11:38 AM
To: ) : Perkins, Calla F. (DOC)

Subject: . RE: Stoppage Question - #943857 Gronquist, Derek

A

We were off site yesterday, and she has been super bu'sy working on various projects. Unless it is an urgent time frame, |

would try re-emailing her on Monday if you have not heard back.

Danielle Hedblum, AA4

Assistant to Wendy Stigall, Statewide Coxrectmnal Recor ds Program Manager
7345 Linderson Way

Taumwater, WA 98501

Phone (360) 725-8885/Fax (360) 664-9547

Danielle. hedblum@doc. wa.dov

From: Perkins, Calla F. (DOC) .

Sent: Thursday, October 03, 2013 11:27 AM

- Tosz Hedblum, Danielle L. (DOC)

Cc: Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC) ,

Sub;ect. FW: Stoppage Question - #943857 Gronquust Derek

%&DML’&ZZ&, _

I senit Wendy the email below o 10-01 and T haven't heard back from her. 7§

she out of the office? She’y wsnally so-quick to-respond:
Thanks,
f[arv&a/gmday,

C@ZZWPP/W CMMMRM/&ZA/ 7 echmom
Coyote Ridge Corvections Cmfer

Connell, WA

PH.: 509-544-3673

calla.perking@docwagoy

-From: Perkins, Calla F. (DOC)
Sent: Tuesday, October 01, 2013 2:33 PM
To: Stigall, WendyS. (DOC)

_.13_



Cc: Gonzales, Lisa R. (DOC)
Subject: Stoppage Question - #943857 Gronquist, Derek

| Derok Gronquist #943857 - hig Mo Ex iy grecter than hiy Stat-May: Hehas 3
. Consecutive seniences; each Wilhv Commuanily supervigion. Can we hold Mr.
GmwmwMMmE/? I can't prove the time i OMNI i corvect.

Plecse advise. Mr Gmnqum“m WWJMWWMWMMMM{,&W
mcorrect,

Wnb)’ou;
.k’ow&a/good/d@/,
' Cﬂlkzxﬁe//fm Correcﬁ’onalxﬂ’ecordy 7é ecﬁmam

CRCC
509-544-3673
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STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

Office of Correctional Operations
" Coyote Ridge Corrections Center
PO Box 769 Connell, Washington 99326-0769
(509) 543-5800 FAX (509) 544-3533

DATE: November 5, 2013 .
TO: Derek Gronquist N

DOC/943857

HA252U

SUBJECT: Letter to Susan Bowman Dated 09/19/2013 - Maximum Expiration Date

Derek Gronquist:
CRS Susan Bowman is-out of the office so [ am replying to your letter in her place.

On March 2, 2012 OMNI did an update to all seatences to apply the decision of the court case of
State v. Acrey. This case allows DOC to “toll” or “stop” the time on a shorter cause with

. supervision ordered to allow the offender to complete their supervision and not to extend past the
stat max date. :

As this applies to your consecutwe sentences (AB AC & AD) you were sentenced to 114 months.

on each of the three causes. When you complete one sentence, that sentence is stopped (stoppage)
and you begin serving the next sentence. -

These “tolled” terms do not constitute an extension of your sentence. Per the Acrey decision, the

" time you spend serving on different causes can be “tolled” so that you will be able to release from
prison to-serve your court ordered community supervision.

Calla Perkms

Correctional Records Technician
Coyote Ridge Corrections Center
PO Box 769

Connell, WA 99326
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Derek E. Gronquilst
#943857 H-PA=-36
Coyote Ridge Corrections Center
P.0. Beox 769 .
Connall, WA 99326

Mareh 31, 2014

‘Bernard Warner, Secretary
Department of Correctlons
P.0. Box 41100

0lympla, WA 98504-11080

Re: Miscelculation of confinement expiration date

A

Dear Secretary lWerner,

I aﬁ requesting vou to personally intervens in the
misconduct of Statewidé Correctional Rscords Manager UWendy
Stigall. On March 2, 2012, Ms. Stigall changed my confinement
maximum expiration date (Max Ex Date) from June 2, 2016, to
May 31, 2022, Because of Ms, Stigall!é ections, Départmant of
Corrections (DOC) officliels are threatening to hold me in -
canfinemant far 16 ysars on & 114 month sentence. I am
requesting you to re-set my Max Ex Date et June 2, 2016, and
natify all DOC employees thst I can net be held in confinement
pest thet date. |

The King County Superior Court sentenced me to three
consscutive 114 month %erms of confinement and a 24 month
period of community placement. My first sentence began on
December 7, 1993 (the day I was arrested), and expired on
April 17, 2000, My eescond sentence begen on April 17, 2000,
and expired on Decembar 2, 2006. My third ahd finel sentesnce
began on Decembar 2, 2006, had an Eerned Release Date nf'nppil
21, 2013, and expires on June 2, 2016, June 2, 2016, is the



last day DOC can hold me in canfinemantu

Without notice, Ms. Stipgell changed my Max Ex Date to May
31, 2022, Uhen I learned aof this changs, I wrote to the
Coyote Ridge Cnrractions Center (BRCC)’Records Department
requesting them to investigate the matt-r and calculate my Max
Ex Date correctly. CRCC contacted Ms. Stigall, who confirmed
that she had effected the changa, and told CRCC gfficials that
my "prison max ex ie_eorréct." Ms. Stigall's comments ' ’
culminated in a Naovember 5, 2013,'19tter from CRCC Records
- Techniclen Cslle Perkins to me, stating: l

0n March 2, 2012, OMNI did an update to al) sentsnces
to apply the decision of the court cese of State v.
fcrey. This case sllows DOC to "toll" or "stop" the tims
on a shorter cause with supervisicon ocrdered to allouw the
offender to complete thelr supervision and mot to extend
past the stat mex date. As this applies to vyour
consecutive sentences (AB, AC & AD) vou were sentenced
te 114 months on each of three causes. UWhan you complete
one sentence, thet sentence stopped (stoppage) and you
begin serving the next sentence. These "tolled" torms
do not constitute sn exiension of your sentence. Per
the - Acrey decision, the time you spend serving on
. different causes can be "tollad" so that you will be able
~ to release from prison to sarve your court erdersd
- community supervision.

