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INTRODUCTION

T Mr. Robert L. Davis would like to inform the Court tha+t T
am & layperson an? would like to be ~iven broad leewsvy in the

formality of the Tourt. T have trulv nut my “ost foot forwarsd in a

attemnt to be formally correct in these nroceedings! Plaase

)
1

h

formive me for the referencss to orofanity for thev ara Just that

11
.

reterences to the States writings and arauements.

The statement of vrofanitv are slso oroven to bs untrue in my
argument and at trizl. I also did my hest to nrovide sud numbers
to all of my information and attachment bt hecause T am a
lavpersecn T had a little trouble on a ikl Put for sure all is

hased from ths Court files 2nd most auh numhars ars mrovidad.

i

Thank you for vour time and nnderstandinat

3
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Table of Case

In Sunport of Arguement

#1

RE=» P.C. Statement and Misstatement/Falsehood

State v. Wilson. 2008 wWash.App Lexis/645 (72-11-08)

Paragrarh 27, The trial court determined that the affidavit

did not contain materially faslse information and was not the
product of Ya knowing or deliberate falszhood or deliberate
disregard for the truth®*... the trial court pronerly declined to

¥
hold a2 Franks heavring, and it correctly denied Wilsons motion to

suppress evidence based on the misstatesment in the zffid=vit o

nrobahle zause [FN17

Hers in present case
correct to deniel! Here in Mr. Davis its clear a knowing or
deliherate falehoo” or delibesrate disregard for the truth "does

saretE . .

[#N17] We note that sven had Wilson made the preliminary
Franks showing and ultimately established = knowing and i1ntentional
falsechood or reckless disregard for the truth Wilsons avogument
fails because the affidavits remaining information, abksent the
exciged misstatement, would still have heen =ufficient for the

Magistrate to find P.Z., 438 U.8. at 155-56,

Again the court was correct in Wilson by =till findina 2.,

with the excised misstatement!

Here in Mr. Davis ths lead investigator Ffor the =tate
detective Bowman, worte a P.C. on 12-31-15% as a result “No" charages
gver went to trail from this D.C.! (The video was oained on 1~%9-

16 vroving Mr. 3275 Tracvton Blvad and drop

off anvhody). [ Sa 1 csad detective Swavze reviewsd the video
footage! The informati 5 £ n off "is" a falsehood its

untruel.
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STATEMRENT OF ©ACTS

Thigs case bheman as 2 of er hv Mr. Davis to svonsor a welecome
haoma marty for Shavna Dudlevy Pryv My Davis was dsting Dudley Dry g
Mother at the tima Offer was made on 12-10-15, and the call cate

Fo ¥Mr Davis sxgesnting the offer on 12-17-15!

Law Tnforcment involvement hedg-n in this case 23 2 notential
Arug cz=2 with Alisha Smell a conTidential informant trving tn So
controllad driig hiuys ©ar Detrective Jagon Bowmanl Mt NEgis waae 3
motential targsc

oy

o 12 22 1% Mr Davis was arrested and was guection=2d ahoub a2

mizsing person, a msEn Mr. Davis has never met. Mr . Robert Hood who
turned out fo be a nelahvor of W Dﬂvic'wj My Mavis was arrested

‘ar a boaus n ohation vieclation s, The violaticons was for bheing at a
cz=sino on 12-22 15 the “ay of my arrest, and one vinlation for not
Livinm at "G2A Treecvton =lvs, This case proved T live at 26964

Tracyvion RBRlyd., Ag fpor the c¢asine violation it was drooned, thrown
ont, The NDategtives nused my probation officer to maliciouslv gain

Navis ha? not violated hi

1

my arrest, Fecruses in feot

I

s probation
a

" 12=21-=15 Lead Detective Jreon Bowm-n weote a Tartif cate
of Probhahle Cause statement on Mr,. Navis with the crinmes arrasted

For listed a= rendering griminal assistance 1lst degr-=2,a8 7 aobhery
lst Fearsse ., Wow from this P.7. Statement Mr Tavis was only
charaged with rendering 1ot . S0 as ¢’ 12«31-15 ther=s was not enoudh
to charge Mr Davisg with Robbery from what’s in this 2.C.

tatement. also the charge of rendering crimin=l as=sistance was
drpotnad by the Statse. 2p at =ome point 1t was decided there wa=s

ot enoigh evidesnce to =sunnort rendering lst charges, from this

B.C. Statement.

States witness Ccean Wil on was arrectes on 12-22-15 and made
2 statement that Mr. Davis nicked them up (Pry, Dudley Pry, Jones,
Wilson) and Avrovs to Mr. Davis'=s house at 7486 Tracvi-n 7lvd, and

the hoy's Pry and Jonss left on font from thers! Mr. Davis had

Page 1




left Pry, Dudlev Pry =nd Wilson at his house, and vent to go meet

Alizha Small at the mas-station =o she covld fellow Davis to his

house, (Mr Davie did not ramember sseing Jones when he laeft! ) (or

npon his raturn).

On 12-%23 15 Dg=an YWilson mate a 7nd statamant when acsked i
there anvthing else of imnortance to add to her lat statenent made

; t i c
on 12-22-15 Ocean Wilson sav '~ Ywa RgTht s gl at

On 1-14 16 Ocean Wilson enters into a nlea deasl with the
ftate prosecution and makes a 3rd statement and in this statement
Wilson sav=s afttey oicking up Prv, Dudlev Pryv, Jonss, and Wilno
Pavis dronped off Pry and Jones to do a Robhsry, drop nff lecation
is in front of 8275 Tracyvton Ply  the lLoidhzs=ar residencs and said
at that exact svot an? time of dron off "dant fuek it un' . What
Doean Wilson didn t know was this confirmed location, confirmed by
Qeean Wilson,was under 24 hour Video surveillance {recordad) the

drop off date also confirmed is 12-17 15.

o

On 12-24-15 Detectiv: Jennifer Rice Report n

Q

orT 3 ~« of =« 5
5th nar qgravh Carel Loidhamer will nrovide video! from there

snrveillance svstan

On 12-Z9-15 ive Gerald Swavze Revort no - 2 of 10
o

ut suspects or suspicious

t
looking for any information =ab
vehlicle's contgdcting oth

er residence’s on Tracvton Blvd to include:

B66% . 8221, 9269, 8247, 8273, all located zround Mr. Davis's hoilise

at 2585 Tracviton 2lvd and Loidhamer re=idence 2275 Tracvton Blv-

,
with no information found.

On 1 L4-1f +he same <dav Dcaan Wilson makes her 3rd statement
ective Swavze's follow up renort =av's ha ohtained flash ar
rom Craig Loidha er containing surveillancs footaas of 12 17 15
front oates rozs ide 2275 Traoviton 21vd =14 raviawed
L 2-1& 2nd di* not find anv useful footage! NDAdly Detectivs

ond lead) Bwavze sav's the reason loo%ed fFor and fonns “hia

inform=tion and video is directlv from Ocesn Wilsons 2+~ statem=nt
made on 1-14~16, the =statement that Mr. Davis stonved in front of
the Loidhamer residence and dronned off Pry, and Jonas to commit

o
— ié . it ;
the crime and said"then don't fuck it un. (Wilson made statement



1-14 15 is wery odd, hscsuse Detective Swazve got video 1+«8-14

showing Mr. Davis "di” not ston® hig car)

Also from Ocean Wilson's 3rd statement dated 1-14-16, lea?
detective Jason Rowman writes a second Amended Probahle Cause
Statement dated 1-25-15 and the crime arrested in this P.:C.
Statemant i= Robberv lst degree "only" the reason for the amendment
is to add the =tatement made bv Ocean Wilson on 1-14-16 aavyving
Robert Davis drove Prv and Jonos to the location of victimt's

residence in order for Pry and Jones to carry out the robberv! Tha

exact drorn off location of the front gates of 8275 Tracyvton Rlvd
Loidhamer residence was confirmed to Detective Swavze hy NOcean
Wilson and the dsate in cguestion ig 12-17 15.

On 2.3 15 follow up r=vort bv second lea? Netective Swavse
no-2 -of-5 207 paragranph Ocean Wilson co
dreon off i= the vervy uniocue ornate front ga

residence.

On 12-22-15 detective Corv Manchester renort interviews
Alisha Small -ng 2 0f-9- 2nd to the last paradgrarh - Small explains
whv =he at Mr Davisz s house in the first place Sav's to biw
drucs from Mr. Davis!

Sam- Report ng=5% 2f-2 4dth paragranh- Asked how involwved
Mr. Davis is. Small sav's she doesnh t know!

D

o

Alzo same Report -ng-6-a0f-0 ?2nd paraagranh Small gives a
Oxymoron statement of Mr. Davis called her for assistance!

Again same Renort -nag-7-0f 9- 2nd maragranh 2mall deniesd
making the oxymoron statement of Mr. Davis telling her he needed
her assistance with an account! (This raport is very imnortant
will explain further in Mr. Davis {(my) Araument in Sunvort of!l)

On Fe»=5-158 Renort of Proceedinge RE: Joiner Hearing po-9-71,-

-

—to-Y- State Lavs Out Rule for Joiner ~L-10-tn 12 State sav'e,

o

thev all ware at Mr. Davis hovise 2686 Tracvion BlLvAd

On L-13-to-15 the States onlyv statment to the Court to gain
Joiner savs ~ Basicsallv Mr. Davis helped in the arrangemente,
dropped f£f Pry and Jones they committed the -urder!

On o 12-0L 23-to 25-To vr-13-L-1l-to 2-the Judae doin mv case

Paoge 3



Eo Bry and Jones, and Cruz Aaorseing with the States ardum-nts

On Feh-1%«16 Rebort of Proceedings —-pg-8-to - 8-L-22-t0-25-no-
O-L-1-to~2, the Prosecution/State provides nroposed Amended
Information -po-12 L-14-to-16 the State ssvs the elements 2t trial
is basicallv we have Mr. Davisg beinag charged with what essentially
is being a accessorie 'APTERY the fact P 21-L-14 te-18 the Judge
admits to having only read the » . Statements on the case to this

oLt On L=24-25 To vg-22-T.-1 Court Denied Motion to Sever hased

on ° o Statemant .

On Fab-256 10 Report of Procee“ing ~0Omnibus and Status
Hearing-~ Attorney Tom Wesaver ooints out the Court felt in oart it

didn't have =2 goo”? grasp on the facts to this point in this case.

On Mzrch -4 158 Benort of Prorceedinas the nraosegution statas

D

there intentions to nress murder 1 charges s=z2e na-14-L-5-f0-18- On
nag 1%-L 4-to-7 and L-15-t0-23 the State put holdhack charages on the

rocord

r

On March 5-16 Renort of Proceedinas Motions Veolume T -pa 11 -
L=22 -To-pg-17-L 10 Davis/defense argues the States Amendsd
Tonfarmation citina Steate v Michelli =2nd Prosecutorial
Mismaragenent see -ng-12-0L,-1%«tg-25 ~-To-pg 12-1, L to-7. Also na-13-
L-10 to 11 the Nsfen=e nointz out the fact of no new fact- nothing
has chang=ad ovr ig different. See L-17-to-19- Defens> relied unon
s}

States Information of no murder charoes would bhae filed in Defense

_L

counsel Pren €or Trail. Pg-1l5-L-%-tc-20 the defense noints out
the impact and that Mr. Davis has aexnressed his pezition through
have this trial with 1in speedy trial and now would
fend ac=inst murder charoges would have to a2sk for a3

continuance at this late stage and this would he the onlv reason

whyv we would he asking for a continuangs, Pg-17-L-3-to- Defense
Counsel savse the State affirmatively ranresente?d tn her that

Davis would not be rfealing with murder 1 issue! (Represente” bv

Pragsecntor Christenzen)

On March-7-16 defence Morion to Diemiss ths Third fmaondead
Information {(Please s2e all)

Pame 4



On March 9-16 «pmr 22-L-3-tb-7 the State argues
oolicy that thev “on't file the mendsd Tnformation vnti
to the trisl to 2llow for contisnu=d necotiations! ('Fact' there was

ne, on dorng continved negotiationz).

On ney 24 L-12-to- 25-To-pa-25-TL, 1-to 14 +h

e dafanseg fFurther
arguss the fact that the =tate said that no =murider charaes woul” he

filed f Pg 24 L-21 +t024 Defasnse Zouasel Clarifies.

On Mareh=9-156 Respon~ta to Defsnse Motion to Dismigss wg-2-

)]

of-4 The State =zavs additicnal “iscovery is az follow=s and list 5

u

{Davis will address all 5 Tesuas in his argument +that where

raised by the State)

On March-9-14 The State gsubmits Amended Information 2

Counts Murder 1, Robberv 1, T.D. Theft 2nd. By Prosecutor Jennise

Christensen.

On March 10-16 Affidavit in Surmnort of Nhisction to

and 2.3 Motion., Attornev for Mr. Davis Jeniece LalCrogs undetr

nenalty of periury states 10 facts:

Fact #2 sav's durinag the pendency of this case and prior
to the ad”ition of the Robbery charges Counsel discussed
with the prosscuvtion (Christensen) the potential charaes
that would he bhrouaght against Mr. Davis.,

Fact #5 Attornev Lalross olearlyv evonressed her interest in
wanting to we informed 1f a nurder charge woulsd he 2d7adl

()

Fact #6 =av's once a decision was made teo amand the
information agsin=t HMr Davis to include the charge of
Robbhery 1, defencz counsel LaCross was informed (bv
nrosscuter Christeneﬁnjthat 2 murder Sharoe wonld not be
sta upon the States belief that thev could not
to the statutory defense

On March-10-16 Renort of Procsedinags Motions Voloms © 7 — o

G5 =L Esrn=t  One Jo-Nefenyg - counsel ohdercts, 1]l 3 delenzs obiject

k
or-156-L-7 Court agrees, Pg-167-L=20 To-ng-172- -1, 1% Aafenze orsl
aragues the Motion to Ni=smisgss! ng-171 L-19-to25+«To na 172 L-1 +a?

Fims wag dim fzat tols no ur~ar rhardges! on

D-fen=e gcounaesl Clari

ors-L74-7T,-2-to -5 the State/Prosecution "ANMTT2® that the decision in

Pana §



T Ct wae made at one noint to not charge Mr Davis with murder! Ra.o

e o M ISy LT [ o : - - sy 1
1 7 st trate—vodnte ok Fhem colyag 1 F Courd grants fharo

apesdy trial To=1.7

te-21 The State savis thev did not hav= all the information in on
this case pertainino to Mr. Davis an? on oo 175 L -5 State cite’e
the 5 nieces of svidence uvusad in March-9 Rasvonse to defense Motion
to Dismiss! n oo 175-L-10-t0-14 The State 'ADMTTS® to the
wealkness of there cacz arainst Mr. Davis,saving relied heavily on
witness testimony! Pg-176-L-1%22To-ny-17% L 8 Defense argue's
mismanagement by the wrosecution RPg-177-L 23 -to 24-To-og-178-L-1
to @ Defense argue's the fact of no new evidence o lea? the
defanse counssl to heli=ve that mossible murder 1 chargss are on
the tabls do to casz profres=ion.

25-To no 176-10,-7

See ' Tourt Ruling on oy -178-L-27 -t , hlso pg-

C

1231, -25-To-n-184--T, 1 to 2 Court savs State provided in its

hriefing unerebutted facts that demongtrate there was rea

o
4]
A
O
=2
i
C
m

the State to change nosture! {referring to the 5§ ITssues raised in
tate Marcn-9-16 Resnconse to Defenss Motion to Dismiss!) On no-
186-7,-2-t2-3 The Court sav ‘s that most the evidence relates to this
charge 13 also relevant to the eriginsl charoge of Robbhesry 1! (This
in it's gelf nroves no new avidence to this point).

On po-186-1,2 To »na 1892.L,18 Mr. Davis ig jrst now a2rraioned

for murder 1. Sh oo L9290 L-2-to-10 defense colunsel is forced to ask

for 45 dav's to orepair. On pa-201-L-22-tc 25-To rng 210-1,-19 The
Defense and Co-defense arvgue is it 2 continuance or a recess The

State araguesz the same all ask for the Judge *o rule on this vary
important is=ue ¢ The “ourt »lows it off and refuses teo rule one
wav or the other!

on pa-207-L-22-t0-22 The State trv's to gat the Court +o
ritle that trisel heas started and +this i
Zourt asgk's if evervbhoTy adrpe's —ung 20
arraee "No¥ ... On po-209-L-5sto-6 The Court amain refuses to ruls

on this I=gue,

On March-17-16 Prosecutor Careen Sahnenf argues in her
Mamorandnm of duthorities RRE: Statement of Past Facts and Hzarsry
Part B Statemant ot t

Davis picked uo Jones, Prv, Dudley Prv and ¥Wilson from the

Dame §



Tracyton dupnlizsx Davie dronpned Jones and Prv off ta 4o the Robherw,

On Mawv-4-15 the State argues Co-Conswnirator Statsment N A

2lishe Small #1 Dlavis called Ms Small needed Smalls heln. Small

was supposed o o cess the monev “or the groun!

On ng- & 3nd 7 Ocean Wilson #4- While droponing Prv and Jones
off to do the Robbaerv Davis was =avinag thinas like ™ "Don't £ K
|

On Maw 16-16 Tg Conspirator Statements with Courts ruilineas
5

~Statement #1 admitted, Ocean Wilson na 7

Mr Davis went to trial for mirder 1, Rabbery 1. Robbsry 2.

and T.D, Theft 2, 211 v wav of ~“gcomplice, and was acouitted of
marder 1, Totboey 1, and roYbery 2, By Jurv verdicth. Mae fourmd

guilty of T D, Theft 2nd by way of accomnlics

=

Durisgo My, Davis arrest for vicolation of corohatian in the
invaestigation of this cage Davis hands his ohones nver for
invaegtigation {=ze=s Pikenf-17 testimonv)

A warvant au'herizes the =search and seizure of svidence
contained on Mr Davis’s »hone related to the crimes of murder in
irst “Jeogres

Rob=ery in the first desoree,and rendering of

i

/

T

criminzl asgistance lat degree ¢ The warrant savs word for word

(1Y "o ~hysicaliv and forenzicallv analyzs theé devices
and/or =2im cards for Tmadges;,; videos, copt=détn, call
loags, con-nirator phone numbers, and addre=ses, tex
messages, smails, financial transactions information.
electronic documents , fageh o% massenger chzts, and any
other stored inform?tion"relatinq"to the robbery and
nurder of M Hood, =znd thosge rendering criminz1
assistancs to suspects of those crimes

(2} 7o 2llow the use of any comnuter. elesctronic devic
forcnsic nrogram to assist in the 2 alvgis of thP
= =im cards, and related motadste he

3

(2) To wtilize any necescsary sepecialist or synert in
computer cellular devices, and high tech eslectronice to
compnlete the phveical and forensic anslysis!