. Stats v, Acrey, 97 Wn.App. 78&, QBB P.2s 17 (1999), heas
abesolutely no application to how & Max Ex Date o6n @

conaecutlve sentence is calculated. Acray involved coﬁcurrent
santences where the shoprter tzrm had a period af community
placement and the longer one did not, It simply held that the
community plecement portlon of the sﬁontar sentences ie tolled
until the offendsr is releesed from confinement on the lenger’
santence. The case that dictates how Max,Ek Dates. are
calculated for consecutive sentences like mine is Persanal
Restreint of Pasehke, 61 Wn.App. 591, 811 P.2d 694 (Div. 1
1991). In that case, 1like ﬁine, prisnn»offibiais attempted to
prolong confinemsnt on the final consecutive sentencs by

‘grafting tinme from @ previously served term onto it.



Follouwing the 5uprsme.court'a decision in S5t. Peter v. Rhay,
56 Wn.2d 297, 352 P.2d BO6 (1960), the court held thet prison
afficial could not re-open or re-use time remalning on

previously served conascutiva‘aant@ncee to extend a Mex Ex
Date on the final cansscutive sentence. The court sxplsined
- how a Max Ex Date is tb'bé calculated for consecutive
‘sentences: |

Mr. Peschke began serving his 10-year sentence for the
1972 abduction on ‘March 13, 1972, His maximum release
daete on that conviction was March 12, 1982, The sentence
for his carnal knowledge conviction was sentsnced to run
consecutive to the abduction sentsnce, On Jume 20, 1974,
he wes paroled to, and begen serving, his 20-year maximum
sgntence for the 1972 cernal knouledge conviction, His
maximum release date for that sentence 1s Jume 19,
1994,... Thus, the latest date Mr. Paschke can bs held

~is June 19, 1994, ‘ :

. _ I began serving my final 114 month maximum sentence on
- Decgmber 2, 2006. My Max'Ex Déts for that sentence is ane 2,
2016, I cannat be held ln confinement past ﬁhaﬁ date.

For these reaesons, I am requestinn vou to psrsnnally
intervene in Ma. Stigell's conduct and set my Max Ex Date at
June 2, 2016. Because Ms. Stigsll has ‘altered "all sentences"”
" for inmetes confined since March 2, 2012, I strongly encourage
ynu.thvansuré that others are not similarly effected by Ms,
Stigail'sAunlawful actinna; Holding citizens in confinement
past the time authorized by @ criminalAjudgmant is a,faluny,
and would expose the State to miliions -~ iF not billions -
of dollars in liasbility. Your prompt sttention o this matter .
is apprecisted. ‘ '

Sincsrely, . -
N
J%M/ -

Derek E, nquis%
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STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

P. O. Box 41132 ® Olympia, Washington 98504-1132

April 21,2014

Derek Gronquist, DOC# 943857

-Coyote Ridge Corrections Center H-A-6
P. O. Box 769

" Connell, WA 99326

Dear Mr. Gronquist:

This is in response to your letter received in Secretary Warner’s office on April 7, 2014. You
wrote regarding the recalculation of your maximum expiration date. ' :

I have reviewed your records. You are correct that Acrey does not apply to your case. However,
the calculations that are currently being used for maximum expirations dates are correct. In a
consecutive relationship which you have on all three counts on King County CSE#93-1-00121-1,
you can only serve on one count at a time. Therefore the time spent on subsequent counts “stops™
on previous counts/causes while you are serving. An easier way to help you understand might be
to explain how a maximum expiration date is calculated to begin with. The maximum expiration
date is the sentence length (in your case three 114 month sentences for a total of 342 months),
minus the day for day jail credits. You then add this time to your time start of the date that you
were admitted to prison on 2-28-95. When you do the math you will see that the total is
05/31/22. ‘

DOC uses the stoppage time to allow return to confinement for the “remaining portion of the
sentence” for each consecutive cause/count. If the time were allowed to expire while an offender
is serving their consecutive sentences, there would be no time to return on and that is not the
intention of the statute.

Per RCW 9.94A.633 “(2) If an offender was under community custody pursuant to one of the
following statutes, the offender may be sanctioned as follows:

(a) If the offender was transferred to community custody in lieu of earned early release in
accordance with RCW 9.94A.728, the offender may be transferred to a more restrictive
confinement status to serve up to the remaining portion of the sentence, less credit for any period
actually spent in community custody or in detention awaiting disposition of an alleged
violation.” '



The statute does not say less credit for any period actually spent in prison on consecutive causes.
To allow that credit would be giving double credit.

So for each of your consecutive counts, while you are on community custody you would have
the potential to be returned for any earned release time.

I hope this addresses your concerns. If you have further records related questions, please contact
your local records office.

Sincerely, A

SEC-13115

(ooH Bernie Warner, Secretary
Donna Haley, Assistant Secretary
Offender central file
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Derek E. Grongquist
#943857 H-A-36
Covote Ridge Corrections Center
P.O. Box 769
Connell, WA 99326

April 13, 2015

Bernard Warner, Secretary
Department of Corrections-
P.0. Box 41100 :
Olympia, WA 98504-1100

Re: Defiance of judicial order & unlawful incarceration

Dear Secretary Warner,

- On March 31, 2014 I requested you to personally intervene
in the misconduct of Statewide Correctional Records Manager
Wendy Stigall in altering my maximum confinement date in

Restraint of Paschke, 61 Wn.App. 591, 811 P.2d 694 (1991) and

the Supreme Court's decision in St. Peter v. Rhay, 56 Wn.2d
297, 352 P.2d 806 (1960). You failed to take such corrective

action. Instead, Ms. Stigall responded to my request by
refusing to correct her error, and threatening to incarcerate
me far beyond the maximum sentencec imposed by my trial court.

For clarity., I am requesting you to personally answer: (1)

whether the Department of Corrections (DOC) is wilfully defying
(2) whether you are acting with the intent to subject me to
confinement past the maximum term of confinement imposed by my
sentencing court. ‘
As I said in my March 31, 2014 letter: I was sentences to

three consecutive 9% year terms of confinement. I am presently




serving the third and final term of confiﬁement. That terﬁ
began on December 2, 2006. Nine and one-half years from ‘that
date is June 2, 2016. That is the last day that the DOC is
authorized to hold me in confinement pursuant to the terms of

my Judgment and Sentence, and the decisions entered in Paschke

DOC officials to hold me in confinement until May 31, 2022 —-

six-years longer than my maximum term of confinement.

[0}
4}

sting such clarification because I want to be
th

9]

I am req:

<
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0

ly cle
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£t you are wilfully defying the rulings in

Pascke, St. Peter, and the terms of the Judgment and Sentence

imposed upon me by the King County Superior Court. Your
predecessors may not have appraised you of the fact that I am
one of two individuals who obtained relief from the Washington
State Supreme Court when DOC officials refused to calculate our
Earned Release Dates as required by the Court of Appeals
opinion in Personal Restraint of Mahrle. See Personal Restraint

of Smith & Gronquist, 139 Wn.2d 199, 986 P.2d 131 (1999). In

granting relief, the Supreme Court specifically admonished DOC
for wilfully disobeying the ruling of the court on how to
properly calculate prisoners confinement time:

At the time DOC refused to apply Mahrle's holding
to the present petitioners, no published Washington -
appellate court decision other than Mahrle had addressed
the issue there presented. Mahrle, therefore, was:
authoritative precedent and binding on DOC.as a party
thereto. Given these circumstances; we f£ind DOC's
actions here troubling. We have repeatedly stated it
offends the rule of law when agencies:-of the state
wilfully ignore the decisions of our courts. Once again,
we find it necessary to reiterate this fundamental point.

Smith & Gronquist; 139 Wn.2d at 203 n.3 (emphasis added).

I emphasize this point because, if I am forced to go to
court over this issue, I will be requesting the Court to do far
more than répreimand you ——- I will request the Court to vacate

and expunge my entire criminal judgment as a sanction for your



unlawful conduct. Simply put-. if DOC wi%lfully refuses to obey
the orders of the colrts in the administration of a criminal
sentence, the State should forfeit its right to incarcerate.

For these reasons, I am once again asking you to intervene
in the unlawfui céﬁduct of your subordinates, or clarify that
you intend to defy the rulingé of Washington courts and subject
me to unlawful imprisonment well past the'terms.of any lawful
order. ‘

Sincerely,

y

Derek E. Grénquist



EXHIBIT 18



STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

P. O. Box 41132 *® Olympia, Washington 98504-1132

May, 15, 2015

Derek Gronquist, DOC# 943857
Coyote Ridge Corrections Center
P. O. Box 769

Connell, WA 99326

Dear Mr. Gronquist:

This is in response to your letter received by the Secretary on April 17, 2015. In your letter you
contest that you will be incarcerated beyond your statutory maximum.

I have reviewed your sentence as well as the Paschke and St. Peter court decisions that you
referred to in your correspondence. Those decisions were both decided on pre-1984 statutes and
are not relevant under the SRA statutes.

The Merriam-Webster definition of consecutive is “Following one after the other in a series”.
That is consistent with how we calculate consecutive sentence dates. When we are calculating
Earned Release Dates (ERD’s) the end date of the parent cause is the start date of the
consecutive sentence. The same is true for maximum expiration dates. The end of the maximum
expiration date on the parent cause becomes the start date of the consecutive cause.

Also attached are copies of calculations in sentences similar to your case. The first three pages
are examples of three consecutive sentences of 114 months each (total 342 months). If you
compute the sentence as you state and use the ERD as the time start on the consecutive
maximum expiration date it backs the total maximum expiration date to 04/26/2017. The last
page, is an example of an offender who is received with a sentence of 342 months that has no
consecutive relationships. The maximum expiration date in this case is 08/29/2023. Therefore if
we calculated as you state, two offenders with the exact same total sentence would be treated
differently and those with consecutive sentences would not be serving the full maximum
expiration date.



If you develop a viable, approved release address you will not be held until your maximum
release date.

I hope this addresses your concerns. If you have further records related questlons please contact
your local records office.

Sincerely, ; ;

Brian Tinney, Assistant Secretary —>
Administrative Operations Division

BT:ws:dh
SEC-13787

¢e: Bernie Warner, Secretary
Offender central file



Page 1 of 1
Analyze Prison Calculations : [
Cause; ’ .
Consecutive To Cause: )
Count: s
Calculation Type: Base Length: ¥, 114 M, D . Consecutive to:
ERT% 33 . ERD Max Ex Date Original ERD

Time Start 02/28/1995 02/28/1995 02/28/1995

(+) Length 3469 3469 3469

(-) Cause Credits 0 0 0

(-) Good Time Credits 0 0.

- ial E i

(-) Potential .arned Time 385.37 385.37

Release Credits

(+) Earned Time not Earned

- ial

(') Potential Good Conduct 771 271

Time .