1

Me  Davis turned his phone over at the time of his arrest.
Mr. Davis believed the Adetamtives had been told by Alisha Small
that Mr MDavis stole her car, and the text messases and phone
contact over the past 5 days containad in +he nhone would ovrove My

Davis did not steel Ma. Smalls car.

During the search/investigation of My, NDavig's nhone in +thig
case after gaining a warrant specifie to the robbery and murder of
Mr. Hood. The Statesg investigators/detectives found a unrelated
video of Mr Davis en~aginag in sexual acts with a nrostitute friend
of his, sHe turns a trick-prostitiites hers~1f to a John on this
vides .  From that during this investiogation T was wrondly charged
with nromotion of oprostitution Znd. Trial was dus to beaan on this
Julv-11-15, »ut after unjustly fichting for his life Mr Davis

didn't have the stamina or mental eneray to continus with non-stop

ale RG22 5o knowino Mr Daviz was goirg to nriso at the very

i

Mr. Davis chose to enter into a deal an? aave a Alford Plea

~

fuilt on the promotion charse! The plea 2greement caovars hoth
charges list both case numbers +hrouah out, the agreement -Hointly
ig for 90 months Tt didn't really matter the Zresk down on how
the numbers got to 90, it could have bzen 45 on one snd 45 on the
other. hut 90 was the acroed amount of tim= hy =oth sidas t was

hand wrote in 57 and 33 months.

Cn Bug 5-18 Peoort of Proceedings Change of Plea and
Sentencing for case numbers hoth #15-1-00002-7. and #15-1-00264 .0

(Pleaee sea trangmrints all)

L

(_
0

see Aug-5-16 findinags of Facts and Conclusion of Law for
exgcentional sentence rase numbers listed avre both #1°-1 00002 7,
end #16-1 00252 0O

In findinge ~f facts 1 tate and Defzn=e both stirulate that
santence of 20 month on both couse numbers would he appropriate in

thi= case!
wouls "me an evcentional santance
I conclusions of law T7T7T state/Court save comne offen-easg

goina unnunished R C W. 9.947,.525(2)(c).
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ARGUEMENT

Cn 12-22-15 Mr Davis was wronaly arrasted for ? nrobation
violation's #1 beina at a casino and #2 for not livina at 2624
Tracviton Plvd. Tn this case Mr. NDavis should have hsesen detained

3

he detactives contacted Mr.

-

a
and gu=stioned, »ut not arvestead.
Davis's probation officer and vpressed him to issue a boous arrest
warrvant. to gain Mr. Davis'sg incarceration! This was done with
malicious intent! It is proven throuch out Mr Davis's nlace of
residence 1s B&%26 Tracyten Plvd | for the violation of being at a

casine Davis was found not guiltwv.

On 12 21 1% detective Ja<on Bowmen the lead detective in this
case wrote a Probahle Csuse Statement on Mr Davie with Fhe
crimes arrested for listed as rendering criminal assiztance lst
degree and robbery lst degres! Aind from that P £ Statement Mr
Davis was "onlv" charoced with rendering lst deaqree! Detactive
Powman 1s a verv large pnart of the malicious intent throusgh out
the progress of this case as it pertains to Mr Davie . 9o as of
12-21 15 P C. Statement there was not enough +to charage Mr Davis
with reobbery 11 And the charge of rendering criminal assistance

lst deoree was drooned! So at =zome noint it was decided there was
not enourh evi“ence to charas Mr Davis with renderinog criminal
assistance as well as robberv 1! €0 not enou~h for robbery or

t

rendering at thi=s point! But the =tate maliciouslv holds on +o

g4

the rendering charge to maintain Mr Davis's incarceration! The

prosecutors Schnepf and Christensen want Mr Davis to be part o

§2]

avirs
this case =0 bad at thig noint, thev start to lose gicht of there
oath and duty as ovrosecutors and beqgin to abuse there nower znd ao

to the point of being wower drunk as it pertains to ¥Mr Davis

The evidence vroving Mr. Davis lack of involvement is s0
overwhelming that therefs 2 reasons the state would continue in
the prosecution of Mr Davis:

Reason 1 Is the state is blatantly turnine a blind eye
to there own proven facts evidence reports/=tatements,



nrovided v there investigators!

Reason 2 Is maliciows intent to Myr. Davisg because to

turn a blind eye in there vo=ition of nower! Lo there own
facts, and evidence, nroven in there investications is
malicious!

State’s witness Ocean Wilson was arrested an 12-22-15 an4d
made a statement that Robert Davis nicked up Pry, dudley Dry,
Jones, and Wilson from there Aunlex on 12-17-15 and drove to Mr.
Davis’'s house (no stons) 2686 Tracviton Plvd and the bovs Pry and
Jones laft the vrovmertv on foot and returned on foot! Sga. May

18, 2016 transcripts vo-2538-L13-to-17)

Lead detective Bowman and prosssutors Schnenf and Christensen

maliciously turn a hlind eve to this statement bv Ocean Wilson a=
if it did not evist or this statement was never madal! (The fact
is Orcean Wilson's firet statement is true Mr Davis picked +them
all vo and drove with no stons to Mr Davis's house 96956 Tracvton
Blvad, Mr Davis left them all there and went to the o2s station +o

meet Alisha Small)!

On 12-23-15 Qcean Wilson's 2nd statement shes was asved in

i3]

there anything else of importants +to add to her 12 272-15 statament
Wilson gavs #No#* nothing el=e (2e Moy 24 2018 transcrintg na

2025-1,-14 tolf, also ses, Manchaster Direct hy LaCross. June 20

2016 tran=zcrints va-4739-L,-17-t0 25-To HH-4T740-T~I-=to=13).

Prosecutor ‘s Schnenf and Thristenssn. nlus lead detective
Rowman all turn a blind eve to this statement that suprorts
Wilsons first statement on 12-22 15 and vroce=d maliciouslv as if

this statement/renort nevar hampen or doa2s not exist.

On 1-

i—.l

41

N

Tcean Wilson enters into a nlea deal with

brosegutors Schnent and Christengsen

o mates a "3rd statement’

an
‘s after Mr. Davis vpicked them 211

and in this statement Wilson =avw

un Davis dropned ofF Pry and Jones to do a robbeary, Davis stoopad

in front of 2275 Tracyton Rlvd the Loicdhamer residencel And, now
Li

Davis save te Prv and Jones 'Don

i
i
)
~
'_l
ot
-
o
a3
,

,

Now T (Mr Davis) will sav this if thies statszment is true and

Davis droowed off Prv and Jones to commit this crime T (Mr. Davis)

Pace 10



am guiltv of murder 1 robbery 1, robbery 2, and I.D. theft 2nd by

way of accomplice!

fut what Ocean Wilson did not now is this fabricated dron
off. and location ¥Yconfirmed" hy Ocean Wilson, was undear 24 hour
vitfeo surveillance, “"recorded" and the date in auestion zonfirmed

ig 12-17-15.

On 12~24-15 detective Jennifer Rice's report pg-2-0f 5, S5th

varagraph say's Carol Loidhamer will brovid video of L2<17-15.

On 1-14 16 the very same day Ocean Wilson makes he 2y 3rd
statemant second lead detective Swavze's followed up renort sav's
od-5 of-8 6th naragranh and this is verv odd bercause it savs he
on 1-8-16 obtained a flash drive from Craig Loidlhamer containing
surveillance footage of 12-17-15, front gates of 8275 Tracyton
RBlvd and Swavzs reviewed the video surveillance and *did not"® find
any useful footage. (See., June 20, 2015 transcrints no=4670-To-ng-
4674 (see all nlea=z=)) (See, DGN¢G71~L—22—to*24, detective Swavze
commit's perijury hecause his report gay he viewed the footage on

1-9-15)1 (3lso po AG72-1, 4

o
e~
’.J)
\ﬂ‘

e see pa-4672-L25 To ng

4673 L-1-to-11, Wilson confirms €a abricated dron off location).

Now at this point sscond lead Swaves and lead Rowman Stats
orosecutors Schnenf and Christensen, 2ll know its a "Faop: that

Mr. Davis never stopped at the front ogates of 8275 Tracyton Blvad
and dropped off Pry and Joneaz and said at fhat "exact® time and
"location® dont fuck it up, and in fact Ocean Wilson is lising!
Rather then removing this nroven lie from the States case against
Mr. Davis the State and there investigators nroceed with actual
malice and malicious intent and turn a hling eve to there own
video nroof, evidence, =nd facte! PFuryving Mr. Davig in a =sa of
unjust proces=dings and hearings covering up the weakness of the

States case against Mr, Davie and extramely clouiding the issues=

before the Zourt and the Jury!

On 12-27-15 the State's lead investigator himself defectivs
Jason RBowman sav's in a text in his service nhone nrovided by the

countv of kitsan to Alisha Small that he (Bowman) believed Robert

Davis has "nothing“ to do with the actual robbeary! Sese Juns 1°

’
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2016, po-4422-L-10-To-na-4425 (=e

—

1) (See po-4424 T,-B-to-12

0]
]

a
Clerifies). Please see also pg-4434-L,-5-to-14 when asked is this
his actual helief as to Mr. Davis‘s invelvemant in this ca=sea?
Detective Bowman answers (in this case "yes"™) OQuestion? How
could lead detective jasen Bowman in good conscience write the
second P.C  Statement Amended in light of his helief and the
vid=o! the answer is he can't! so with actual malice the State
leas invaetio-tor Rowman proceads to turn a blind sve to his own
statements and belief, and the prosecution jumps on board as if
this evidence/text never hannen or dos= not exist. (so far this
is all there evidence and they see it and just will not proceed

ethically nertaininag to Mr. Davis)!

Now from the Ocean Wilson's 3rd statement 1-14-15 that My .
Davis stonped in front of the Loidhamer residence and dropped off
Pry and Jones to commit the crime and said at that exzct spot and
time don't fuck it up! Lead detective Jason Rowman writes a
Second Probable Cause Starement dated 1-25-16 Amended and in this
P.C. Statement the crime arrested for at this time list Rokberv 1
"only"® the Amsnded P C. Statemesnt adds the 1-14-15 dran ofE
statement hy Ocean Wilson and (dont fuck it un)! Savinag Robert

Davis drove Pry and Jones to tha location of the victime residence

in order for Pry and Jones to carry out the robhery!

So for lesd detective Bowman to at this date (1-26-16) to

i
write this new P.C. Stat

T

ament using Ocean Wilsons 3rd statement i=
clearlv with malicious intent. and for the State to file robbhery
charges from this Amendment makes the State malicious and they are
Droceeding with actual malice! So at this voint both the
prosectition and there investigators Powman and Swavze are aivectly
with there actions abnsing there power and going after Mr Davis
with malicious intent? and hoth have turned a blind ave +o a

massive amount of there own evidence as follows:

(1) Ocean Wilson 1=t statement! No dron offY hovae left
on foot dated 12-22-15 svnnorted hy transcrints

(2) fcean Wilson 72nd statensnt nothino of imnortance ©
add to first statement dated 12 22 15 snpnorted by
transcripnts

(0]
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(2) Video proof shows Ocean Wilsons is lieinao dated
1-8-16, supported hy transcrints

(4) The lead dete

iv= Jason Rawman text Mr. Davis not
involved date i

1 i
12-27-15. supported by transcrins

(5) The Cory Manchestar ranort Alisha 8mall statement
Denied ever saying Navis called her to help with
gome accounts! Dated 12-22-15, see attachments

The evidence that dron off 1s not true was reviewed on 1-8-16 by

detective Swayze this along with all the other evidence can't Hjust

(5]
@
o

is]
i

shed out over looked, and treated as if it does not evist or
didn't havnpen! The State 2nd there investigators they are the
vro = they know exactly what they are doing. and abuse of power,
wrongful and malicious prosecution, and orosecutorial

mismanagement are all taking wvnlace at this point!

On June 20, 2015 transcrints second lead “etective Swavze
testified ng 4670-To-no-4674 (see all) that Ocean Wilson &id in
fact confirm the hoous dron off location! An na-4671-L-6-ta 24
Swavze gav's Wilson's statement is why looking at being mans
(street view) and location is=s confirmed, hv Ocean Wilson and this
info is from 1-14-16 interview bBv Ocean Wilson. And, its

information that Swavze didn't Xnow ha2Tore this interview. Sa

D

attachments follow up revort hy detective Swavze

dated 1-14 16 ng-

o

5-0f-8-~ 6th paragravh, Swavze sav's on 1-8-1hA, % dave bhafore

Wilson statement is made on 1-14-18! He got the flash drive of

]

surveillance footage from 8275 Tracvton Blvd +ha Loidhamer
residence! Making his testimony on og-4571l<L 22-ts-24 23 untruth,
and knowing this makes him a2nd the State further malicious in
there actions and intent, and detective Swavze commits perqjury on
the standl On pa-4672-T. 25-To pg~-4673-L-1-to-11 Swavze confirms

that Ocean Wilson "snecifica2lly” confirmed the “aateg" gr 8275
v

Tracyvton Blvd the Loidhamer residence. Peg 46873-L-20~t0-22 Swaveze

says was not able to find what he was looking for.
S0 with everythina to this noint how could lead detective
ot

n 1-26

L6 The only explanation is the state and thera investigators

Howman write a 2nd » C. Staterent using that informaticn,

intend to do Mr. Davis legzl harm plain as can be. On no-4677-L

i
8~to 20 Swavze confirms what he's looking for in the video saving

Pan=s 17



loo%ing for tinv and bhubba {(Jones and Pry) getting out of Mr
Davis's car a Ford Excursion. Also see L-21-t0-25-To~-rng 467%9-1,-1

to 2, See pg-46821-1, 17-to 23.

On June 20, 2016 transcrints detective Powman testimenv pa-
467 7-To-pa-4689-L-2 (see all) on ng-4687-L-25-To-ng-4688-1,-24
Bowman acmit's no helief that Mr Davia was involved in dropoing
off Jones and Pry as of 12-27-15. 1In fact his helief should he
they laft on foot an? returned on foot, ner Wilsons fira+
statement and =suvbporting 2Znd statement! Deteckive Powman and
Swayze'n acgtual malicious intent to deo Mr. Davi=s legal harm shouls
have stopped at State prosecutors Schnenf and Christensen's
But it was not, it was am~ra~ed by Schnenf and Christensen and
nushed to the end. All to cloud the weakness of there case
against Mr Davis,and Davis nmelieves to punish Mr. Dav'e for
exercising his richt to remain silent and not turn States
evidence, also the fact that there drug inves tigation fell
through! But no matter the reasson and it could be a small aunber
of thinqsf the facts are proven and in there actiong and hehaviors
throuah out this case +to maliciocuslv nush this “rop off lie +o the
Court and jury as if its fact. Wit“out this droo off statement
the State has no case or a l=2a to st2nd on add the Toryv Manchasgter

renort and the 2tate should have drovoed all charges on Mr. Davig!

o)
]

A if 211 this is not enouch the State never provided the

video to the defense, only the revorts about the video! (and

teg imony)(And if thev did orove i-)! a2 3 te 2dd nilk with cookiss
the video never went back with the durv for deliberation! ( clear

Brady violation)!

On 12-22-1% detective Cory Manchester interviewed Alisha

%

mall and Mr. Davis has never seen this oh but so very Lmoortant
revort to Mr  Davis unril he reeeived transcrints and cour: file
for this apoeal process Mr. Davis was very involved in his casze

and belisves 1f this renort was oprovi‘ed he most suraly woul® have
seen it! (2t trial). Information contained in the renort as

follows

Pg 3 -of @ 2nd to laet maragranh Alisha Small exnlains whyy

she is at Mr. Davis's housze in rhe flret nlace! Small is
at Mr. Davis's howvee to bBuy drags)! (Working z@g a8 .7 )

Pace 14




Seze June 9. 2016 transcrionts pg 4096-L-4-to 12 Small admits she
ans Mr Davis have -Hdust met for the first time 12-17-15, and 211

convercations hefeore thie mesting congisted of "solely® her

attempting to get drvas from Mr. Davis!

'T

er pa-5«-gf-9- £4th paragranh
lved Mr. Davis is in thisg
't know"

Same renort bhv Copryv Manchest
when Small is saked how inve
case! Small save Yshe dozan

by Cory Manchester nao-6-o0f-9- 2nd paracraph
5 a "Oxvmoron statement" saving Devis telling
ete ~tranger)! That he needed her assistance!

Then sha ge's on to exnlain in the same reoort by Cory
Manchester no~7-0f-2~ 2nd varzgraph savs Small dsnied ever
ma<inag the Oxvmoron statement about Davis telling her he
needed her assistance with an account!