(+) Good Conduct Time Lost 0

(+) Out Time 0 0 0

Expiration Date 06/28/2001 08/28/2004 - 06/28/2001

Remaining Days To Be Served] 0 - [o] o]
Date Printed: 05/15/2015 |

5/15/2015



Page 1 of 1
Analyze Prison Calcuations : |GG
Cause: )
Consecutive To Cause:
Count:
Calculation Type: Base tength: Y, 114 M, D Consecutive to:
ERT% 33 ERD Max Ex Date " Original ERD

' Time Start 06/28/2001 ,06/28/2001 06/28/2001

(+) Length 3469 3469 3469

(-) Cause Credits 0 0 0

(-) Good Time Credits 0. 0

(-) Potential Earned Time"

385.37 .

Release Credits 385.37

(+) Earned Time not Earned
' (-.) Potential Good Conduct 971 771

Time . .

(+) Good Conduct Time Lost 0

(+) Out Time 0 0 0

Expiration Date 10/27/2007 12/27/2010 10/27/2007 N

Remaining Days To Be Served] 0 0 0 )

Date Printed: 05/15/2015

5/15/2015



. , Page 1 of 1
Analyze Prison Calculations : [
Cause:
Consecutive To Cause: )
Count:
Calculation Type: Base Length: Y, 114 M, D Consecutive to:
ERT% 33 ERD Max Ex Date Original ERD

Time Start 10/27/2007 10/27/2007 10/27/2007

(+) Length 3469 3469 3469

(-) Cause Credits 0 0 0

(~) Good Time Credits 0 0

~) Potential E i

(~) Potentia .arned Time 385.37 : 385.37

Release Credits

{+) Earned Time not Earned

(-') Potential Good Conduct 71 771

Time

(+) Good Conduct Time Lost 0

{+) Out Time 0 [} 0

Expiration Date 02/24/2014 04/26/2017 02/24/2014

Remaining Days To Be Served} 0 ’ 711 [0} ’

Date Printed: 05/15/2015

5/15/2015



Pége l1ofl

Analyze Prison Calcutations : I

Cause:

Consecutive To Cause:

Count:
Calculation Type: Base Length: Y, 342 M, D - Consecutive to: )
ERT% 33 | ERD Max Ex Date ' Original ERD
Time Start R 02/28/1995 02/28/1995 02/28/1995
(+) Length 10409 10409 - 10409
(-) Cause Credits - 0 . 0 0
(-) Good Time Credits - 0 ) ) 0’ )
{-) Potential Earned Time ’
. 1,156.32
Release Credits 1,136.32 . !
(+) Earned Time not Earned
(-.) Potential Good Conduct 2,313 . 2313
Time
(+) Good Conduct Time Lost | 0
(+) Out Time 0 N 0 0
Expiration Date 02/28/2014 08/29/2023 02/28/2014
Remaining Days To Be Served] 0 3,027 0
Date Printed: 05/15/2015 I

5/15/2015
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Derek E. Gronquist
4943857 B-B-305
Washington State Penitentiary .
1313 N. 13th Avenue
Walla Walla, WA 99326

February 14, 2016

Records Department

Washington State Pentientiary
1313 N. 13th Avenue

Walla Walla, WA 99326

!

Re: Miscalculation of my Max Ex Date
Dear WSP Records Department,’

The.current calculation of my confinément maximum .
expiration date (Max Ex Date) of May 31, 2022 is incofrect. I
am requesting you to fix this error. I wés sentenced to-thréé
consecutive 114 month (9% year) terms of confinement.-Iram
presenting serving the third and final term. I began serving
the third sentence on December 2, 2006. 9% years from December
2, 2006 is June 2, 2016 Thﬁs, my Max Ex Date is June 2, 2016.
See Personal Restraint of Paschke, 61 Wn.App. 591 (1991)

(explaining that this is how to calculate Max Ex Dates on
consecutive sentences). The. Department of Corrections (DOC)
records, however, state that my Max Ex Date is May 31, 2022.°
That error is threatening to hold me in confinement for 16
years updn a 9% year term of confinement - contfary to the-
terms of my Judgment:and Sentence, the holding in Paschke, and
in the absence of‘any legal authority.

I believe that I ‘have idéntified the source of this error.
When I entered the DOC in 1995 my terms of confinement.were
reduced by 15% for Earned Release Time. That reduction yielded

a Max Ex Date in 2022, as indicated by classification reports -



from the time. In 1999 the Washington State Supreme Court
ordered the DOC to reduce my terms of confinement by 33% for
Early Release Time in Perscnal Restraint o6f Smith .& Gronquist,
139 Wn.2d 199 (1999). When DOC reduced my séntehces by 33%

pursuant to the Smith decision, it produced a Max Ex Date in
2016, according to classification repofts. In approximately
2008 an official at the Monroe Correctional Complex (MCC)
violated the Smith decision and recalculated my sentences to
allow only a 15% reduction for Early Release Time. That.action
re-set my Early Release Date and Max Ex'Daté. When my attorney
appraised DOC of MCC's actions and the prospect of being held
in contempt for violating the Smith decision, MCC re-set my
Earned Release Date to reflect a 33% reduction. It appears that
MCC failed to re-set my Max Ex Date, as classification reports
indicate a 2022 Max Ex Date since that time.

Regardless of tﬁe source of this error, you need to look
no further than the start date of my third and final
consecutive term of confinement to recognize that my Max Ex
"Date is miscalculated. I cannot be confined for 16 years upon a
9% year term of confinement. For these reasons, I am requesting
you to correct this error, set my Max Ex Date at June 2, 2016,
and ensure that I am released from confinement on or before

that date. Your prompt attention to this matter is apreciated.
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Department of

Corrections

WASHINGTON STATE

LOGID NE?BER

CHECK ONE: [ Initial’ [[] Emergency ] Appeal [] Rewrite

OFFENDER COMPLAINT

RESIDENTIAL FACILITIES: Send completed form to the Grievance Coordinator. Explain what happened, when, where, and
who was involved or which policy/procedure is béing grieved. Be as brief as possible, but include the necessary facts. Use only one
complaint form. A formal grievance begins on the date the typed grievance forms are signed by the Coordinator. Contact a
Department employee to report an emergency situation or to initiate an emergency complaint. Please attempt to resolve all
complaints through the appropriate Department employee(s) before pursuing a grievance.