Mr. Davig and the

[ 1Y

ry noth should have hesrd this very imnortant
evidence at trial, so the jurv could make 2 true and fair

determination of this case! With this renort the State nrocesied

h

to turn a Hlind ave to more of there own evidence and act as i
- |

thie verv important renort to Mr Davis's defense does Hot a-iat

maliciously =o! 2And, to not turn this very imoortant renort over

to the defsnes is Rrady violation #21 Tts obvious Mg. Small is at
Mr. Davie's as a C.I., to try to do a controlled buv on Mr. Davis

and the State and detectives know of this renort and know its not
in ~lay at trial. They also know because of this renort that it
mora then lizelv that 2lisha Sm=11 is lieing and Mr. Davis trulw
is not involved. See June 2, 2015 transcriots nog-4029 L-15-+to-

1% Ms. Small admite she allowed Bubba Prv to borrew her carl

Also L-24-to-25~to ng~4100~L~2 small admits Bubba asked her to
cash a check "Not Mr. Davis" pa-4108-L-l-to 21 the reason we went
to the casino was to gamble (not to steal money) Mr. Davie's
criminal history is clear and it has nothing to do with thiz ¥ing
of behavior in this case. 2Also see this information in supnort of
Davis arguement attached EXHIBRIT-#211 interview of Alisha Small
0g-22-L-2-t0-20 - pg-30-L-92 to-15% - png-41-1.-2-tec 3 -pg-42-T1.-d-to

5 and L-B8-to-12 - pg-55-L-18-te- 22 - pg-61-L-23-t0c 25 - po-562 1,.-1-

On February 5, 2016 report of oroceedings BE:  Joiner hearing

7
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pI-9=L-6-to-9 the State lavs out rule's for Joiner L 10-to-12 the
State say's thay all ware at Mr. Davis's house zgain further
proving Mr. Davis does in fact live at R|R6%45 Tracviton Plvd and the
arrest warrvant was bogus! L-12-to-15 the States only statement to
cain Joiner sa’ = hasically Davis helned in the arranagments,
"dronpned off Pry and Jones” they committed the murder! (reallvy)?
Come on when will thev stop? To u-e this nroven lie or untruth of
a drop off over and over and over again misleading the Court

manivulating the svstem that’s in ovlag

\)
o

is 2 clear abuse of nower,
and to turn 2 hlind eve to the facts because they don't fit
there/States nurrose makes there sctions in this Joiner Hearing

malicious and intentional. (Video nroof for crving out loud)!

On Feb. 5, 201% transcrints pag 12-L 23-to-25 To-ng-13-L 1l-to-
2 the Judge in error due to the States malicious writing/briefs
and malicious o~al arcument and behaviors by mislea“in~ the Court
Davis was wronagly joined to Pry and Cruz, the Court agreed with

the States arcum=nt (Davis drovped them off) in error!

linas og-8-to-9%

oy

eb 1%. 2016 transcrints report of nroc=e
L=27 t0-25-To-po~8-L-1-to-2 the nrosecution onrovidad sronosed
amend=d information! Pg«12-L-1l4-ta-15 the State sav's elements at
trial zve basically we have Mr. Davis besing charged with what
essentially is » ing a assessorie YAFTERY the fact! This sounds
like a rendering charge that thev dropped not Murdsr 1, Robbery 1,

Robbery 2, and T.-D Theft 2nd. This is showina there hand thevw
know Mr. Davis is not a part of this, but the State has Jjust lost
sicght, there =2re no repercussions to there actions, thev are
federally vnrotected against criminal wrong doing so why should
thev nroceed ethically a= it vertains to Mr. Davis! Hs's just a
low life felon not deserving of any thing in there esves. This is
heard loud and clear by Jjust what the State did from one =2nd to
the other of these nroceedings. (delibevate and intentionsl) pg-
21L-14-to 17 the Judge acdmits she has only read the prohable
cause statement in this case to this neint the statement that
includes the boous drop off and don't fuck it un! And, ths State
was counting on Just that gain rulinags in there favor. This

to
means the Court used untruthe in its denving of motion to join



motion= to sever, and dismiss murder 1, a elear error by the Conrt

e L~24-253-To-ng-22-1, 1

v

‘ & . .
Fah, gaﬁ 2016% Report of Proceedings Omnibhuvs status hearing

D

Tom Weaver points out og-4-L-15 to-20 the fact that bthe Tourt felt
in nart it di“n’'t have a goo” arasn of the factg! How could the
Tourt get a oood grasp when the nrosecution ig misleading the
Court on verv imnortant issues and statements, savidence, a d
facts! And, not having full Adisclosure of revnorts and avidence to

the defense!

On Marach, 4, 20148 renprt of nroczedings the prosecution states
there intentione to mress murder 1 charoges! {(really a "holdhack”

charge of murder 1).

At this time the Stzta is not readv for trial and needs more
time, so thea State maliciersly force Mr. NDavis covn=el hv thers
clear charging tactics to ask for a sextension to vrapalr, gzining
the State more time on the back of Mr. Davis instead of thers 3 in
ihle for violating a2ll 2 daefendonitz sheedy
traial riahts gt oneel I1te =lear misconduct bv the State and they

D9 MarchH 8 2016 revort of proceedinags, moti vaolume T no

e
1

+
o
o
]
Vad

-no-17 L=10 the Defense argues against the Sta

o)
amended information citing State v Michs11li, and bprosscutor
ment see ng-12-L-1%-to-25-To-nag-13-L-1-to -7, Also ng 13-
L-10-to 11, the Defen = noints out the fact that the State has the
sama facts €from early in the case and nothing naw or Jdiffrrent!
Also L L7-to-1%, the Defense relied unon the States information
agiven to Mr. Davis defense counsel of no murder charges would be
nressed gso Dafan-e did not orevnsir for such in pren for trial. Pag

15-L-9-t0-20 the Defanse noints out the impact of this

And that

r

Mr Davis has expressed his ovosition throuah out this case to have
this trial within speedy trial. And, now would "e forced due to
misconduct bv the nrosecution to defend adgainst a uniust murder 1
charae . Mr Davie'=s couns 1 now would have to aslk EFor a
continuance and this would he the only reason why Defenge would he
asking for a continuance the eve of triall See po 1L7-Le3-to-7 the

Dafense counsel gets very np=et at this noint and states it was

Page 17



"affirmatively” renresented bv the State (pro=ecutor Christenzen)
that the defense would neot be dezling with the murder issue. (Look
tha States lea” investigator saye Mr Daviz iz not pnart of the
Robhary! +thenh Mr Davis can't he ansrt of the murder). "Mr TDavis
should not have evan besn avart of this trial. " On po-22-L 3-to-
7 the state argues its office policy that thev don't file the
amended information until closer to trial to allow for continued
necdatiations. In this case there was no on going negotiations
batween State and Mr. Davis defen=e. (neriod) and office moﬂcy is
net law or relevant. Po-24 L-12-to-25~To-ng-25-L-1-to-14 the
Defensa further argues the fact that the Statese s2id no murder
charges would he filed, pa-24-T1,-21-to-24 defense counssal

clarifies,

The Court errored in allowing the amended info, and this
murder chavrge to go forward, this issue tor-ed the violation of
Mr Davis s sneed trial rights, also plavs right into the hand of

the nrogsecutions nlan to force Davig consel to a2sk for a

continuesnce or cvecesasg and extramely clouds the weakness of the
States case against Mr. Davis This P.C statement and nroven lie

ig tied to evervthing no matter what it dust keens coming un again

anl again at every stage and hearing/rulinas!

On March 10, 2016 affidavit in support of Obiesction to
Amendment and 2 2 Motion, attorneyv for the defense Jeniece Lalross

under penalty of perijury states #10 factsg! (see 3ll)

Fact #3 gave during the pendency of this case and prior to
the zddition of the robbery charce LaCross discussed with the

nrogecution {Thristensen) the notential charoges that would bha

hrouaht againset Mr. Davis!

Fact #5 attornev Lalrosz Yeclearly” exnressed her interest in

i
~
0}

wanting to he informed if a murder charme would be addl (Just 11

any attornev would in her positian)

Fact #% sav- once a decision was made by the “tate to am=nd
the information (by wayv of the 2nd zmended » © Statsament to
Ff and don't fuck it u™ statem=nts)

¥ <’
against Mr. Davis to include the charge of Robhery 1 at that time



attorney LalCross was informed by the prosecution that murder
charge would not be added (and states why not) hasesd unon the
belief that thev {(the State) could not prevail dus to the
Statutory Defense. and, the orosecution and Fetective Bowman was
right in theres asgsessment of the cass that thev couldn't nrevail
and Davis has nothing to do with the actual Robbery! The Jjury
also anresd hy there verdict! Tha verdict dozs not in anvwav maan

no harm was Jon= to Mr. Navis. The actual meplice is aolear the

P

miasconduct is elear, the abuse of nower ig ¢lesr, the Brady
violations are clear, there intent is c¢lear, the verijurv by Swayze

i 15

3

"

1, the Znd D, C., Statement that never should have bhsen

rote is clear. The Court though being deceived ervored in
allo

wing the States am=nded charcoes to stand!

7. 2015 Defense Motion teo Diemise Third Amendsd
Dlzase ses all).

i 2005 the resnonsa to Dafoanse Motion to Dismisse

o

ftate additional ai

zcovery and list 5 issueses! 311 5

were either already known or irrelevant to this cassa.

Issne #1 Mr. Hoods D.N.A. in Smslls trunk! *lizha Small aot

her car hack at the Dayve Tnn in #ife and beorrowad it bhack to Bubha

T

Prv =2oanin of her own free will. My . Davis haz nothing to Fo with
that cary. Plus after that, 5 davs later YMr. Davis still tried to

neln M=z, Smzll get her car back! See Mirandia 2ond transcriots

Cross by defense Juns 13, 2016 pno-4250-1,-16-To-n0-4253-1,-21 (all).

Tssus #72 Ce211l Phone saving Davisg deleted zeveral tawt
messages from December 17, 2015! The Court ruled 511 tewxt
messadges from Mr. Davis' nhone ars out 3ad werae not avart of this

trial so the tevt are irrelevant, Iin

i
r
rt
o
0
1

urt ervored in

%

there rulinag on the text meseages thev were a madior part of the

Davis Defense preoving Mr. Davis was not involved. (Please see

=

Pavis phone down load and text €rom Jourt Fila).

Issue #3 Jail vhone c¢»11 Aated Febvuarv 23, 20145 ths Stats
never used that eall at trial so its not 2 matter of record,
Davis wanted the State to wlav that call teo the jurv, the State

didn't because thev know it would have back fired on them djust

Paoe 1%



the one 7jail phone call that they did use back fired, and further

proved Mr. Davis's inocents.

Issue #4 here we go again the the drop off statement and
don't dont fuck it up statement is back (also is in Ocean Wilson's

February 29, 2016 statement, her 4th statement).

Issue #5 The State savs in the March 1, 2016 Alisha Small
interview and the statement Mr. Davis called her to to help with
some monev. This the Cory Manchester repnort dated 12-22-15 that
disappeared that did not get to the jury would have blown her
statements out of the water at trial had the jurv heard this Mr.
Davig would have heen acguitted of I.D. Theft 7nd! See attached
Manchester report dated 12-22-15, (vg-3-0f-9- 2nd to the last
paragraph; pg-5-0f-%9- 4th paragraph: pg-6-0f-8- 2nd naragraph: ng-
7-0f-9- 2nd paragraph) all from court file see Attachment EXHIRIT-

355 phone jail call they did vlay at trial (call made on 3-1-16).

On March 10, 2015 Rebort of Proceedinags Motion Volume TT, bpo-

167-L-20-To-pg-17Z~L~1%, the Defense Oral Argues the Motion to
Digsmiss! Poy-171-L~19-t0-25-To-0g-172-1,-1-to-2 Davis counsel
clarifies was told no murder charges! Get this on 93-174-L-2-to-5
the State/nresecution admnit's that the decision “WAS" made at one
point "NOT  to charge Mr. Davis with murder! (Proving the truth of

s eworn affidavit dated March 10, 20186).

On po-174-1,-9-t0 16 soneadv trial issue: The Stat= sav'sz what
Devis has to nrovel The fact is Davis “id g0 nast hics speedy
trial. L-=17-t5-21 the State savs thasv did not have all the
information in on this case, st this point there is no new info as

ct
0]
T4
i
)]
<
B

is to warrant this late stage mis filing there is
mismanagement by the State to qo with there misconduct, and

malicious intent and behaviors! See, State v Michalli.

On pg-175-L-5 the State cites the 5 pieces of evidence used
ezponse to defense motion to cdismiss. Mr. Davis has

atdressed the 5 issnes. thev are a very sad sttemnt to tie Mp
On pg 175 L-5 the 5 nieces of evidence again! L-10-12- the

Page 20



State admits the weakness of there case against Mr Davis savs they
relied neavily on (boaus) witness statements %nown to he so by the

State Pzr there investigation.

n pa-175-L 18-To-na-178-L-8~ the Defense Arcues
mizmanagement by the nrosecution! oa-177-L-23-25-T0-nv-173-1,-]~t0o~
8 the defrmnse =roues no new evidence to lead defense counsel to
believe nossihle murder 1 charges sre on the table “do to the case

progression and info provided hy the Statse.

fee Court rulino on na 179-L-22-t0-25-To nag-186-1-7 (all), on

ng-183-L-25-To-00-184-L~-1-to-2 the Court savs state orovided in ite
briefing vnre itted factz that demonstrate there was reaso
State to changes posture! vrsferring to the 5 nieces of evidencs

arain nost of what was not used at trial no text no 4ail phone

call, bogus statements bv Wilson 2nd Smalls, kKnown lie and missing
repvort (Mancheaster) Plus the Court was mislead throuagh out with
o Cory Manchaster renort, missing

un-factual P.2. Statemants, missing
video. also mislead v ths State, turning a wlind eve to there own
investigation a2nd factual information.

On nog-198-L=-2-t0~-3 the Court admits and

defense that there is no new evidence saving
relating to this charge is slso reslevant to th» oridinal charae of
robbery! (The very =same robbery that lasd Adetactive Rowman

believes Mr. Davis has nothing fo Ao with)!

on po-186-L,-2-To-ng-18%-L-12 Mr., Dav

=

s 1is just now arraisned
for murder 1, at this last second hefore the jury is seated! Mr.
Davis was fully nervrired for trial and was ready to co. The
State's tactic to gain more time and to inject ¥r. davis into this
sea of confusion by hurving the weakness of there case in a comnlex
murder trial in a attemnt to get just anvihina to stick to Wr.
Davis, when there own evidence =av's drop all charcesl! Tf the
orosecution had playved fair Mr. Davis would not of had a P.C.
Statement to inclucde a drop off, (would not havs basen =rreste’? for
a bogus warrant) to aain robbery charges, that investigators know
I'm not a part of., With the missing Manchester renort the jurv

would have heen afforded a fair determination of Ms. Small

Dpme 21



credibilitv. The misconduct is clear from the State to a=ffect the

out-come of this trial ag it rertaine to Mr. Davis!

Cn po-180-~L-3-to-10- defanse coun=el asked for Ffor 45 dav's
to wreralr, over Mr. Davis's personal ohjections, to any
continuance or receoon Mr Davie?: gneedy ftrizl rviabhbs wers

violated dues to the State's. malice and boousz tactic's and

misconduct jan? maliciovs nros

At the very least

mismanagemeant.

On March 18, 2016 proszecutor Coreen Schnenf arcus in her

i

Memorsndum of Authorities RE: Statement of the case part BF. L-18-

to-22 she save on 12-17-15 Rohert Davia nicks? up Jones

, Pry,
Dudley ?ry, and Wilson from the Tracyton Durley, Davis draoppsd
Jones and Pry off to co the Robbary! Here it ie amgain this is the
States issue tieing Mr. Davis to this casa and trial, this untruth,
proven lie, this is the tool vsed to malicioulv nrosecute Mr.
Davis. This thats got video evidence (dated 1-8-16) nroving its
just not true! This is evidence that the states investioaters turn
up themselves and turn over to the State and theyv -oth refuss to
nproceed in a nrofessional and ethical wmanner. (Makes 3 verson ask

WHYP ) . Thea nrosecution Schnepf and Christensen both are not new to

this, v ars very smart and they both %now exactly what thev ars
doing as to Mr. Davis, (its there abuse!). They also know they ares
tederally vrotected bv law aczinst wrong Jdoing, and that makes
there actions =o much more of a atuse of nover. This Court Mr,
Davia is before now should not sunport the State'= behavior by
allowing this to stand. The intent to do Mr. Davis actual legal

harm is clear by thare malicious actrions!

ct

I o
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On March 19, 2016 transcrints pg-201- 5=-To -na-210-1L,~-19

0

4

(all) Mr. Davis defen=z and co defense arcued is it a continuance

ry
{

or & recess the State also arguez the sa2me both sides ask the Court
to rule! The Court errors by refusing to rile nae way =y £he

other, leaving it mp in the air as to Mr. Davis's right to 2 spsedy
trial being vioclated or no! Makina this issus anbiouous, and

aneed wrs violated!

On pg-207-L-22-t0~23~ the State trv's to get the Court to



rule that the trial has startsd and this is a resess! L-24-to0-25
the Court ask 1if evervbody acresg no-2080L-2-t03 a

does not agres, "No",

i

On 5g-20%-L=5-to-9 the Tourt arzin refuses to rule., {(wWhv?)

this issue 13 very imnortant!

B
o]
o]
<
=
IS
(9o
—
J

the State argues co-couspirator statements ng-
4 Alisha Small #1 says Davis called Small needed Smalls help,

was surposed to access the woney for the groun. TFirst off Small is
a stranger to Mr. Davis until this night, Again the Cory Manchester
report 12-22-15 Ms. Small denied ever making that stat

also savs at trial 2ll nhone conversations z2re z2hon

e+
‘jj
3
=
54
P
9"
T
mh
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5

she and Davis met! See, June 8, 2016 transcripts po-4026-L-4-te-
12~ =2lz0 L-23-to-25, the jury should have heard and been able to
con=itar the statemsnts/information contained in the Manchaster

report that makes everything on this issue by Ms. Small ambiguous

and a Oxvmoren. Also shovld have been considered in deliberation
but this reveort was unknown to Mr. Davis +his imform ation/discovery

ig major to Mr. would have shed doubt as to

the T.D., Theft

oan po-5-to-7 co-consnivator statemants Oecean

T3
-
n
Q
=
o~
1034
)

5V 8
while cropning Pry and Jones off to do the robbheryv Davis was faying

things like don't fuck it un! This 1is vnresl!... HoW can the

nrosecution and detectives argue/nueh this when from the confirmed

exact location of the Jdron off, thav recova video proof 1-8-16§

=
it

that "NO" dron off evar hanpen! 2k here it is

i

till in this Ccagse

i

(maliciously so) tiszing Mr. Davis to this madness, and in turn the

statement that was supposed to b =17 at thig Ffictitiousz dron off
soot snd at that exact +“ime is also €ictitionat Untrue, a lig,

nlain and sinnle, this should not have aver hean anart of thi

65]

¥y}

casea, it was uvsed to nmain chargss against Mr. Davis (P.7T. the
prosacution is still pushing this with malicioues intent deceiving

the Court =nd Jurv and menisulatino the svyvstem for there own leaal

on Mav 15, 2917 co-conspirvstor atements with Ccurt rulings,

Alisha Small pg-5- #1 is admitted and na-7 Ocean Wilson %4 is
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not have heen a part of
this trial and or allowed hy ihe Court. Thev both wars nsed by the

State to mislaesad

weakness of thoere

sight of

rlecn testimony

and malicious behaviers and
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the fictitious and bog
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proseciution fiohit it tooth and nail!l twhv? Court errored by not

allowing!