NOTE: Complaints must be filed within 20 working days of the incident. Appeals must be filed within 5 working days of receiving
the response. Include log ID # on rewrite or response being appealed.

Last Name : First
Gronquist, Derek E.

Middle DOC Number
943857

Facility/Office Unit/Cell
WSP B-B-305

(Max Ex Date) of May 31, 20
consecutive 114 month (9% y
serving the third and final

term of confinement.

third term of confinement on December 2, 2006. 9%
2, 2006 is June 2, 2016. That is what my Max Ex Date should be. See
Personal Restraint of Paschke, 61 Wn.App. 591 (1991)(explaining how to

SUGGESTED REMEDY:

Calculate and set my Max Ex

Gronquist, 139 Wn.2d4 199 (1999),

COMPLAINT: The calculation of my confinement maximum expiration date
22 is incorrect. I was sentenced to three
ear) terms of confinement.
I began serving the
years from December

calculate Max Ex Dates on consecutive terms of confinement). The DOC's
records, however, list my Max Ex Date as May 31,
threatening to hold me in confinement for 16 years upon a 9% year term
of confinement, contrary to the terms of my Judgment and Sentence and

the holding in Paschke, and in the absence of any legal authority.The

DOC's own records indicate that my Max Ex Date was. calculated correctly
for almost a decade following Personal Restraint of Smith and

2022.

I am presently’

That error is

Date at June 2, 2016;

released from confinement on or before June 2, 20

Mandatory /

but is now incorrectly calculated.

ensure that I am

16,

/

R e 2 r: 2N
- —

2[13/6

Signature

Date

GRIEVANCE COORDINATOR'S RESPONSE
Your complaint is being returned because:

[ ttis not a grievable issue.

[ You requested to withdraw the complaint

Facility/Office

losy

Date Received

2 -1~k

below.)

] You failed to respond to callout (sheet) on
[] Administratively Withdrawn :

The formal grievance/appeal paperwork is being

[ No rewrite received

repared. .
prepa [J Sentto

O The complaint was resolved informally.
[ Additional information and/or rewriting needed (See

Return within 5 worklng days or by:

(facility) on . (date).

EXPLANATION: | (Lpviil- |

Coordinator's Name (print)

K. Walker

Coordinator's Signature K QA

Date
ou/1? //é

DOC 05-165 Front (Rev. 04/01/14)

DOC 310.100, DOC 550.108



1.D. NUMBER/NUM. DE REGISTRO

166 04619
Department of
. LEVEL | - INITIAL GRIEVANCE

Corrections ~ NIVEL 1- QUEJA INICIAL
Name: Last First Middle DOC Number Facility/Office Unit/Cell
NOMBRE:  APELLIDO PRIMERO NOMBRE 2DO NOMBRE NUMERO DOC FACILIDAD UNIDAD/CELDA

Gronquist Derek E 943857 WSP BB305

PART A - INITIAL GRIEVANCE/PARTE A - QUEJA INICIAL Date Typed 2/18/2016 Date Due 3/4/2016

| WANT TO GRIEVE / QUIERO QUEJARME DE: The calculation of my confinement maximum expiration
date (Max Ex Date) of May 31, 2022 is incorrect. | was sentenced to three consecutive 114 month (9 1/2)
terms of confinement. | am presently serving the third and final term of confinement. | began serving the third
term of confinement on December 2, 2006. 9 1/2 years from December 2, 2006 is June 2, 2016. That is what
my Max Ex Date should be. See Personal Restraint of Paschke, 61 Wn. App. 591 (1991) (explaining how to
calculate Max Ex Dates on consecutive terms of confinement). The DOC's records, however, list my Max Ex
Date as May 31, 2022. That error is threatening to hold me in confinement for 16 years upon a 9 1/2 year term
of confinement, contrary to the terms of my Judgement and Sentence and the holding in Paschke, and in the
absence of any legal authority. The DOC's own records indicate that my Max Ex Date was calculated correctly
from almost a decade following Personal Restrain of Smith and Gronquist, 139 Wn. 2d 199 (1999), but is now
incorrectly calculated.

SUGGESTED REMEDY / REMEDIO SUGERIDO: Calculate and set my Max Ex Date at June 2, 2016; ensure
that i am released from confinement on or before June 2, 2016.

K. Walker 2/19/16 Derek Gronquist 2/19/16
Grievance Coordinator Signature Date Grievant Signature Date
FIRMA DE COORDINADOR DE QUEJAS FECHA FIRMA DE QUEJANTE FECHA

PART B - LEVEL | RESPONSE / PARTE B RESPUESTA PRIMER NIVEL

CRT 2 A. Schock reports: Your MAX ERD is correct at 05/31/2022.

The start time on AB 02/28/1'995, ERD is 08/10/2000 and MAX Ex would be 06/02/2003 if there was no
consecutive counts. Time start on AC is 08/10/2000, ERD is 02/04/2007 and MAX Ex would be 11/30/2012 if
there was no consecutive counts. Time start on AD is 02/04/2007, ERD is 06/14/2013 and MAX Ex would be
05/31/2022.

The confinement time that you are spending on AC is “stoppage time” on AB. The remaining confinement time

that you are spending on AD is “stoppage time” on AC. This extends the maximum expiration date on AC to
04/05/2016, AB to 04/10/2019, and then AD remains 05/31/2022.

K watker [ [J)— 03/04/16

Grievance Coordinator Signature Date

COORDINADOR DE QUEJAS FECHA
You may appeal this response by submitting a written appeal to the Coordinator within five (5) working days from date this response was received.
Ud. puede apelar esta respuesta al someter una apelacion por escrito al coordinador dentro de cinco (5) dias de trabajo de la fecha en que esta
respuesta fue recibida.

Distribution: ~ Grievance Program Manager/Gerente del Programa de Quejas, Grievance Coordinator/Coordinador de Queja, Grievant/Quejante
DOC 05-166 E/S (Rev. 04/01/14) DOC 550.100



( " '{.D. NUMBER/INUM. DE REGISTRO

166 04619

Department of LEVEL I - INITIAL GRIEVANCE

Corrections | 4 " NIVEL 1- QUEJA INICIAL
Name: Last First Middle DOC Number Facility/Office Unit/Cell
NOMBRE: APELLIDO PRIMERO NOMBRE 2D0O NOMBRE NUMEROQO DOC FACILIDAD UNIDAD/CELDA
Gronquist Derek E 943857 WSP BB305
PART A - INITIAL GRIEVANCE/PARTE A - QUEJA INICIAL Date Tyred 2/18/2016  pateDue 3/4/2016

| WANT TO GRIEVE / QUIERO QUEJARME DE: The calculation of my confinement maximum expiration
date (Max Ex Date) of May 31, 2022 is incorrect. | was sentenced to three consecutive 114 month (9 1/2)
terms of confinement. | am presently serving the third and final term of confinement. | began serving the third
term of confinement on December 2, 2006. 9 1/2 years from December 2, 2006 is June 2, 2016. That is what
my Max Ex Date should be. See Personal Restraint of Paschke, 61 Wn. App. 591 (1991) (explaining how to
calculate Max Ex Dates on consecutive terms of confinement). The DOC's records, however, list my Max Ex
Date as May 31, 2022. That error is threatening to hold me in confinement for 16 years upon a 9 1/2 year term
of confinement, contrary to the terms of my Judgement and Sentence and the holding in Paschke, and in the

| absence of any legal authority. The DOC's own records indicate that my Max Ex Date was calculated correctly
_from almost a decade following Personal Restrain of Smith and Gronquist, 139 Wn. 2d 199 (1999), but is now
incorrectly calculated. ‘

SUGGESTED REMEDY / REMEDIO SUGERIDO: Calculate and set my Max Ex Date at June 2, 2016; ensure
that i am released from confinement on or before June 2, 2016. .

K. Walker 2/19/16 Derek Gronquist 2/19/16
Grievance Coordinator Signature .Date ‘Grievant Signature Date
FIRMA DE COORDINADOR DE QUEJAS FECHA FIRMA DE QUEJANTE FECHA

PART B - LEVEL | RESPONSE / PARTE B RESPUESTA PRIMER NIVEL

Grievance Coordinator Signature Date

COORDINADOR DE QUEJAS FECHA
You may appeal thls response by submitting a written appeal to the Coordinator within five (5) working days from date this response was received.
Ud. puede apelar esta respuesta al someter una apelacion por escrito al coordinador dentro de cinco (5) dias de trabajo de la fecha en que esta
respuesta fue recibida.

Distribution:  Grievance Program Manager/Gerente del Programa de Quejas, Grievance Coordinator/Coordinador de Queja, Grievant/Quejante
DOC 05-166 E/S (Rev. 04/01/14) DOC 550. 100



EXHIBIT 21



. KET:
EPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS RECEIV " TRANSFER ‘7%}\’
3 - g ' MAR. 6 20083 COMMAND MANAGER

LASSIFICATION REFERRAL HCSC
DEPAaTMENT oF me‘% IEF, CLASS[FICATION AND TREATMENT
OCC-CLASSHICATI
g° IMS LS 2 /2X
,Z,P,’\\ SO ACTION REQUIRED/FILE
REVIEW PERIOD: 02/04/99. TO: .02/01/00 ° FACILITY/LIVING UNIT: AHCCMain/T-Unit
REFERRAL AGENT DATE {P)ERD NRD: : MAXED:
D. Bowerman, C (3128) 02/10/00 08/05/13 02/01 10/08/16
REVIEW OF CLASSIFICATION FOR: . .
O INITIAL{RC) . . [ Camp . gwr 7 [ Board
3 Annusi Review [J Ad.Seg - [ Cer/pPR " [J Transler
-[J Hese . Ows ~ . .. _ T[] Overide v e e e
53 Other (specxfy) Maintain Retmn . [Jto Action

[NARRATIVE: . . - -

PROGRAMMING: Inmate Gronguist arrived at AHCC on 4/9/97. Since his arrival he has programmed by
completing Inmate Orientation and maintaining a positien on the job assignment waiting list. Inmate Gronquist
has prior work experience in the institution as a Legal Law Library Clerk and in Food Service. He completed a
Chemical Dependency Assessment on 3/28/95 at WCC/RC with a finding of Chemically Dependent. Inmate
Gronquist reports spending his leisure time in the Icgal law library, along with drawing and painting art in the
recreation department, Gronguist completed the vocational assessment class on 12/03/98. He will be
recommended to receive all 12 programming points this review period.

EMPLOYMENT/EDUCATION/TRAINING: Inmate Gronquist reports compleung the public school system
through the 12" grade. He reports completing his high school diploma through Walla Walla Community College.
The electronic file confirms educational cxperience.

CASE MANAGEMENT: Inmate Gronquist is targeted and active in case manzgement, An LSI-R has been
completed with a finding of Medium to High.

SERIOUS INFRACTION RECORD: No serious infractions this review pcnod
MEDICAL/DENTAL: Inmate Gronquist reports no dental or medical concerns this review period.
MENTAL HEALTH: No mental health services were rendered or requested this ceview period.