June 13, 2016 transgrints of nroceedings miranda bond

iz 1

1
testimacny nHa-£250-L-18~t0~25~-To-no 4252 -L-1-to-2?1 this proves 5
15 that Mr., Davis has no nart in this case, If =o

dave later 12-22-
what i1g Mr. Davis doina at the Dunlex lookinga for Ms. Smalls car
is he there just zcting like he does not %now what's ooing on and
(Tinv) Jones iz doing the =ame zctinag! For who? For what? Tis
iust two cgo—-consnirators here in this conversation! (This make no

zense) the State turns a blind evs +to thiwe asg well.

n June 20, 2016 Report of Proceedinags. Cory Manchester
L= 10

testimeony oo-24737-To-ng-4745 (all) nr-4730-1L- Manchester

tentifisa he 2Aid interview Ocesn Wilzon on 12-23.1 & ask her 4F
0o e ) L L 12-23--1 Z ot A

|

=)

ghe had anvthing further to add to 12 22-15 statement L-1%- "Yegn
also L-20-to-25-%0-ng-4739-L-1~teo~-22 Manchester confirms its the
23r3 Decemnar 2013 no 474014 1l-te 13 Manchester confirmed did aslk

s

Ocean Wileon 12 72-15 4if eh= had awthing else +to adddg L-13 "Vegh.

No whare i= tha 12-272.15 Manchesrer renort 8lishs Small

ki

g

st

8%
i
0

interview aver meznticned by ths pr defanase couns=l in this
Crae.  The "Jurvy could not nossibly get a fair determination of the
case/fcts and evidence with out the information confained in $his
report boing pit hedore then and defenszz would have di3 just that
had the Jofenss wesn nrovided with this info from the Stats. it
aoneares this =svidence/renort was hidden frosw thae A=fense, =214 1iFf

not and this was turned over to ths defanss My, Davie's cournsel i=

30

ot imweaching M=, Tmall of rriall  And

r
the jury shounld have had +this repovrt as aart of thars ~“elibiration.

(8mzll flat out denised sver making that statewant!).

In the revort by detective ¥riste MoDonzld “ate? 1.3-186 nag 4-

of-4 %3 marazgranh the State knowt!s that ohristing Uoogoner told

investinztor (Medenzld) that “sh2 did not know if Robert Davig Had
aver met My. Hogd?. This 211 no'=s to ths Statas intent to act nlawv

h

Eair and dg Hatmil This renort is there renort and thev

(Sohnenf and sn 2n) ¥now the ruth. But thev gtill

maliciously put Thristina Wagaoner on the stand to lis to the Court



and tns
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now S5tatce L Ehve firast time 2
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June 1, 210135 shg now has "personally herself" intre

to Mr. Hood, {oh come onl) "where ig fhe Siztes intaaritvd see

actay 14

anvtirine

LY that Vaoooner

rhen will

thiz skon? Wil this v} the
State 1a =0 out At e g

e i Vo e
@ i3 Lia Xnown
that a2 1iszd Ry AT 1-9.0 aAnnT 1igd Tevails
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that ths 12-22-15 Corv Manchestar rasort is net in »lav. that Mr

Davis “roucht in Alisha “mall 1L 16 +a 21 flat ovt cheatino to wrin!

Thizs gass stavted ovt as a notzntal Frvg casse  look at Mr Davis's

1,

ariminal historv no ors orine ¢f dirhoanss*y until am < VoAans

no 1reg ot diashoniety - o0 dus to all addressed in My, Davis'no

rd

Y
Lt

argument and the facts within! Thia case should he over turanesd. or
remanded for a new trialt I¥ mot one or e Lusean LRashi Ao

crmulative imvgcs of all iscuss warrsnts g new trisl

Mr  Davis waent to trial in this ¢ase #ynivstly ar For miirder

robbary 1, rohbherv 2, and T.D. Theft 2nd, ~ll bov way »f

(]

L

7

sgoonlica, #nd My D8P we s gqdict=F by 9 e nE mordpr )

rohhery 1L and robherv 2, Mr. Davis weas found a@oilty =% I. D. tHafr
Znd =
On August 5; 201° renort of orocesfings/chancge of plea and

gentencing for #18-1-00002 7 and HLE=002F84-0 *“noth" thae % ar

L

continues with total lsck af inteoribty to abuss “harg o wer -n
move with melicicus intent from tvi:l to santencingl Tha States

actions an® "z avicra 19 45 zentencing procceding are hlatant in

s |

Ehsre 1atant £5 gst th=z Tenrr fet te follew the "doint agraed when

nlea deal by hoth the Siate and the defenss . The %tate in Tapt

maliciously wndereut the ples 4

State starts Jigting crimes 13 charagaes oot in {rgve in this

]

ying to influence the Touri te give -

¥
i
a
fil
-
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O
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W
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¥
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avis mere time then the 90 month  oreaqent!] e mrmhoncde Hra

n
togetner and armued ag such tonstbhsr zZollsctivs v ¢ OYE L R OEg 9

tate continued the undermining of =
The State co's as

d-at to the Court! Tlearly untereutiting ansd atd

~azingt the nlea Azl {(of 90 months) clearlw

Lo omer L7 -L-17-te-25 The State with mzlicious
intent oDoinkt: out ¥Vr Davis wae on community cusztody and then back

to rapi’ recidivisn! L-19-to-22 the State just %eens sn aoing to

Paoe

ot ]
1



14 L-Z21-to 22 thz “tate ie in no wav trvine ta undermins ours

negotiate? resolutinn =oFf 90 month-o! When ia Ffact th

02 WAz o

12

a2t
Trat Ai4aY Vaomgrssaivealy gof :« The Stats

nrossontor Sohaent

lgns pevredintor Sohuest go's tichi Wadk Lo 1% by 14 L-75-%o per

15-L~2 @aving th- defendants behaviors througient these Caurt

nroceedings! (Unhelievahle){reallv) . Aa far ac tha State go'ald
: 2te golal

Dayis ghould he rewesndzd back to brial Osurt for Tre-SPntoncidsr 6

the agreed ynon A2 1 of 20 month €% Te-gentezncs My Davis +n 24

mentha on thes T B The t Lo comn' v with ths 0 months that was an
grealty vsferarnsg

‘s de miot the €irst dednt vles 283 nocsaas tars Qe

been a nart of =she know'!'s verv well wh=t she i -ping =ahe =

contiv.ine with her divect maliciovs invent o do Mr. Davis legal

ey

de Lo the Ftates settions 1

months a a% on com of a sxoantionsl ence Nerais due
te the Statew Wlagts it Gi-rsrrme- £ +me ala: T R e A 35 5
t ae States wlats vt dacesgs o tre nla:s and thevs dirvectk
undermining!

Aoain hath Cr= 8 =tarted with fthe warrznt far M»  Dayis sz
nhone in one case, can't zsenarats that fanhl

The Court er<coves in 2illaving 2 wvictim adv o cate Fo resd
Im =<t statesents at senteng na fuvrcher wndevrecuting the wles dezl

also viglete~ Tradv bv pnot proviina -hose staterenre £68 foa

4 During sentencing Davis
hingelf agrz=2d to the rea "na  hagaucs he 4 fntt want Yo geasm un

vorar eful 2ad or rode te the wittiwmo/lourt in licht of +the moact
Ey tate 2irves v Ad (nagatively) Lo ihe nrocze g SEi1ll Tevis
grapigE] w2 tonnain/obdect or oprose the lottars hoin~ vre- - { £

Vigtim aowodgat agy




months on this casge is fair)!

Bler thes ecvrmulative imoect o7 thess dseness ghn 13 o 4in rem=n-

for new trial and if not on t.e totall ¥ of this "ri=~ than
*«

srire the totalite af atrovdsve Boin’ 347 thn one comvlativaly

warr~ant romzand for

On Rmowst § 0 Z0LE Figad i nges of FPast and Zonclnsion o Law for

excentional santance see all) save snme offentes go g nornished
rnis 18 not th- ca & hare My Davis agr a szcentionsl on tor of 3
evcentienal. Pl=ase reg-and Tor re-sentoncing &£ 44 assth o the
I Thett Znd tz eu mlv ~ith the 290 month fesl that wes in place
ntermine the al Mr  Bavis

aoth n~ ahout the

faiyr o r DNDavis's lemal

TPl oloas wirh +4hig’

tilathinaY ‘o th: arqwer dite what everv ororecutasr ohpobd Yage for
in there cags 5 vited provt? rad now yvou Anpoals Tosvd Bave i
case with Just that before yvou no. Proocf that Ncsan Tilson is
liging wroof thalt BFaows-n'e P T =Rtatemant wae Jdone wis™h ink=~nt to

rmoans {he tate Tunged on bosrd., Tty there fFarts

thgye @i gngs from theres 1ov-stigation £HBat thHasr $orm a3 ' /3 ave

o, tine argd ting ~gan!

Than yvou for yvour tinme and congidséstion

Dame 2




"OUESTTITOCUW sS"

1. Did the State through there investigative team in fact
maliciculy ohtain a arrest warrant via Mr. Davis's probation

asficer? An wer Yes

™I

Was Mr. Davis in fact living at 8686 Tracvton Rlvd the

day of his arrest? Aaswer Yes.

3 From the lst probable cause statement dated 172-31-15
wrote by lead detective Jason Bowman was the State able to nress
robbery charges on Mr Davis with Jjust that information? Answer

NO.

4 Did the State in fact drop rendering criminal assistance
lst degree charges listed in the first probable cause statement by
lead detective Bowman dated 12-21-157 Answer Yes.

5. Is it a fact that from lead detective Bowman's lst

probable cause statement dated 12-31-15, that in fact no charges

divectly from this P.Cla. was pressed at trial? Answer Yes.

G Did Ocean Wilson tell the State ¢ Investigators that Mr.

&6

N

ted them all up on 12-17=15 and drove to his housa 8
Tracyton Blvi with no stops, and the boys (Prv and Jones) left on

foot £from there dated 12-22-187 Answer Yes,

7. MWaz Ocean Wilson asked in her 2nd stat=ment to
investigators if she's got anvthing further to add of importance to

her lzt statemznt made on 12-22-15! dated 12-23-157 Anaswer Yea.

. 5oy,

8. Ta it poszihle that the State and lead detective RBowman
are not aware oif Ccean Wilsons first statement 12~22-15% and her

second statement 12-23-157 Answer No.

2. Did Ocean Wilson after entering into a deal with the

@

State change her lst and 2nd statements to state in her 3rd
statement, that Mr Davis picked them all up and dropped off Pry
and Jones on the way at the front gates of 8275 Tracyton Rlvd the
Loidhamer residence and said "dont fuck it up" dated 1-14-167

Answer Yas3.
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28, 717 the Msnchester report 17«27=1 mo haclt witrh

P

¥ dury

for “eliberation? Bnzwyer g

nid the “tate turn a8 blind eve to the Cory Mancherter
teport 12-22-15 and the information provided within it an? with

malizious intent oroceed as if it 4id not exist? Anzwer Yes

40. Did the State violate Brandy by not turning over the

Cory Manch=stsr venort 12-22-157 Angwer Yes.

41 Did Alisha Sma2ll g=t her car back in fife and borrow it

8 t

back ko Bubba Pry mesaning Davis is no loncer resnonsi~le to make

sure she gets back to her car? (She recovere” it?) Answer Yee,

4 2 Did the State with actuasl mzlice in Peb-=5-1% menort of

Joinesr Yearing s te Mr. Davis, use only ths
statervent. hasically Davis heloed in the arrangements. dronned off

Pry and Jonss they comnitted the murder? Answer ves

s 1t preoven Mr. Davies "4i? not? dron off anvbody at
Elvd on 12«17-~15 in light of, Wilson's Lst statement,

n
t and visual vi eo proof? Anzwer Yea.

44 . Ts the State maliciculvy mizlea?ing the Court when it
comes to Mr TDavis with this dron off ztatement in the FJoiner

hearing te agrin a favorable ruling from the Court? Answer Ye=,

=~
95}
)
1
it

Waz=a the Zourt mislead bv the State to helieva that in

oA ™

ron of f hy Mp. Tiavis 418 oceur in the motions hegrinogs to

=51
bt

fact t

®

e C

Jismiss the murder charge? The Joiner Hearinag? And, the Severance

L

Hearinag? Alseo in the Courts use of the probanle cauvse statenent?

{(amend=d)? Answer ves

45, Is ths Court ‘n ervror for joinina ¥r, Davis's caze to
Pry. Crum, wvsing the gisleading sroven watruth of a drop off solelv

Trom tihe ardumenht by the Srate to ths Tourt? Ansdzr Yas

&7, Fashrnary 1 = 414 ftrancscrionts og-21«-L,<14 -to 1R <Soag Lhs
Court admit to onlv reading the arahahle ~ause statsnent in this
cas- as to Mr Davig in makino rulings on the Joiner . Severancs

and Motion to Digniss Murdar Charga? VASWer vas

48 Did the State mismenages at the warv lesst thers case ag

to th2 charging of WMr. Davis? Answer Yes. {(avncder 13



49, Did fhe State with malicious intent wronolv ~4arae M

NDavisa the eve of trial? Angwar Yoo

50 Did the Trial Court error due te the melicious intent of

3 - | »
na Sl oann

i}

thve State and there investidstors usina Fal--
information! 2rror in its ruling to allow the murder charce ko

stand the eve of trial Yclouvdina”™ Mr D-vig?¥s case? Answer Ves

3

51 Did the Court error in ruling acainst Mr Davis on the

information nrovidasd my the Ztate

&) o
rﬂi:: Was Da TR . ,qp Jii S p— T s ik 2 31 3
52 was Davlis's soeedv triasl ricohts violated v the Conrtsa

erroneous decision to allow murder 1 charges to oo foruard? Anawor

Yas.

H

S . Was Navis orejudice bv the P.C. Amendments and State:

£

the State and invastigateors throuoh out?

™

filing, and bhehaviors o

Anzwer Yen

54 Wag Mr TDavis orejudiced by going to trizl Hdcined to Pry

ny

-

and Cruz, "clouding the Stetes weak casa

agaih=t Mr. Davis?

Angswer Ye=.

55 Dic the Statz in fact tell Davis dafanse connaz] BN

o

e

urter charges wouls he sushed? Angwer Yez. (sez Sworn Affidawvit

56 Did the State leed Davis's counsel to helisva theras WA g

Angswer ves.

()
=3
~
o
m
cr
]
o
0}
et
N

no need o nrep

or a

57 Should Alisha Small danegac e at trizl with the

detective manzhester rasort? Ancewar Yes.

7]
s
h
B
i
i
0

SN i A Iy e PR iz T E 5
5 D12 the Canrt ervror in denving Davis motich to

dismiss murder charges {(Yarch 10 2018Y2  Bnseas uvsa.

58 Was Davie counsel forced to as% for 45 dawe to nrapsie
for urde ial : 5 i
tor murder trial, when shonld have had monthe to Brevair? Ancwer
ves.

50. Dn Marzh 18 20158 Memorandum of Auvthoritiecs=. Ai-

1

nrosacutor Schneonf maliciously mislea the Court in Dort

W

Statement of the cagsl then saving NDavis drornad aff Jones and

7

Bry? An-wer Ve

1]

Pade
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KITSAP COUNTY SHERITFF'S OFFICE

CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE

REPORT NUMBER: K15-012322 CLERK CODE:

SUSPECT’S NAME:__ DAVIS, ROBERT LAVALLE  BIRTHDATE: 07/11/1968

COURT: (] SUPERIOR COURT [ | DISTRICT COURT [ | JUVENILE COURT

TITLE OF CRIMES ARRESTED FOR: , RCWS:

Rendering Criminal Assistance Ist Degree 9A.76.060
o Robbery Tst Depree 9A.56.200
ARREST DATE: 12/31/2015 - ARREST TIME: 1100

LOCATION OF CRIME: 1270 Barker Creek Rd NW, Bremerton, Kitsap County WA

Probable Cause:
On or about the day of December 16, 2015 a vobbery oceurred at the residence of Robert Axchie

Hood lecated at 1270 NW Barker Creek Rd. Bremerton, Kitsap County WA. The incident was

first brought to my attention by Alisha Small on December 19, 2015. Small contacted me and

stated she had been at a residence in the Bremerton area on or abouwt the daie of December 19,

2013. Small stated the residence was located at 8686 Tracyton Blvd NW and that the residence is
where Robert Davis was living. I am familiar with Davis and the residence in guestion.

Information provided by Small was that she overheard several people at the residence falki king

about how an old man had been tied up and robbed in a home, Small stated the persons taking

place in the conversation were Robert "Bubba” Pry, Shawna Pr v.. Roberi Davis, a temale who

-has since been identified as Ocean Wilson, and a male since identified as Joshua Rodgers-Jones,

Small stated that Davis was telling some of the other involved people that what they had dene to

I certify (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the § gte of Wushington that the
foregoing is true and correct fo the best of my knowledge.

o

Deputy’s Name: Jason Bowman Signature; % .. oas _ Date: 12/31/29015
Kitsap County, Washington // T—

z] See attached continuation

Rev Feb2012




CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE CONTINUATION

REPORT NUMBER: K15-012322 CLERK CODE:

the victim was "messed up.' Small also stated she heard Shawna Prv state that what happened to
the old man was a mistake and the situation shouldn't have escalated. Small stated Davis had
taken her vehicle keys while she was at the house and. without her permission, gave the keys to to
some other person. Small stated she latexr discovered the vehicle was in the possession of Robert
Prv and the male and female }ater identificd as Joshua Rodgers-Jones and Ocean Wilson. It
should be noted that evidence at Hood's residence suggests he was the vietim of violence and he is
currently missing. Based on follow up investigation, if is believed that Hood is currently deceased
~and likely died during the commission of the robbery.