COMMUNITY SUPPORT: Inmate Gronquist reports receiving support through letters and phone calls from his
parents, Barbara Parker and Duane Gronquist. Due to AHCC’s location, he does not have regular visits through
the visiting program. He has had on visit from his mother since his esrival. Al communication is through
correspondence. Inmate Gronquist has processed all the necessary paperwork for. the EFV program this review
period.

COUNSELOR COMMENTS:.Inmate Gronquist is currenily serving a 114-month sentence out of King County
with commuinity placement requirements. He has current legal financial obligations totaling $100.00. Inmate *
Gronquist has a prior conviction'out of King County for which he still owes court costs. The unit staff indicates he
has not been a managementbehavioral problem in the unit. This overall review period for Inmate Gronquist can

be considered a good review period. Inmate is currently in compliance with his Judgment and Sentence/prohibited
contact through the visiting program. He has & current CRS of 67 points with a current custody standing of MI3, _
Inmate Gronquist lias a current detainer lodged against him for failure to appear on a driving while intoxicated
charge. | recommend that {[nmate Gronquist remain at AHCC/Main Institution T-Unit with a CRS of 67 points.
Inmate is currently in compliance with his Judgment and Sentence/prohibited contacts. 10-Day Release has been
reviewed,

UNIT TEAM:
Date of Unit Team: 02/10/00

Members: J. Dyson, CUS; D. Bowerman, CC3; and Sgt. Kennedy.
UNIT TEAM COMMENTS: Urit Team concurs with the recommendations indicated in counselor comments.

NUMBER NAME: LAST FIRST . MIDDLE
943857 | GROXNQUIST DEREK E.
DOC 530 (REV. 4593} ] Page 1 of 2

PDU-24548 000789



DEPARTMENT OF CORRECT(ONS
JLASSIFICATIOI\ REFERRAL CONTINUED

REVIEW PERIOD 02/25/98 TO: 0204199 . FACILITY/LIV I AHCC/Main/T-Unjt._ .

UNIT TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS:

Custody: Maintain M13 custody with a CRS of 67 paints,
Placement & Reasons: Maintain at AHCC/Main tnst./T-Unit.
Program: Maintain a position on the job assignment waiting list.

Remein infraction free.
Refer to Chiemical Depcndcncy for assessment 08/09/11.

INMATE COMMENTS: [nmate Gronquist waived his appearance at this review process. The contents of the report were
however reviewed earlier with this Inmate.

UNIT TEAM CHAIRPERSON . AA@AM‘\' DATE:__Q-1¥-00 -
DB:kjs
2/10/00

p/v il M W
REVIEW co MI EE' /‘2 / AL e APPROVE_______ DISAPPROVE
DATE: r;Zt/ ol ! ) . A e .

MAGGIE A. MILLER-STOUT, sum«:mwz-:nnxnrr/n 1GNE ck/}/’ /. .Lz[zw(. .

APPROVE___LDISAPTROVE PATE; _ ;7 Y/bc’
\
NUMBER NAME: LAST -1 — NIDOLE
943857 GRONQUIST DEREK ~ . i E.
DUC 530 (RiEV. 3703) = ] T ' Page 2 0f 2

PDU-24548 000780
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COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
DIVISION ONE

In re the Personal No. 74899-8-1I
Restraint Petition of:

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL

DEREK E. GRONQUIST, DECLARATION OF DEREK
GRONQUIST IN SUPPORT
Petitioner. - OF PERSONAL RESTRAINT
PETITION

Derek E. Gronquist declares under penalty of perjury under
the laws of the state of Washington that the following
statements are true and correct to the best of his knowledge.,
information, and belief.

1. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy
of the Department of Corrections Level III Response to
grievance #16604619. As that record indicates, the Department
of Corrections has apparently converted my three consecutive
114 month sentences into a single 342 month sentence for
purposes of calculating the confinement maximum expiration
date. It also appears that the Department of Corrections is
wilfully ignoring the date that each consecutive cause actually
started, in willful defiance of the St. Peter and Paschke

decisions cited in my Petitioner's Opening Brief.



Derek E.
$943857
Wash.
1313 N.

B
Penitentiary
13th Avenue

Walla Walla, WA 99326



T . - T
~

LOG L.D. NUMBER/NUM. DE REGISTRO

16604619
Departent of - APPEAL TO LEVEL Il
Corrections - " APELACION AL 3ER NIVEL
Name: ' Last First © Middle DOC Number Facility/Office | Unit/Cell
-| Nombre: Apatiido . Nombre 2do Nombre NomeroDOC Institucién/Oficina Unfded:Cefda
Gronquist Derek E 943857 WSP BB3051
PART A - APPEAL TO LEVEL n . Date Typed / Facha escrita 8 mano Due Date / Fecha de vencimiento

PARTE A - APELACION 322 NIVEL - 4/12/16 ) 5/10/16

| WANT TO GRIEVE / QUIERO QUEJARME DE: The level two response is inadequate, incorrect, and was
provided by a subordinate of the official responsible for the erroneous Max Ex Date who admitted that she does not
understand how my sentence was calculated as it is and is powerless to override or even question the conduct of
Statewide Records Manager Wendy Steigal. There is no such thing as "stoppage time." More |mportantly, the level
two response asserts that the "stoppage time" was made to my first two sentences in 2012, which is years after .
those terms expired in full. Once again, Washington courts have held that DOC may not retroactively alter or use
sentencing provisions after they have been served in full, even if DOC's prior calculation or conduct was erroneous.
My term of confinement ends on June 2, 2016. DOC has no authority to hold me in confinement past that date. To
even threaten such conduct constitutes the serious violent felony of attempted kidnapping in the first degree.
Despite the seriousness of this matter, DOC's grievance program had done nothmg but offer lies and officials who
are powerless to even examine the issue.