Through follow up investigation, Robert Pry and Joshua Rodgers-Jones were identified as the
persons who committed the robbery. Pry was arrested at 5734 Tracyton Blvd NW. Alse arrested
at the residence were Shagm Pry and Qcean Wilson, During the service of a search warrs ch warrant at
the time of the arrests nal documents, identification, and financial instruments bhelonging to
Robert Hood were fmmd !‘11 the residence. During a post arrest inferview, Qcean Wilson stated
that Robert Pry and Joshua Rodgers-Joues had went to the victims house on or around
December 16, 2015, Wilson stated that when the two returned to Rohert Davis's residence,
Egdgers-gmpee told her about how he had punched the victim in the head, tied him up, and left

him in the bathroom while he and Rebert Pry stole checks, financial documents, cash, and
ddentification from the vietim, -~ B

On December 22, 2015 1 interviewed Alisha Small at the Kitsap County Sheritf's Office. During
the interview, Small stated that she was contacted by Rohert Davis on_or about December 17,
2015, Small stated Davis told her that he had come across a bank ac cgmmumﬂamarm
thousands_of dollars in it and he needed her assistance accessing the account. Small stated she
drove to Davis's residence firom Seattle.

 Small stated she went with Davis to the 5734 Tracyton Blvd address. Small stated that while she
was at the address, Robert Pry loaded a duffle bag into Davis's vehicle, A short time Jater, Davis

{ook approximately $2,000 from the bag and gave $1,000 to Small. Small then rode with Davis
and Robert Pry to the Bmerald Queen Casino in Fife. Small stated Robert Pry then filled onta

check that belonged to Robert ¥lood and gave it to her to cash af the casino. Small statedshe
attempted fo_cash the check but easino staff refused to cash it. Small stated that she returped fo
~ Davis's residence on or about Becember 18, 2015, T was doring the early morning howrsof
December 19, 2015 that Small averheard the conversation about the robbery and vealized the
cash given fto her hy Dayis and the cheek piven fo her by Robert Pry were from the robbery.

Ou December 24, 2015 Joshua Rodgers-Jones and his gir

I certify (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Stdt/@f Washington that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. o gy

-~ ‘ﬂd’—‘

Deputy’s Name: Jason Bowman  Sjenature: ate: 12/31/2015

Kitsap County, Washingfon

Rev Feb2012




CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE CONTINUATION

REPORT NUMBER: K15-012322 CLERK CODE: -

Olvmpia, WA. During a post arrest interview, Rodgers-Jones admitted to vobbing the vietim
Robert Hood, Rodpers-Jones also told detectives that Hood had died during the commission of
tlie robbery and that he and Robert Pry had disposed of the victim's body in the Port Ludlow
area. Jones stated the vehicle that was nsed was Honda with Oregon plates. This was later
confirmed to be the vehicle that Rob Davis had taken from Alisha Small.

On December 23. 2015 the Honda that had been taken from Small by Davis was recovered at an
address on Bremerion Blvd. The resident at the address, Michelle Lamb, stated that Avnold Cruz
had driven the vehicle to the vesidence. Lamb also mentioned that sometime within the previous
_couple of days Robert Davis came by her house. Lamb stated that Davis told her that he nceded a
place to hide out becanse the police were looking for him. Lamb stated Davis tgld her something

serious happened and somethmcr went bad.

Qn December 29, 2015 Miranda Bond agreed to a post arrest interview. Bond stated she had

lnowledge of what had occurred during and after the robbery. During the interview Bond stated
that Robert Davis had been involved in the planning of the robbery with Robert Pry and Joshua

Rodgers-Jones and Davis had obtained the vehicle from Alisha Small with the intent to provide a
vehicle to be used in the disposal of Robert Hood's body.

Based on the fact that Robert Davis helped plan_the robbery and provided a means to dispose of

the hody of Robert Mood who died during the course of the robbery, 1 believe probable canse
MRQMWM@MMmgMMﬁML_

Depree,

I certify (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Sta’;‘;ﬁ;nf Washington that the

foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. Vs //‘,/
//. ]

Deputy’s Name: Jason Bowman Signﬂturp{:n/ _ mf/i: - Date: 12/31/2015

Kitsap County, Washington ~ {\

Rev Feb2012




KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE

CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE

REPORT NUMBER: K15-012322 CLERK CODE:

SUSPECT'S NAME: _DAVIS, ROBERT LAVALLE  BIRTHDATE: _07/11/1968

COURT: Y| SUPERIOR COURT [ ] DISTRICT COURT | ] JUVENILE COURT

TITLE OF CRIMES ARRESTED FOR: RCWS:
PC Statement Amended 1/26/2016

Robbery 1st Degree 9A.56.200
ARREST DATE: 12/31/2015 ARREST TIME: 1100 hours
LOCATION OF CRIME: 1270 Barker Creek Rd NW, Bremerton, Kitsap County WA

Probable Cause:

On or about the day of December 16, 2015 a robbery occurred at the residence of Robert Archie
Hood located at 1270 NW Barker Creek Rd, Bremerton, Kitsap County WA. The incident was
tirst brought to my attention by Alisha Small on December 19, 2015, Small contacted me and
stated she had been at a residence in the Bremerton area on or about the date of December 19,

2013. Small stated the residence was located at 8686 Tracyton Blvd NW and that the residence is

where Robert Davis was living, I am familiar with Davis and the residence in question.

Information provided by Small was that she overheard several neonle at the re51dence talking
Mawmmmwmmmwh p taki
mnumﬁmm_&mﬂmemm " Pry, Shav avis, a fe j as_
since been identified as Qcean Wilson, and a male si ifie g es.

U)ll&Lthﬂ)Jlﬁd._d_Qnﬁ_tL_

I certify (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, / /

e Date: 01/2612016

Deputy’s Name: Jasen Bowman Signature; 7 o, N,
Kitsap County, Washington =

A

@ See attached continuation

Rev Feb2012



CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE CONTINUATION

REPORT NUMBER: K15-012322 CLERK CODE:

the victim was "messed up." Small also stated she heard Shawna Pry state that what happened to
the old man was a mistake and the situation shouldn't have escalated, Small stated Davis had
taken her vehicle keys while she was at the house and, without her permission. save the kevs to to
some other person. Small stated she later discovered the vehicle was in the possession of Robert
Pry and the male and female Jater identified as Joshua Rodgers-Jones and Ocean Wilson. It
should be noted that evidence at Hood's residence suggests he was the victim of violence and he is
currently missing. Based on follow up investigation, it is believed that Hood is currently deceased )
and likely died during the commission of the robbery. ,

Through follow up investigation, Robert Pry and Joshua Rodgers-Jones were identified as the
persons who committed the robbery. Pry was arrested at 5734 Tracyton Blvd NW. Also arrested
at the residence were Shawna Pry and Ocean Wilson. Durine the service of a search warrant at
the time of the arrests, personal documents, identification, and financial instruments belonging to
Robert Hood were found in the residence. During a post arrest interview, Qcean Wilson stated
that Robert Pry and Joshua Rodgers-Jones had went to the victims house on_or around —
December 16, 2015. Wilson stated that when_the two returned to Robert Davis's residence,
Rodgers-Jones told her about how he had punched the victim in the head, tied him_up, and Jeft
M&M@MM&&MMQMMM_
identification from the vietim.

—On December 22, 2015 interviewed Alisha Small at the Kitsap County Sheriff's Office,
During the interview, Small stated that she was contacted by Robert Davis on or about December
A7, 2015, Small stated Davis told her that he had come across a bank account with several
Aundred thousands of dollars in it and he needed her assistance accessing the account. Small

stated she drove to Davis's residence from Seattle.
Small stated she went with Davis to the 5734 Tracyton Blvd address. Small stated that while

WW&MLMMM& A short time later,

Davis took approximately $2,000 from the bag and pave $1,000 to Small. Small then rode with

she attempted to_cash the check but casino staff refused to_cash it. Small stated that she returned

1o Davis's residence on or about December 18, 2015. 1t was during the early morning hours of
December 19, 2015 that Small overheard the conversation ahout the rohben and realized the
<cash given to her by Davis and the check given to her by Robert Pry were from the raohbery

On December 24 ZﬂiﬁJnshua_BndgﬁLlanﬂ&aMmdMuammﬂdemmﬂed,
JWmMiW&W@Mﬂ_M
Reobert Hood. Rodgers-Jones also told detectives that ‘Hood had died during the commission of
the robbery and that e and Robert Pry had_disposed of the vietim's body in the Port Ludlow
-arca. Jones stated the vehicle that was used was a Honda with Oregon plates, This was later

[ certity (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Wash/L)nUton that the

foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. /,/' /

" _.’JJ'—‘—" /*,”’"
Deputy’s Name: Jason Bowman Signatuue;.{ﬁ.m., bt i e Date: 01/26/2016
Kitsap County, Washington e '

-
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CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE CONTINUATION

REPORT NUMBER: K15-012322 CLERK CODE:

confirmed to be the vehicle that Rob Davis had taken from Alisha Small.

On December 23, 2015 the Honda that had been taken from Small by Davis was recovered at
‘an address on Bremerton Blvd. The resident at the address. Michelle Lamb. stated that Arnold
Cruz had driven the vehicle to_the residence. Lamb also mentioned that sometime within the _
previous couple of days Robert Davis came by her house. Lamb stated that Davis told her that he
Jeeded a place to hide out because the police were looking for him. Lamb stated Davis told her
something serious happened and something went bad. -

On December 29, 2015 Miranda Bond apreed to a post arrest interview. Bond stated she had
knowledge of what had gecurred during and after the robbery. During the interview Bond stated
that Robert Davis had been involved in the planning of the robbery with Robert Prv and Joshua

Rodgers-Jones and Davis had obtained the vehicle from Alisha Smdll with the intent to provide a
vehicle to be used in the disposal of Robert Hood's body.

AMENDED INFORMATION

On 01/14/2016 Detectives interviewed Robert Pry's girlfriend, Qcean Wilson. Wilson stated
Robert Davis drove Robert Pry and Rodgers-Jones to the location of the victim's residence in
order for Robert Pry and Rodgers-Jones to carry out the robbery. Wilson was in the vehicle with
Robert Pry, Joshua Rodgers-Jones, Robert Davis, and Shawna Dudley Pry swhen Robert Pryv and
Joshua Rodﬂer s-Jones were dr(mned off. Both suspects were dressed in d: 1ot -
Pry was wearing a ski mask, Wilson stated all of the o¢cupants of the vehicle knew t!u:_mbbgu_l
was going to occur as there had previous discussions about what was to occur. Wilson stated
Bﬂbﬂiﬂavn was to receive a portion of any financial gain from the robbery in return for
mmdmglmnspm;tdmn_m_me_mhm&umm
_Aﬁﬂ;thﬁ_wllbﬁtmummdmbj_ﬁﬂb_&ﬂjlm and Joshua Rodgers-Jones, Robert Davis
gave Shawna Dudley Pry the keys to a Honda passenger car o she could pick up Robert Pry
from the area of the vietim’s residence. Shawna Dudley Prv drove the Honda to the area of the
victim’s residence and_esave Rohert Pr v aride to a different residence after Rohert Pry had taken_
part in the robbery,
JﬂﬁﬂL(ﬂUhﬁiﬂﬂMﬁLRﬂhﬁﬁﬂalL&RﬂhﬂL&LAﬂilﬂ&hﬂdﬂﬂﬂMﬂﬁS cansm_ted to
Lcarry out a robbery against Robert Hoad, Robert Pry and Joshua Rodgers-Jones were driven to
the location of Hood’s residence hy Robert Davis who had know ledge the robbery was gaing fo

Mﬁmwsmmwmmgmmﬂmmﬂmunmmw
the residence with the intent to rob the victim, and the vietim died as a result of the robhery, [
helieve prohable canse exists to arrest Robert Davis {or Robbery tst Degree

I certify (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the cRtma: of W‘ishmgton that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 7

Deputy’s Name: Jason Bowman Signature; __
Kitsap County, Washington

Rev Feb2012
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KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT

] Arrest Made/Citation

Supplement Date:

Issued

12/24/2015 ORI WADIB0000

Case Number: K1 5—012322J

{
|

Supplement Information <

. ]

THE INFORMATION BELOW IS CONFIDENTIAL - FOR USE BY AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL ONLY

MN/MCCARTER, EDWARD G.

711/1966

25768 NORVAL LN, NW, POULSBO, WA

360-865-0034
"BAMA" MIRANDA

BOND: 360-932-7901 CELL

MN/ COSTELLO, SHEILA M.

02/05/1968
CELL: 360-301-3537

12/23/15, at epproximately 0900hrs

Supplement Date Supplement Type Supplement Officar

12/24/2015 14:19:33 SUPPLEMENTAL REPCRT (33) RICE, JENNIFER

Contact Name Supervising Dfficer
Supplement Notes

We were bricfed with our assignments for the day. I was paired up with Detective STROBLE 1o make the following

contacts:

1)Contact BRANNDI MCCARTER - re-interview
2)Contact JOHN & CAROL LOIDHAMER at 8275 Tracyton Blvd - Video surveillance
3)Contact CHRISTINE POWELL (WAGGONER) at 8686 Tracyton Blvd

Atapproximately 1230hrs we went to 5734 Tracyton Blvd. to contact BRANNDI MCCARTER: Upon arrival, we
observed a female out front at the back of a vehicle with the trunk open. We asked if BRANNDI was there. She said
she was sleeping. We asked her to wake her. The female went inside and told us she would out shortly. She carried
out a baby in a carrier and at that time 4 - 5 other individuals began exiting the residence and they all left.

BRANNDI came to the door and invited us inside to talk. She indeed looked as if she had just woken up, We asked if
anyone else was there and she said just her kids. Ireturned a house key that her son had left in Detective
MCDONALD's vehicle. I told BRANNDI we were there to get a better statement from her. I began reviewing the
information she had given us the day before about seeing HOOD's LD., and financial information in a folder.
BRANNDI began saying she didn’t say that and shortly after said she didn’t want to talk to us anymore. She began
acting very scared, looking up toward her ceiling toward noises we were hearing. | asked BRANNDI if TINY and
BAMA were there. She said she didn't know. Tasked if her kids were safe and she said yes. She began mouthing
words and whispering. Detective STROBLE pointed up to the ceiling asking without speaking if they were upstairs.
She began tearing up and shook her head yes. At this behavior we felt it very possible that TINY/BAMA were inside
“e residence and possibly BRANNDI feit threatened. We loudly announced our departure and exited maintaining a

Officer:
(33) RICE, JENNIFER

SUPERVISOR: [INFO: FUP;
ONLY: DET:

FUP: FROSECUTOR:
LINE

— ’ o

Printed at: 12/28/2015 10:
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KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT

[I Arrest Made/Citation [ssued .

i Supplement Date: 12/24/2015 oORrl: WA0180000 Case Number: K15-0]2322)

Notes/Narrative

giving us consent to search.

CHRISTINA said "BECCA", REBECCA BEEBEE, dropped the vehicle off there this morning with the keys. She told
CHRISTINA that ROBERT DAVIS had been arrested last night at the Casino. CHRISTINA began getting DAVIS's
belongings together in totes in his bedroom and BECCA was going to come back luter to get his stufl and his Chevrolet
Blazer parked on the side of her residence.

CHRISTINA didn't see any of the property we asked her about,

She saw "BUBBA" ROBERT PRY and SHAWNA PRY at her residence Jast week either Wed/Thursday morning. She
couldn't tell what kind of car they came in because it was dark still. :

CHRISTINA said DONALD GOODLOE is ROBERT DAVIS's cousin and they are tight. 3 - 4 days ago, DONALD
helped ROB tow a white older jeep from "DAMMIT IIM'S" who lives in Poulsbo to DONALD s Mon's house on
Sheridan/Perry (large white house). They stopped briefly at CHRISTINA's and ROB came in just to change his
clothes then they continued to DONALD s Mom's {(Martha).

See Detective STROBLE's report for fiwther details.

 contacted CAROL & JOUN LOIDHAMER via phone. CAROL later called me back and said shewould need to ger
her son’s assistance to operate and download the video surveillance. She would get in touch with us when she did.
The timeframe [ had at that time was to get video for Thursday, 12/17/15,

At that time, we were asked to go to the Teal Lake arca in Jefferson County to check for the outstanding vehicle, a
1994 Green Honda with Oregon plates, #10SDLB. Detective BIRKENTFELD had advised there was reason to believe it
might be in the area. We drove through Teal Lake Rd. and were advised that Jefferson County had already had units
checking that area yesterday and today and would continue fo do so. We cleared and responded back to Kitsap County.

We were advised of a tip the vehicle was at an address on Bremerton Blvd. in Bremerton. We responded there and
assisted with contacting residents at 231 Bremerton Blvd. We spoke to a male named "NATHAN". Tdid not get his
full horsepower. NATHAN told us he lives there with his girlfriend, "MITCH". MITCH s friend, AMANDA"s
vehicle was stolen and they were helping her to get it back. He said they were calling all of their friends and putting
the word out. He looked out the window at 0600hrs this morning and saw the car was parked in their driveway. He
didn’t know if the keys were in it or not. MITCH had driven the car this afternoon to the store. He didn't realize until
later this evening the car was on the news until his Mom called and told him. They decided at that time to report it.

See Detective STROBLE s report for details.

Detective BIRKENFELD advised us that he was getting information from MITCH that DONALD GOODLOE,
ROBERT DAVIS, and REBECCA BEEBEE were at her house last night. She overheard DONALD on the phone to

s
o
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( KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT
D Arrest Made/Citation lssued
Supplernent Date: 12/29/2015 CRI: WADISGOGO Case Number: K]S—-UIE\SZZ_’,J

Notes/Narrative

beginning of Decernber when he went to check on his generator for him. Scholfield said after he was called by Hood's
caregiver about him missing he walked through his house looking for him and also walked into his detached garage.
Scholfied at the time did not recall any suspicious vehicles being seen recently. Note: Scholfield later called back with
additional information, see below. We contacted other residents on Tracyton Blvd. to include 8169, 8221, 8269, 8247,
and 8273. None of the residents had information about our suspects.

We met with Search and Rescue {SAR) coordinator Deputy Hedstrom #144 at Hood's residence. He had K9 SAR
searchers come to Hood's residence for an area scarch (See his report for details).

At about 1537 hours we received information that the resident at 5734 Tracyton Blvd. Branndi McCarter texted a
friend saying fugitives were in her residence and she was scared. Note: we had previously been informed that Robert
"Bubba" Pry, Shawna Dudley-Pry, Joshua "Tiny" Rodgers-Jones, and Miranda Bond all frequented that residence. Pry
and Dudley-Pry had felony warrants. We met DOC, US Marshals, deputies and other detectives and responded to the
residence at about 1718 hours, There were outstanding arrest warrants for Pry and Dudley-Pry. |

We set up containment on the residence and I was on the south side. I was advised that we had made phone contact
with McCarter inside and she had confirmed that Pry and Dudley-Pry were inside. I approached the residence with
ather deputies and detectives while occupants were directed outside by PA. Several people exited the residence, '
including Dudley-Pry who was detained in the back yard by other officers. We were advised that Pry was still inside
the residence. I was advised we had obtained a search warrant for the residence. Detective Sgt. Bockelie announced our
presence numerous times, asking Pry to come outside. K9 Deputy Hedstrom and his K9 arrived and he made several

' more announcements through the open front door. T entered the residence with Deputy Hedstrom, Detective Stroble,
Sgt. Porter (shield), Lt. Clithero, and Lt. Vangesen. [ had my issued pistol deployed in the low ready position. Pry was
arrested in the upstairs bedroom from under a water bed. He was taken downstairs and aid arrived to examine a K9
injury to his left foot. No other persons were located in the house.

Deputy Jason Hedstrom transported Pry to Harrison Medical Center ER in Bremerton. Detective Bowman and T went
to the BR and met with Pry, Deputy Jason Hedstrom, and K9 Deputy Joe Hedstrom. At about 1937 hours I advised Pry
of his rights from my Miranda warning card I carry in my notebook. Pry said he understood his rights. K9 Deputy
Hedstrom asked Pry questions about the K9 application. Pry said he didn’t come out of the house because ke knew he
had a warrant and wanted to spend Christmas with family. He said he snioked then hid. He said he did hear us telling
"Byubba® to come out and said he didn't hear that the residence would be searched by a K9. He did hear us yelling at
the doorway. Pry was taken to X-Ray for a while then returned to the exam room. We contacted him again. I told Pry
that we obviously weren't there ubout the warrant. I told him that we had information that he was involved in the
disappearance of Hood and that we needed to find Hood. Pry denied several times that he had anything to do with
Hood's disappearance and denied he had been to his house. Pry said he had been staying at 8686 Tracyton Blvd. last
week and more recently had been staying at 5734 Tracyton Blvd. While there he became aware of people having
account information for Hood and was aware that "Tiny" (Rodgers-Jones) was driving a Honda. He thought the Honda
was black. Pry said last week he went to the Emerald Queen Casino with Robert Davis driving his Excursion. Also
present in the vehicle were Pry’s girlfriend Ocean Wilson and a female he only knew as "Bam.” FHe called her Bam

Printed at: 12/29/2015 14:57:06 Page 2 0f 10
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[ KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT
D Arrest Made/Citation Issued
Supplement Date: 61/14/2016 ORl: WA0180000 Case Number: I'{IS—[}_IZ."’:22J
Notes/Narrative

the packaging with the old one.

On 01-06-16 | was contacted by Mary Bertrand (541-708-0346). Bertrand said she used to live af the end of Barker
Creck Rd., from the 1940°s and knew Robert Hood. She said she could possibly provide leads for next of kun if needed.

[ was contacted by Candy Gratton (360-G27-3954). She advised that she is on Robert Hoods™ will and had some sort of
power of attorncy. Gratton was seeking information on death certificates, date of death, etc. I advised Gratton to
contact the coroner’s office. Gratton said she had been contacted by another possible family member of Hoods, Joy
Olson in Oregon (541-347-9351).

On 01-06-16 1 had our investigative specialist request the 911 call from 12-22-15 at 8686 Tracyton Blvd. regarding the
shooting. She provided me with the CD-R and CAD printout the same day and | entered the CD-R into evidence.

On 01-07-16 at about 1430 hours [ received a phone call from Josh Adams a DOC investigator at Washington
Corrections Center (Shelton). Adams said the prison intercepted a letter from Lela Vargo in Bremerton addressed to
Mike Vargo, an inmate at Cedar Creek in Littlerock. Wa, Adams sent me a .pdf version of the letter. In the letter Lela
tells him:

"That old man from Barker was a millionaire come to find out, Cruz said in court that he has killed before so you
better believe that they will be all over that. Said that he was in the grave at Cruz’ so | want to know who was in that

tote."
See letter for details full details.

On 01-08=16 Detective Birkenteld and | obtained a flash drive from Craig Loitdhamer; The flash drive contained
surveillance footage from his parent’s residence at 8275 Tracyton Blvd. 1 later reviewed the surveillance and did not

find any useful footage.

At about D900 hours we went to 5734 Tracyton Blvd. and knocked on the door. BRANNDI MCCARTY answered the
door. MCCARTY said she had taken the plastic on the carport down and threw it away. As we prepared fo leave
MCCARTY opened her door and said she might still have it. She showed us to the carport and the black plastic was in
the carport storage. She said we could take it. Detective Birkenfeld read MCCARTY the Terrier warning from a card
_and she said she nnderstood and we could take the plastic. Fused Detective Birkenfeld's camera to photograph the
plastic. We retrieved it and retained it for evidence (it was later entered into evidence in Sitverdale). MCCARTY
agreed to speak with us and sat in the front seat of Detective Birkenield's vehicle (see his report for details of the

interview).

Atabout 1420 hours we met DAWN CLINKENBEARD at the Sifverdale waterfront park. She provided us with an

Printed at: 01/14/2016 11:12:20 . Page 5 of'§
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( KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT

D Arrest Made/Citation [ssued

LEu:wplement Date: 02/03/2016 orRl: WAOL80000 Case Number: K15—012322J

Notes/N arrative

car, why don't you ever listen to me." On the ride there they went over a speed bump and she heard a thud, and
described how she knew there was someone in the trunk. Ojeda was telling her "don’t say anything” and "don’t look at
us any differently." They got to Cruz’ property and talked to him for about 5 minutes then she and Ojeda were dropped
off at Subway between 1000-1100 hours on 12-21-15. They were at Subway looking for a ride and Jason MeCullough
picked them up. They went to Arnold Cruz’ upper property (the one where we found the grave site) and she startled
Cruz and Pry who were in the shed with shovels. Pry said "don’t walk up on me like that." She could see fresh dirt on
the shed floor. The Honda was next to the house. Pry took her back out the driveway in the Honda and made her leave
with MeCullough and Ojeda who had already been driving away. She got back to the duplex and Cruz brought Pry
home between 0000-04G0 hours. She last saw Cruz when he came to the duplex and picked up the Honda, telling her
"this car.gone."”

Fshowed Wilson photographs (from Bing maps street view) of two gates on Tracyton Blvd. near Barker Creek on the
water side. She said the Loidhamer's gate appeared to be where Robert Davis dropped off Pry and Rodgers-Jones on
12-17-15. Note: I later reviewed the Loidhamer video and did not observe them being dropped otf, though the video s
of very poor qu:ﬂit,v.

- Note: this is a brief synopsis of the interview which lasted over 1.5 hours; see full transcription for details.

On 01-15-16 at about 0930 hours I spoked to Lynn Whitmarsh on the phone. Lynn said on 12-28-15 or 12-29-15
Michelle Whitmarsh and a male named "David" (her description of David sounded like David Ojeda) came to her
house. She saw David pacing outside talking on the phone. David was saying somebody went to a house in Belfair,
somebody wanted help and the body was in the trunk. David said they told him no, get out of here, we don't want to be
a part of this, we don’t want to get in trouble. Lynn later talked to Michelle Whitmarsh about this situation with Mr.
Hood. Michelle said somebody came to where they were staying in Belfair and told them to get out of here. In a round
about way Michelle told her that Arnold cleaned out the car or got rid of the body.

At about 1000 hours Michelle Whitmarsh was due to show up for an interview with me and did not show. She later
told me she had an emergency. Several atteinpts at meeting with her have failed since.

On 01-15-16 T received a copy of a court order from DPA Jennine Christensen for the DINA of Arnold Cruz. On
01-19-16 at about 1202 hours [ had Cruz brought to our office from the jail. I provided a copy of the court order to
Cruz and obtained two DNA samples (swabs) from the inside of his cheeks (one left, one right). [ placed the DNA
samples in evidence and Cruz was taken to back to the jail.

On 01-16-16 I went to the Kitsap County Jail te contact Melissa Verbic (Payne) for a separate case. I advised her of her
rights from a Miranda warning card I earry in my notebook at 1225 hours. Verbic said she understood her rights.

Verbic said it was a weekend and she thouglt it was the 12th or 13th of December when she got a call from David
Ojeda. Ojeda asked her if he could borrow her boyfriend's (Albert Jouravel) GMC Denali to pull Bubba's (Robert Pry)
Honda out as it was stuclk. Verbic asked Jouravel if he was willing to help and he asked how much they wonld give him

Printed at: 02/03/2016 11:09:34 RECEIVED 02/04/2016 Pape 2 of 5
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( KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INC[!jENT/lNVESTIGATION REPORT

] Arrest Made/Citation issued

Supplement Date: 12/22/2015 ORIl WADI80000 Case Number: K15-012322
Notes/Narrative W

ALISHA stated that while at the duplexes where the items were being loaded up into the vehicles, the group was there
for only about 15 minutes. ALISITA talked about the conversation later that she overheard from a nearby room, where
the group was talking the incident that went bad. Once again, ALISHA stated it was a male’s voice and that she
believed it wag either ROBERTY PRY or the male that thinks he is a gangster.

After leaving duplex the group drove to Tacoma and arrived there afler 2130 or 2200 hours. Several people all ended
up in Tacoma, including ROBERT PRY and a female with red hair whose mother lives in Tacoma, ROBERT DAVIS,
SHAUNA DUDLEY PRY and the male that thinks he isa gangster. ALISHA stated the male that thinks he is a
gangster and SHATNA showed up later.

ALISHA stated she went into the casino with ROBERT DAVIS. The others stayed in the vehicles. They were parked
on the 2nd level of the parking garage. Further, a male identified as GOODLOR showed up. GOODLOE took
ROBERT PRY and a female over to the Days Inn. ALISHA says she stayed all night at the casino with ROB and they

gambled.

ALISHA appeared confused about the timeframes, but stated she got back to ROBERT DAVIS® residence at around
2230 hours.

ALISHA claims to know nothing about the male. She says she only heard the conversation about an old guy tied up.

Detective Bowman tried to tatk with ALISHA about times and he refers to a text sent to him about ROBERT DAVIS
raping her, That was at 1303 hours on Saturday. ALISHA states that she has already heard the conversation shout the

cuy being tied up before 1303 hours on Saturday.

ALISHA adds that she tried to get the green car back when they were all at the Duplex. ROBERT DAVIS told her to
stay in the car. ROBERT stated they would follow the car and get it back. That never happened.
ALISHA confirms this conversation and the duplex visit was on Thursday.

ALISHA became more and more frustrated about the car. At ROBERT DAVIS™ house ALISHA stated ROBERT told
her to go to a back room and stay there. He told her that people were watching her and she should not try to leave, He
stated don’t worry about it. ALISHA mentions ROBERT gave instructions to ALISHA on what to say if she was asked

about the incident.

ALISHA was asked about why she came to ROBERT DAVIS® house in the first place. She mentioned falking to her
boyfriend PHILLIP THOMES and he stated siie could do big things with ROB, referring to buying drugs from
ROBERT DAVIS.

ALISHA tells us she met ROBERT DAVIS at a gas station nearby, and then was only at ROBERT s house about 5
minutes and he took the keys to the Green Honda [roim her.

Printed at; 12/23/201523:59:38 Page 4 of 9
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KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT

[:] Arrest Made/Citation lssued

Supplement Date: 12/22/2015 ORl: WA0180000° Case Number: K15-012322J

Notes/Narrative

ALISHA makes mention of ROBERT talking about a guy having alot of money. ALISHA also tells us about the female
with red hair having a file with papers in it while at ROBERT DAVIS™ house.

Further, ALISHA tells a story about ROBERT PRY handing ROBERT DAVIS a bag with coins in it while they are
headed to Tacoma.

ALISHA also says ROBER'T PRY warnited to see if checks could be cashed at the Casino. ALISHA says while they
were at the Casino, she let both ROBERT PRY and SHAUNA DUDLEY PRY use her phone. That phone is now

missing. :
ALISHA was asked how involved she believed ROBERT DAVIS is in this case. She elaims she doesn t know. Ske
says we should ask CHRISTINE, who is ROBERT DAVIS® girlfriend. ;

ALISHA is spoken to about the importance of being honest in this investication and not holding back.

ALISHA says that ROBERT PRY asked her to cash checks af the casino, which she stated previously was the Frmerald
Queen casino. ALISHA tells us ROBERT filled out the checks. She attempted to cash two checks, but the casino
refused, ALISHA was told the casino will not cash third party checks.

#hen asked how much money ALISHA had on her at the casino, ALISHA states she had about $200 to $220 dollars,
but that she won a couple times and left with $400 dollars,

ALISHA then lells a story about being at the Days Inn where "GOODLOE" rented a room. ALISHA says she gets in an
argument with SHAUNA DUDLEY PRY and also with the while male mentioned previously that thinks he is a
gangster. The male puts a gun in ALISHAs face. ALISHA says the gun is a black semi-automatic that is small. ;

ALISHA gtates her opinion to us about ROBERT DAVIS, that she thought he was a stand-up guy, but now knows
otherwise. ALISHA says she is scared of ROB and that he send his little people after her.

ALISHA spoke bricfly about ROBERT DAVIS finding $2,000 dollars in cash in a bag that had items from the victim’s
house. ALISHA told us she got $1000 of the $2,000 ROB took from the duffle bag that came out of the duplex at
Tracyton Blvd where the bags were loaded up.

ALISHA mentioned the girl with red hair having paperwork in a red folder. ALISHA was asked how she knew it was
the vietim's documents. She said ROBERT DAVIS stated it was (victim HOOD s paperwork).

ALISHA spoke about two checks she tried to cash at the Emerald Queen Casino. ALISHA said ROBERT PRY gave
her the checks and endorsed them to her. She tried to cash them and they wouldn't take the checks. ALISHA threw

them in a garbage can.
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KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT
D Arrest Made/Citation lssued

Supplement Date: 12/22/2015 orl: WAOI80000 Case Number: K15-012322

Notes/N arrative 1

ALISHA admitted she let ROBERT PRY and SHAUNA use her phone while at the casino. SHAUNA tried to set up an
online account, but it didn't woric.

Asked how she priginally got involved in this ineident, ALISHA advised ROBERT DAVIS called her and told her to
come over becuase there was a-dudewiih a large amount of money and ROBERT DAVIS needed assistance with.it.

ALISHA was asked more about the checks and she stated she tought they were tan, said Wells Fargo on them. She
thinks she may have seen the name BOB BARKER.

I asked a clarifying question to ALISHA about the checks she tried to cash. ALISHA stated the aftempt was at the main
counter at the Emerald Queen.

ALISHA was asked again about the location of the body. ALISHA denies lmowing anything about the Tocation of the
man’s body. ALISHA mentions ROBERT DAVIS as someone she thinks would know about that. ALISHA says "yeah
probably" when she is asked if she thinks the victim is dead.

ALISHA is asked who she thinks is in charge of this group. ALISHA says she thinks the gangster guy with the gun is
in charge. She was asked ahout the gun the gangster male had and she says it as a smaller black gun, ALISHA also
mentions that ROBERT DAVIS roommate CHRISTINE is missing a gun, and that ALISHA was shown a picture of it

.nd the one the gangster guy has appears to he similar,
At approximately 1507 hours we took a break from the interview. At 1517 we resumed the interview,

ALISHA told us the gangster guy and ROBERT "BUBBA" PRY loaded a bag into the Excursion at the duplex. The big
bag had coins that she believed were from the victim's house. The coins were allegedly given to ROBERT DAVIS by
either BUBBA PRY or gangster guy. ALISHA says while at the duplex she stayed in the Excurstion ROBERT DAVIS
went inside. The gix]l with red hair stayed where they parked.

ALISHA asked why she belicved these iteins were stolen. ALISHA says she heard they tied up the guy and that he had
money, 50 she assumed these were some of the items. ALISHA was asked about this duplex. She siated she believed it
could bave been SHAUNA and ROBERT PRY's residence, based on the multiple bags being brought out.

The interview was concluded at 1545 hours.

INTERVIEW #3 WITIHL ALISHA G. SMALL -

On 12-23-2015 at approximately 1801 hours ALISHA met with Detective . Mcdonald and ! at the Kitsap Mall. She
agreed to voluntarily come with us to the Silverdale Office for a follow up interview. We made a short drive to the
Sheriff's Office Silverdale Precinet. Upon arrival we sat in the BAC room. [ started by reading ALISHA her Miranda
Rights. ALISHA understood her rights. She didn’t appear to be under the influence of any drugs and/or aleohol and

appeared to be fully coherrant,
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KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFiCE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT

D Arrest Made/Citation lssued

| Supplement Date: 1272272015 OR: WADLSHOD Case Number: K15-012322

Notes/Narrative

ALISHA agreed to view a couple of photo lins-ups that I had prepared. ALISHA was asked if anyone in the photo
line-ups looked familiar. ALISHA picked out both JOSHUA RODGERS JONES and OCEAN WILSON from the two
line-ups. I retained the signed photographic admonition paperwork and the photo line-up paperwork. Both sets of
paperwork were photocopied and the orginals were placed into property as evidence. It should be noted that ALISHA
made comments and wrote in the naorative for both admonition forms that the female she rocognized was OCEAN and

the male she recognized as the "gangster guy".