SUGGESTED REMEDY / REMEDIO SUGERIDO Correctly calculate and set my confinement maximum explratnon
|| date for count lll (sentence AD) at June 2, 2016; ensure that | am released from confinement on or before June 2
2016; discipline official responsible.

Is! K. Walker '  4/13/16 ‘ Is/ Derek Gronquist 4/13/16

Grievance Coordinator Signature Date Grievant Signature Date

Firma de! Coordinador de quejas Fecha Finma del agraviado : Fecha

PART B - LEVEL lil RESPONSE/PARTE B - RESPUESTA 3 NIVEL

1 reviewed your initial grievanée as well as all appeals and responses.

—

Statewide Correctional Records Manager, Wendy Stigail, also reviewed this grievance and provided this response:
| reviewed your Leve! | and |l grievance, the investigétion, and the responses. | have read your Level lll appeal..

You were sentenced to a total of 114 months on 3 separate counts to be served consecutively. This totals 342
months (10,407 days). Subtract the 453 days of jail credit and that leaves 9,954 days to serve for your maximum
expiration date. No eamed release time is applied to the max ex. Smce these counts are all consecutive any time
you are spending on consecutive matters is calculated as “stoppage time” which is equal to the way “tolling” time is
applied to field sentences. This applies to both the confinement and supervision portlons of your sentence You are
only eligible for credlt if you are actually serving on the cause.

| am attaching copies of your sentence calculations. This should help you understand the calculatlons You are only
eligible to recelve credit towards one count at a time when the counts are ordered by the Court to be served

consecutively.

2t Dz rﬁ,éé

Assistant Secretary/Depuly Dirstlor/designee . Date
Subsecretario/designado Robert Herzog

Distribution: Grievance Program Manager/Gerente del Programa de Quejas, Grievance CoordlnatorlCoo:dInedar de Queja, GrievantlQueJanfe
DOC 05-169 E/S (Rev. 02/23/16) , : DOC 560.100



Analyzé Prison Calculations : GRONQUIST, Derek Eugene (943857)

Page 1 of

Cause:
AB-931001211-King-CP
Consacutive To Cause;

Count:
1

Calculation Type: Base

Length: Y, 114 M, D

Consecutlve to:

Original Max Ex Date

ERT% 33 ERD Max Ex Date Original ERD
Time Start 02/28/1995 02/28/1995 02/28/1995 02/28/1995
(+) Length 3469 3469 3469 3469
(-) Cause Credits 453 453 . 453 453
{-) Good Time Credits 226 226
(-) Potential Earned Time
Release Credits 309.94_ 309.94 .
(+) Earned Time not Earned 5.17
(-) Potential Good Conduct Time | 620 620
(+) Good Conduct Time Lost 125
(+) Out Time 0 0 0 0
Expiration Date 08/10/2000 04/05/2016 04/02/2000 06/02/2003
Remaining Days To Be Served 0 0 0 0

Date Printed: 04/28/2016

logged on user: Wendy Stigall

4/28/201¢



Analyze Prison Calculations : GRONQUIST, Derek Eugene (943857)

Page 1 of 1

Cause:

AC-93100121 1-Klr)g-CP
Consecutive To Cause:
AB-931001211-King-CP
Count:

1

Calculation Yype: Base

Length: Y, 114 M; D

Consecutive to:

ERT% 33 ERD Max Ex Date Original ERD. Origlinal Max Ex Date
Time Start 08/10/2000 06/02/2003 08/10/2000 06/02/2003
(+)-Length 3469 3469 3469 3469
(-) Cause Credits 0 0 0 0
() Good Time Credits 0 0
(-) Potential Earned Time
Release Credits 385.37 385.37
(+) Earned Time not Eamed 57.08
(-) Potential Good Conduct Time { 771 771
(+) Good Conduct Time Lost 0
(+) Out Time 0 0 0 0
Expiration Date 02/04/2007 04/10/2019 12/09/2006 11/30/2012
Remaining Days ToBe Served .| 0 1,076 0 0

Date Printed: 04/28/2016

~

logged on user: Wendy Stigall .

412812010
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Analyze Prison Calculations : GRONQUIST, Derek Eugene (943857)

~ Page 1 of

Cause:

AD-931001211-King-CP
Consecutive To Cause:

AC-931001211-King-CP
Count:

1

Calculation Type: Base

Length: ¥, 114 M, D

Consacutive to:

Original Max Ex Date

Date Printed: 04/28/2016

ERT% 33 ERD Max Ex Date QOriginal ERD
Time Start 02/04/2007 11/30/2012 02/04/2007 11/30/2012
(+) Length 3469 3469 - 3469 3469
{-) Cause Credits 0 0 0 0
{-) Good Time Credits 0 0
(-) Potential Earned Time
Release Credits 385.37 385.37
{+) Earned Time not Earned 9.33
{-) Patential Good Conduct Time | 771 771
(+) Good Conduct Time Lost 0 .
(+) Out Time 0 0 0 0
Expiration Date 06/14/2013 05/31/2022 06/04/2013 05/31/2022
Remaining Days To Be Served 0 2,223 0 2,223

1y v
logged on user: Wendy Stigall

4/28/201



Derek E. Gronquist
#943857 B-B-305
Washington State Penitentiary
1313 N. 13th Avenue
Walla Walla, WA 99326

May 25, 2016 =

=

.

&

Richard D. Johnson fﬁ
Court Administrator/Clerk o
Court of Appeals of the State of Washington -
Division One =
One Union Square )
600 University Street =
o

Seattle, WA 98101-4170

Personal Restraint of Derek E. Gronquist,

Re:
COA Cause No. 74899-8-1I

Dear Mr. Johnson,

Please find enclosed my Second Supplemental Declaration of

Derek Gronquist in Support of Personal Restraint Petition.
Thank you.

Please file this document with the Court.

%jZierely,