1 went over the basic facts of the case again with ALISHA. She confirmed that ROB DAVIS had called her to come to
town because he needed her assistance. She denied what she stated earlicr about the ROB telling her he needed her
assistance because he had an account with alof of money. ALISHA said she went to ROB's house after meeting him at
2 gas station, ALISHA badn’t been there long and she provided her keys to ROB DAVIS so the green Honda she was
driving could be moved. The car was then gone.

About 30 minutes later she drove with ROB DAVIS in his Excursion to the duplex. SHAUNA PRY, ROBERT PRY
and RODGERS JONES were loading bags into two cars and everyone was acting "sketchy". ROB DAVIS told
ALISHA not to talk to anyone. This is where ALISHA stayed in the car and heard RODGERS JONES say they would
need to dispose of this car as the group loaded bags into the two vehieles.

ALISHA confirmed they all weat to the casino in Fife and that ROB DAVIS grabbed 1000 dollars from a duffie bag in
his Excursion without the others knowing. ALISHA told me she received 1000 of the dollars in cash. It was mostly
20's. She went into the casino after ROBERT PRY gave her two of the victim’s checks that ROBERT PRY had filled
out. ALISHA tried cashing the checks, but it didn't work because the casino didn’t take third party checks. She threw
the checks in the garbage.

Tater at the Days [nn in Fife, ALISHA said ROBERT PRY used her phone to set up an online account, but she didn’t
know the outcome. ROBERT was in the bathroom when he was using her phone and she couldn’t hear everything that
was being said. SHAUNA used her phone as well, but she wasn't sure for what.

ALISHA confirms she stayed at the Days Inn and got into an argument with SHAUNA PRY and RODGERS JONES
put a smail semi-automatic handgun in her face. She tripped back with the group and was at ROB’s house, where she
heard the disturbing conversation from the adjeining room. ROB made a comment about it being a dirty job and
SHAUNA is heard saying it was a mistake. ALISHA stated she then contacted Detective Bowman and he told her to
call 911 since he was out of town. ALISHA said she never called 911, but left on foot and was later picked up by

JARED YAZZIE.

ALISHA was informed that she was baing arrested for Forgery for trying to pass victim Hood's checks and for
Possession of Stolen Property 2nd Degree for receiving $1000 dolturs of the vietim's cash from ROB DAVIS. ALISHA
was cuffed without incident, and was taken to the Tail. While still in the booking arear at the Jail [ briefly interviewed
ALISHA again, asking her if she recalled her Miranda rights. She told me she did. T asked ALISHA about the $1000
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COMES NOW the Plaintiff, STATE OF WASHINGTON, by and through its attorney COREEN
E. SCHNEPE, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, with the following Memorandum of Authorities Re:

Statements of past facts and hearsay—

A. ISSUE(S) PRESENTED
1. Issue One '
Whether the Statements overheard by Ocean Wilson and Alisha Small in the hotel room are
statements made in further of the conspiracy. Answer: Yes

2. Issue Two

Whether the statements overheard by Ocean Wilson and Alisha Small in the hotel room are
adoptive admissions. Answer: Yes.

3, Issue Three

Whether the statements made by Joshua Rodgers-JTones to Miranda Bond are admissible as

statements against interest. Answer: Yes

B. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Anticipated Facts

Shawna Dudley-Pry. Robert Pry, Joshua Rodgers-Jones, and Robert Davis began
planning the robbery of Robert Hood around the beginning of "December. On December 17.
2015, Robert Davis picked up Rodgers-meé, Pry, Dudley-Prv. and Wilson fr-om the Tracyton
duplex where they were staying, Davis dropped Rodgers-Jones and Pry off to-de the robbery and
took the other two back to Davis house which was down the road from the Tracyton duplex. A
while later. Rodgers-Jones arrived at Davis’ house without Prv. Dudley-Pry and Rodgers-Jones
took Alisha Small’s Honda to pick up Pry who was still at the victim’s house.

While Dudiey-Pry and Rodgers-Jones were picking up Pry. Wilson, Davis, and Small
got in to Davis car and went back to the duplex. Pry, Rodgers-JTones and Dudley-Pry were at the
duplex. Dudley-Pry put some items in the Honda and Davis® vehicle and the party left in two
vehicles. Rodgers-Jones and Dudley-Pry drove the Hdnda and Robert Davis, Small, Wilson, and
Pry drove in Davis™ vehicle to the casino in Fife. The Honda broke down on the way to the
casino and they did not arrive for several hours later. When Davis’ vehicle arrived at the casino,

Davis and Small went in to the casino. Pry and Wilson did not. Eventually, Goodloe arrived at

MEMORANDUM OF AUTHORITIES;
Page 2 of 9

Tina R, Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney
Adult Criminal and Admimstrative Divisions
614 Division Street, MS-35

Port Orchard, WA 983664681
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RECEIVED AND FILED
] @& IN OPEN COURT

MAR - § 2016

DAVID W. PETERSON

| IN THE KITSAP COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT KITSAP COUNTY CLERK
2|l STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
; ) No. lo- [ 00600 -7
Plaintiff. )
4 ) OMNIBUS ORDER
5 v, )1 (OOR)
’ )
6| _Kobee! Davis « )
)
7
Defendant. )
8 B )
O] 1. DISCOVERY STIPULATION:

10|| The State. represented by the undersigned deputy prosecuting attorney. and the defendant. represented by the undersigned
attorney. hercby stipulate. with any disputed items and/or motions noted below in Section 4, that both parties have and will
LT|| continue to comply with the discovery checklist set forth in CrR 4.5 consistent with the requiremenis of CrR 4.7,

12(| 2.__THE DEFENDANT TO STATE THE GENERAL NATURE Or His OR HER DEFENSE(S) (Check If Applicable)
13 ch‘:neral Denial O Alibi O Insanity O Diminished Capacity O Intoxication
: Sell Defense/Detense of Others/Defense of Property (3 Entrapment I;B Other: 5#@ 1’14‘«, f){ ?-(LLS(
41 3. THE PROSECUTION GIvES THE FOLLOWING NOTICE:
15]] a. The State reserves the right o request w amend the Information pursuant to CrR 2. 1(d).
6 b, Notice of intent to use all of the defendant’s (1} prior convictions: and (2) other acts contained in the State’s discovery for all

purposes pursuant to ER 404(h), unless otherwise indicated.

(71| ¢ If the defendant testifies at trial. the State may offer evidence of prior convictions as disclosed in the State’s discovery for

impeachment purposes. H additional eriminal convictions are found. the State will advise the defendant of such convictions

18 and may offer such convictions at trial.

d. Check it applicable: O3 Informunt involved O3 Special Inquiry conducted 03 Child Hearsay (RCW 9A 44.120) will offer at
trial statements of made 1o

201 4. DiSPUTED TTEMS, MOTIONS, AND HEARINGS REQUESTED!
21 g}“‘urrhcr arraignment (FA)g CrR 3.5 Status IE.SS)ﬂCrR 3.5 Hg (3.5H) O CrR 3.6 Status (3.65) O CrR 3.6 He (3.6H)

Motion ta dismiss. grounds:

2231 O Child hearsay lu.mlm_.@'l)lsum_w issues: _rgce id-zfj( 2 peod it Siats is e Mé:;l A«B ;

23 [ Other:

5. ORDER SETTING HEARINGS:

The detendant(s) must personally be present al the following court hearings and report to the KiTsAP COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT,
25| 614 Division Q,llu,l Port Olgl_%} WA 98366:

26 M Hearing for: Date: Time:
<Y1 7 Hearing l‘m. Date: Time:
27| 6. BRIEFING SCHEDULE:
28 || Defendant’s briel due: Time:

. State’s hriet duc: Time:
29 Reply briefs due: Time:

30 ORDPR Llpplo\"t..d !t‘n\. date; 3 f, i ,I' | HP

\
i
\% Ly
\

Defendant

)
e

(—

ttorney for Defendant. WSBA No. ) ¢4 5 4

Lad
LS

OMNIBUS ORRER: Page | of | Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney
- Adult Criminal and Admunistranve Divisions

614 Division Street, MS-335

Fort Orchard, WA 93366-4681
(3601 337-7174: Fax (3603 337-4949 )
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RECEIVED AND
LE
C oo
. MAR 10 2018
DAVID W, pETE
e

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

STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
) No.16-1-00002-7
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) .
) Affidavit in Support of Objection to
ROBERT DAVIS, )  Amendment and 8.3 Motion
)
Defendant. )
)
)
Affidavit in Support of Objection to L sa
Amendment and 8.3 Motion 904 DWIGHT STREET
PORT OHCH?;S% é;.'g_s;g;r;mcn 458366 g_f[
631

SU

'B(54)



2

tad

2
£

|, Jeniece LaCross, counsel for Mr. Davis, do hereby declare the following to be true
and correct to the best of my knowledge, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of

Washington.
1. lam older than 18 years old and competent to hereby state the following.

2. | am counsel for Mr. Robert Davis

3. During the pendency of the case, prior to the addition of the Robbery charge, |
discussed with the prosecutor the potential charges that would be brought against
Mr. Davis.

4. It was stated to me that the potential charges were undecided.

9. | clearly expressed my interest in wanting to be informed if a Murder charge would
be added.

6. Once a decision was made to amend the information against Mr. Davis to include
the charge of Robbery, | was informed that a Murder charge would not be added
based upon the states belief that they could not prevail due to the statutory
defense.

7. ltis my belief that the conversation occurred with DPA Jennine Christianson.

8. The conversation did not occur with DPA Coreen Schnepf.

9. | state with absolutely certainty, under penalty of perjury, that the conversation
occurred with the state, that | was informed a Murder charge would not be
brought, the reasons why it would not be brought, and that ! relied upon that
representation in preparing for trial.

10.1 relied upon such representation in preparing for trial and therefore specifically
did not address issues and defenses surrounding a charge of Murder.

Respectfully submitted this 9" day of March, 2016

g~

Joniece LaCross

< JENIECE LACROSS
AFFIDAVII Aftorney at Law
904 DWIGHT STREET
PORT ORCHARD , WASHINGTON 98368
(380} B76-1879
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RECEIVED AND FILE(:
IN OPEN COURT

MAR -9 201

DAVID W PETERSON
KITSAP COUNTY CLERK

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KITSAP

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff,
y :
ROBERT PRY,

Defendant.

-STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff,
V.
ROBERT DAVIS,

]jcfendant.

STATE OF 'Wr ASHINGTON,
Plaintiff,
V.
ARNOLD CRUZ,

Defendant.

MR, DAVIS’S OBJECTION TO STATE’S
THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION AND
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO CRR
8.3(B)

630
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No 15-1-01509-3

OBJECTION TO STATE’S THIRD
AMENDED INFORMATION AND
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT
TO CrR 8.3(b)

S

OBJECTION TO STATE’S THIRD
AMENDED INFORMATION AND
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT
TO CrR 8.3(b)

No 16-1-00002-7

No 15-1-01503-4

OBJECTIONS TO STATE’S THIRD
AMENDED INFORMATION AND
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT
TO CrR 8.3(b)

JENIECE LACROSS
Attorney at Law
904 DWIGHT STREET
PCRT ORCHARD , WASHINGTON 98368
{368) 876-1878

e
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COMES NOW the Defendant, Robert Davis by and through his attorney of record, Jeniece
LaCross and submits the following objection to the state’s Third Amended Information and motions

the Court for dismissal pursuant to CrR 8.3(b).

FACTS
On February 19, 2016 the state put the Defense on notice that a Second Amended information
would be filed adding Robbery in the First Degree- Accomplice and Identify Theft in the Second
Degree. On March 4, 2016 the State notified the Defense of a Third Amended inf‘bm]ation which

added Murder in the First Degree (Felony Murder)- Accomplice

AUTHORITY

The trial court may permit the prosecution to amend the information any time before the
verdict unless the amendment prejudices the defendant's right to a fair trial. CrR 2.1(d); State v.
Michielli, 132 Wn.2d 229,.244, 937 P.2d 587 (1997). A trial court's ruling on a proposed amendment

to an information is reviewed for abuse of discretion. State v. Schaffer, 120 Wash.2d 616, 621-22,

845 P.2d 281 (1993).
Where prejudice is shown, a trial court may dismiss the cause of action pursuant to CrR
8.3(b). Michielli, 132 Wn.2d at 244. A trial court's decision whether to dismiss pursuant to CrR
| 8.3(b) 1s reviewed under the abuse of discretion standard. Michielli, 132 Wn.2d at 240. Under CrR
8.3(b), a defendant must make two showings before a court can require dismissal of a cauée of action:
(1) arbitrary action or governmental misconduct; and (2) that his right to a fair frial was prejudiced.

Michielli, 132 Wn.2d at 239-40. Dismissal of charges is an extraordinary remedy available only

MR. DAVIS’S OBJECTION TO STATE’S e
THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION AND N b L
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO CRR v e
8.3(B)
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when there has been prejudice to the rights of the accused which materially affected his or her rights

to a fair trial. State v. Blackwell, 120 Wash.2d 822, 8§30, 845 P.2d 1017 (1993}

Simple government mismanagement satisfies the ‘misconduct’ element. State v. Michielli,

132 Wn.2d 229, 243, 937 P.2d 587 (1997) citing State v. Blackwell, 120 Wn.2d 822, 831, 845 P.2d

1017 (1993). Governmental misconduct, however, “need not be of an evil or dishonest nature;
simple mismanagement is sufficient.” Blackwell, 120 Wash.2d at 831,845 P.2d 1017. Absenta
showing of arbitrary action or governmental misconduct, a trial court cannot dismiss charges under
CrR 8.3(b). Michielli, 132 Wash.2d at 240, 937 P.2d 587.

Here, the State has notified Mr. Davis of their intent to add Murder in the First Degree via the
Felony Murder prong three days prior to trial. As there are no additional facts to support such an
amendment, it is mismana-gen'-)ent to wait until basically the eve of trial to notify the Defense of their
intent to do so.

Second, a defendant must show prejudice affecting his right to a fair tnal. Michiell, 132

Wash.2d at 240, 937 P.2d 587 citing State v. Cannon, 130 Wash.2d 313, 328, 922 P.2d 1293 (1996).

A defendant's right to a fair trial may be impermissibly prejudiced when he has to choose either his
right to a speedy trial or his right to be represented by counsel who has had sufficient opporttunity to
adequately prepare a material part of his defense. State v. Price, 94 Wash.2d 810, 814, 620 P.2d 594
(1980). Both are part of the bedrock foundation upon which our justice system rests. A person
cannot be forced to waive his or her right to a speedy trial in order to maintain the right to effective

assistance. See State. v. Michielli, 132 Wn.2d 229, 244-46, 937 P.2d 587 (1997), St. v. Price, %4

Wn.2d 8§10, 814, 620 P.2d 994 (1980). A defendant is not required to explain on the record why it is
impossible to defend the case within the time remaining on the speedy tral calendar. State v. Earl, 97

Wash.App. 408, 412, 984 P.2d 427 (1999).

MR. DAVIS’S OBJECTION TO STATE’S R e
THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION AND onr ol kg e
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A situation where a defendant may be forced to waive his speedy trial rights is not a trivial
event. Michielli, 132 Wash.2d at 245, 937 P.2d 587. “[Our Supreme Court], ‘as a matter of public
policy has chosen to establish speedy trial time limits by court Tule and to provide that failure to
comply therewith requires dismissal of the charge with prejudice.” * Michielli, 132 Wash.2d at 245,

937 P.2d 587 quoting State v. Dugging, 68 Wash.App. 396, 399-400, 844 P.2d 441, aff'd, 121

Wash.2d 524, 852 P.2d 294 (1993).

As the new charge of Felony Murder in the First Degree contains a statutory defense,
additional preparation and strategy is required of the Defense, and to accomplish this Mr. Davis is put
in a position of having to decide whether to waive his speedy trial rights to accommodate that. Mr.
Davis has been explicitly clear from the beginning of his case that he is not willing to waive his right
to a speedy trial.

Furthermore, the statutory defegse. requires that the Defense prove it by a preponderance of
the evidence. To add this burden to the Detense three days prior to the start of trial is prejudicial as
well.

I this Court does not find prejudice pursuant ot act upon CrR 8.3, the Stéte is still not allowed
to Carte Blanche amend an information. Prejudice to the Defense is not required tor the Courts to
deny the prosecutor’s motion to amend. See State v, Lamb, 175-Wn.2d 171 (2012) (court denied
amendment of information changing predicate felony irn UPFA after successful motion to withdraw

plea in predicate felony), State v. Rapozo, 114 Wn. App. 321 (2002)(court refused to allow

amendment from misdemeanor to felony after opening statement in juvenile case).
When ﬂndihg that the State had not met its burden of demonstrating that the trial court abused

its discretion in declining to allow the State to amend the information, the Lamb Court held that the

MR. DAVIS’S OBJECTION TO STATE’S TR LR RS

THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION AND 04 OWIGHT STREET
— PORT ORCHARD , WASHINGTON 98366

MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO CRR 360} 876 1578

8.3(B) '
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absence of prejudice to the defendant did not e.stablish abuse of the trial Courts discretion. Citing
State v. Haner, 95 Wash.2d at 863, 865, 631 P.2d 381; Rapozo, [ 14 Wash App. at 324, 58 P.3d 290.

In State v. Haner, 95 Wash.2d 838, 859-60, 631 P.2d 381 (1981), the defendant was ir.xiti'allly
charged with second degree assault with a deadly weapon enhancement. Prior to trial, as a result of
plea bargaining, the State moved to amend the information to reduce the charge to third degree |
assault and remove the deadly weapon allegation. Id. at 860, 631 P.2d 381. The court held that it
could not “say that the judge abused his discretion in concluding that the public interest would not be
served by reduction of f}le charge and dropping of the deadly weapon allegation.” Id. at 865, 631 P.2d
381. The proposed amendment to the information in Haner did not prejudic.e the rights of the
defendant and yet the trial judge still possessed the authority to disallow the amendment.

Similarly, in State v. Rapozo, 114 Wash.App. 321, 32224, 58 P.3d 290 (2002), the Court of

Appeals held that the trial court did not abuse its discretion in refusing to permit the State to amend
an information to charge a felony instead of a misdemeanor even though the amendment did not

prejudice the defendant. The holdings of Haner and Rapozo both make clear that a trial court may

deny a motion to amend an information irrespective of prejudice to a defendant. The absence of
prejudice to the defendant does not establish an abuse of discretion.
Without having any basis to support the late notice of the amendment, this Court should not

allow the state to move forward with adding the Felony Murder First Degree count.

CONCLUSION

This Court should deny the states motion to amend the criminal complaint against Mr. Davis
and dismiss the case pursuant to CrR 8.3. Ttis mismanagement and would be prejudicial to the

Defense in forcing Mr. Davis to choose between his right to a speedy trial and his right to effective

MR. DAVIS’S OBJECTION TO STATE'S JENA\EC%EG;Q&SSSS
THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION AND - OR"}T.‘A‘:':'CTT,I\ ;..'f.il N
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representation, as well as placing a burden of proof upon him a mere three days before tral. Even if
this Court finds that there is no prejudice, or dismissal is not the proper remedy, the amendment still

should be disallowed, as there is no basis for the state’s delay.

Dated this 7™ day of March, 2016

/\_/
~ Prepared by: ¥
Jenioce LaCrosd, AVSBA 28859
Attorney for Defendant
MR. DAVIS'S OBJECTION TO STATE'S i
THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION AND o oweTSIEE
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO CRR e e
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QECEIVED AND FILED
‘N OPEN COURT

MAR 10 20%

DAVID W PETERSON
KITSAP COUNTY CLERK

IN THE KITSAP COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

STATE OF WASHINGTON, }
} No. 16-1-00002-7
Plaintift] )
) MEMORANDUM OF AUTHORITIES RE:
v, } RESPONSE TO DEFENSE CRR 8.3(B)
) MOTION TO DISMISS
ROBERT LAVALLE DAVIS, }
Age: 47, DOB: 07/11/1968, )
)
Defendant. )

COMES Now the Plaintiff, STATE OF WASHINGTON, by and through its attorney COREEN
E. SCHNEPF, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, with the following Memerandum of Authorities Re;

Response to Defense CrR 8.3(b) Motion to Dismiss—

A. ISSUE(S) PRESENTED
1. Issue One
Whether the State acted with due diligence in preparing an amended information adding the
charge of felony murder in the First Degree. Answer: Yes.
1. Anfticipated Facts

The Defendant was first arraigned on the charge of rendering criminal assistance in the
First Degree on January 5, 2016, Onc moenth later, the State filed a First Amended information
charging the Defendant with Robbery in the First Degree as an accomplice and Rendering
Criminal Assistance wn the First Degree. The first amended information was based on additional

information that the State had received subsequent to the original charging. Since the first

Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney
Adult Crimioal and Admimistrative Divisions
614 Division Street, MS-33

Port Orchard, WA 983661681
(360)337-7174, Fax (360) 3374949

www kitsapgov. com/pros

MEMORANDUM GF AUTHORITIES;
Page 1 of 4

647

S

SUB(53)



=Y (O8] 2

N

28
28

30

31

amended information was filed, the State has received and issued over a thousand pages of
discovery and many ¢ds with additional information. This additional discovery includes the
following:
1) A crime lab report dated February 12. 2016, confirming that Robert Hood’s DNA
was located in the trunk of Alisha Small’s vehicle. The State alleges that Robert
Davis previously requested that Alisha Small come to his house to assist in breaking
in to the victim’s accounts. Davis then requested Small’s keys and gave the keys to
Dudiey-Pry and Rodgers-Jones.
2) On approximately February 18, 2016, the State received the download of Davis’ cell
phone which shows that the defendant was in contact with Robert Pry on the day of

the murder. Davis deleted several text messages from December 17, 2015.

(%)
s

On February 25, 2016, the State became aware that the defendant had placed a jail

calling using another inmate’s account on December 23, 2015, On the jail call, Davis

admits to giving the kids a ride to do a “diggle.” A diggle is a slang term for theft or
burglary. On February 29, 2016, the State received a transcript of that jail call.

4) On February 29, 2016, Occan Wilson was interviewed by Jeniece LaCross and the
other defense attorncys related to this case. This interview solidified what the
Wilson’s testimony would be at trial and what Davis® involvement in Hood's death
was,

5) On March 1, 2016, Alisha Small was interviewed by Jeniece [.aCross and the other

defense attorneys related to this case.  This interview solidified what the State

expected Small’s testimony to be and also what Davis’ involvement in the incident

WiHs.

C. ARGUMENT
1. The State acted with due diligence in preparing the amended
information charging Robert Davis with Felony Murder in the First Degree.
Dismissal of charges is an extraordinary remedy “available only when there has been
prejudice to the rights of the accused which materially affected the rights of the accused to a fair
trial.  State v. Rohrich, 149 Wn.2d 647, 71 P.3d 638 (2003). The defendant must show 1)

arbitrary action or governmental misconduct and 2) prejudice affecting the defendant’s richt to a
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fair trial. /d. a1 654. State v. Michiclli, 132 Wn.2d 229, 937 P.2d 587 (1997), the State admitted to
the Court that it had all of the information necessary to file the increased charges on the defendant
at the time that the original charges were filed. The Court found that the delay in bringing the
charges could be considered mismanagement where there was no reason for the delay and the
delay caused the defendant to request a continuance.,

This case is significantly different than Michielli. In this case, the State had reasons for
not filing the Felony Murder Charge at the original time of charging. This is a complex murder
case. The investigation was continuing long after the defendant was charged with Robbery in the
First Degree and Rendering Criminal Assistance. The State did not feel there was sufficient
evidence at the time of the original charging to add the felony murder charge. However, the
additional discovery that was produced through the course of the investigation changed the
State’s case significantly. It is also significant to note that Michielli was charged with theft
offenses that appear to be much simpler than the case at hand. The prosecutor was likely able to
process through the discovery quickly and make charging decisions. In this case, the discovery is
complicated and voluminous. The State is still continuing to process the investigation and
discovery in this case. New information became available to the State subscquent to the
defendant’s previous charges and the State made the decision, based on that additional discovery,
to amend Davis™ charges. Given the degree of discovery and the continued information that the
State received, it is not mismanagement for the State to change the charges at the omnibus
hearing. It is also significant to note that up until March 4, 2016, defense counsel on this case felt
unprepared to proceed with an omnibus order because of the continued discovery. Given that
defense counsel was unpreparcd prior to March 4, 2016 to declare defenses because of the
continued discovery, it is also reasonable that the State might not have the ability to make final
charging decisions until that time. To bring a charge of Felony Murder in the First Degree is
significant and the State waited until the evidence was sufficient to justify the charge. The
defendant was netified of the charging decision at the ommnibus hearing.  Thus, no

mismanagement on the part of the State can be shown by the defense.

D. CONCLUSION

Accordingly, this Court should deny the Defendant’s CrR 8.3(b) Motion to Dismiss.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 9th day of March, 2016,

Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney
Adult Criminal and Admitustrative Divisions
o14 Division Street, MS-35

Port Orehard, WA 983661681

{3060) 337-7174: Fax (360) 3374949
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RECEIVED AND
Fi
IN OPEN Coygs "
MAR 10 2015

IN THE KITSAP COUNTY SUPERIOR QAWRA p
KITSAP COUS.}:SRSON

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) . CLERK
No. “:-1“1 sl Al J(ZZQ -
Plaintiff, g 7
) ORDER CONTINUING TRIAL DATE
V. ) PURSUANT TO CRR 3.3(f)(1) OR CRR
T . 3.3(H2)
Ribeet Vauts , )
Defendant %

THIS MATTER having come on for hearing before the undersigned Tudge it is hereby —
1. [ JOoINTLY AGREED BY AIL PARTIES that the interests of the administration of justice will be
furthered by continuing the trial date to , 20 , and the Court

finds that the interests of the administration of justice will be served by this continuance, pursuant to
CrR 3.3(D)(1). (DEFENDANT’S SIGNATURE REQUIRED.)

2 {S} On the motion of the [_] STATE OF WASHINGTON [EQDEFENSE COUNSEL, the court finds
that the adminisfration of justice will be furthered and the presentation of the defense case will not be

prejudiced by continuing the trial date to , 20 , pursuant to
CrR 3.3(H(2) to enable:

%" A: Adequate trial preparation for defense counsel.
B. Availability of defense counsel for trial.
] C. Availability of the prosecutor for irial.
] D. Availability of witness for trial.
] E. To permit continued negotiation for a resolution of the matter.
] F. Other:

DATED this ((2 Vc'iayof J ;20 Z; .

Jup

C o1

(s !g‘],ﬁ [~ ,WSBANo. [7/j(; ¢ , WSBA NO.
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Attorney for Defendant

DEFENDANT

ORDER RE: CrR3.3(H) Tina R. Robinsen, Prosecufing Attorney
Adult Criminal and Administrative Division
614 Division Strect, MS-35
Port Orchard, WA 983664681
(360} 337-7174; Fax (360) 3374949
www.kitsapgov.com/pros
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RECEIVED AND FILED
IN OPEN COURT

MAY 0 4 2016
~  DAVID W PETERS
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON . ERSON
KHS 3 A= TR
COUNTY OF KITSAP AP COUNTY CLERK

STATE OF WASHINGTON

Plaintiff # 16-1-00002-7

VS
Co-Conspirator Statements

ROBERT LAVELLE DAVIS

Defendant
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Co-Conspirator Statements:

who-+has.afour by, four,.
theysreswilling:to. help.’
6) mcgm mma the; _,:cq;zmmam.mﬁ, so Ojeda:did notgetiout of the
ﬁcnr
7} Pry. m:g o_m% S_wm%maocﬁ mmzsm the. E_:qoé,n_mmzma and
‘eventuallyistopped: at Immﬂ:m_. Hudson!s:house.
8) Rry.told-Ojedasthat. O_mam probably.didn’t want-to’ be-in.the
car. Ojeda was-angry:and'Rry apologized. E,\ama.%mﬁ ‘there
was:a vmaomj:m,_irm.&::r whoithey.thought was-making
_ videos ofilittle:kids:and-themthe-accident happened.”:
9) Pry. %maho_%@m% rand-Wilsan' ﬂ:m; :mimmama 8 drop them
" -offat: Subway -
10).Atione: ‘point, le:ma;o stop.ats m:qmvm:n_c:ma house:to.wash.
.the.Hondatoff. *Ojedaitoldihimsto:keepidriving:

igivesthem a;call.and‘find out if

1) Cruzsaid he needed a ride to Belfair. Oleson drove to Be!fair
and “then he told me that there was something in the back (of
Oleson’s truck) | didn’t want no part of or didn’t want to know
what was in the barrel.”

2) Cruz had told Qleson to stay in the room and Cruz and another

male left to unload the barrel

Wilson said-that:Pry‘hadidropped them:off-and said:that he would
come-back-butinever.didicome:back. Rry:had.toldWilson that:he was
- going to. Unclelsshouseandiwouldbe. right back .

The male (Robert Pry) said he was walking home and his sister picked
him up. The female voice (Dudley-Pry) said, “come on, let's go”

1} Robert:Daviscalled:'Small and told:her that there:was.a dude
with.a large:amount.of maney and he needed Small’s help
with it. Small was supposed to access the money for the
group.

2} Robert'Davis told her that she needed to'move her car.and

«that Davis would move:it, Davis:came.hack without the.keys
and said'that he had.somecne-glse. move-the car.

3} DavisthentoldiSmall that they had to pack up-there.stuff and
go. Davis continued to:talk.to.Small about-where:her.car was..
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Co-Conspirator Statements:

somehody wanted help and the body was in the trunk, David
said.they told him no, get out of here, we don't want to'be a
part of this, we.don't want to get in trouble

On 12/19/15 or 12/20/15, Ojeda, Pry and Wilson came to the
Broad street address where Whitmarsh was staying. Ojeda
teld Whitmarsh that they were in a stolen Honda from Gregon
and that Pry had done a robbery.

Whitmarsh heard Ojeda telling Pry that the car needed to be
washed or cleaned

4)

Wilson would hear Pry and Rodgers-Janes talk about hitting a
lick. They:had a.lick they wanted to hit. Wilson would hear
whisperings about the plan approximately a week prior to the
murder. Dudley-Pry was.alsa-present for these.conversations.
Rodgers-Jones and Pry.would say that it wasn't far from the
hause, it wouldn’t be hard to get it done and have it over with.
There was a whoie bunch of money that was just going to he
coming in their pockets.

As it got closer to the robbery, Davis started joining in on the
conversations. Davis wanted to run the show. There was
discussions about how Davis knew about the old man
beforehand and how he could:have hit the lick by himself and
that Davis has lived on Tracyton longer. Davis would argue
with Rodgers-Jlones and Pry about this. Dudley-Pry was also
present for these conversations. One conversation, Davis says
“I'could-have done it myself. I've lived on Tracyton longer
than you. I'd known about it before you. You just happen to
hear about it.” Pry says, “if you were going to do it, then you
should have done it yourself. Davis says “Well, I'm still going to _
be a part of it.” .
Davis had come:to an agreement with Pry and Rodgers-Janes
that Davis would help the two with the robbery and, in {
exchange, Davis would receive any precious metals or coins
taken during the robbery.

Pry came downstairs and told Wilson to get in the car. While

Page |6
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drapping Pry and Rodgers-Jones off to do the-rabbery, Davis
was saying things like “don’t fuck it up.” Pry and Rodgers-
lones responded that they knew what they were doing. Pry
told Wilson he would be right back.

When Wilson arrived at-Davis’ house he was introduced to
Small as Bonnie. Davis directed Wilson to get him various
things and eventually told her to sit in the living room w/
Dudley-Pry

Dudley-Pry told Davis that the.boys are ready. Davis gave
Wilson the keys to Small’s Honda and told her to give them to
Dudley-Pry so that she could go pick up Pry

Dudley-Pry was telling Rodgers-lones, “how could you leave
my brother down there?” and Rodgers-Jones was saying, “let’s
g0, let’s go get him

Pry later said that while he was waiting for the ride, he was
confronted by the neighbor.

Davis told Wilson to get in the car to go back to the Tracyton
Duplex.

Dudley-Pry spoke to Wilson on the phone before they made it
to the Tracyton duplex and said the car wasn’t working and
they were still trying ta find Pry, and that they.would meet
Wilson and Davis back at the house.

Dudley-Pry, Redgers-Jones and Davis were arguing about who
was going to take the Honda. Dudley-Pry put several pillow
cased items in Davis’ car, saying, this is Bubba's.clathing, this is
Tiny's.

Small was complaining that she needed her car back and this
wasn’t supposed to happen.

On the way to the casino, Davis was asking Pry for coins and
gold. Pry said that there was no gold. There’s no nothing. Pry
gave Davis several coins and Davis said “this is garbage.”
Once at the casino, Pry wrote several checks for Small. $mall
wastelling Pry to write it for $12,000 and make it for
caregiving.

Page |7




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF KITSAP

STATE OF WASHINGTON

Plaintiff
Vs

ROBERT LAVELLE DAVIS

Defendant

RECEIVED AND FILED
Q IN OPEN COURT
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#16-1-00002-7

Co-Conspirator Statements
with Court’s rulings

895

SUB(91)



ddo Apted
SIAB(]
7 Ald (0T

ddo Aned
SiAB(]

g| a8ey

uon.g
papn|oxa
(q

siae(]

1ou
SHENE]
1sed
a'pgy
S3IAD

MO138
(9404
1d3Dx3
d
F1LLINGY
v

jo asodsip 01 papaau Aayi pies ajeur Jayjouy (2}, gol Axip
e pip Asyy, 184l palelis siaeg (g) “dn paiy 2jew e pey Aay;
jeyl (e) dwiAes a|dosd 8yl 428y J3A0 PINOD ING PBLINIDO
UO[1BSIBALOD B} USYM WODJ 342 Ul 10U SEM [[BLLS 'S3U0[
-s18dpoy pue Ald ‘Alg-As|png ‘siaeq 1310y 343 18 (1Y
‘oulsed 3y 01 08 01

sue|d apew Ald-A3|pnQg pue ‘Uos|Ip ‘SIAB( ‘SRUO[-S18p0Y
‘Algl “IYyBLje g pinom 1 pue 2)21Yyaa 124 198 pinom ays

18y plo1 siaeq pue sA3) 43y 2ui1198 Uo 3SISUl 01 panunuod
2YS a1aym xa|dn@ UOTAIRL] DYL 01 SIARQ YIM BA0ID [[BLIS
‘SIUNDIIE

ay3 BuIssadok Ul djay Jay 1oy 00'000TS jeWws aned siaeg

_ SEM JBD

43y alaym Jnoge [[eLus 03 3]l 03 PINURUOCD SiARC "0F pue
Hnis a1ayy dnoyoed o} pey Ayl 1ey] [|PLUS P|OY Uayl SiaRg
“1BD 81 9A0U 95|2 SUOAWOS PEY Y 1BY] PIBS puE sA3)

31 INOLUM YIBQ WLED SIABQ “}- 3AOW PINOM SIABG 1BY]
pUZ JED 13 BAOW 0] papaau ays Jeyl Jay p|ol sireq 11sqoy
i ‘dnoJg sy

1ot Aguow ayy 553308 0 pasoddns sem |jRuiS 11 yim djay
5,||BWS papasu ay pue Asuot Jo JuncLue a8ie| B Yylim apnp
B SBM 2134} JRUY IBY PlO] PUE |[BWIS PB|[ED SIARQ 119G 0Y

(T

Ald

SIA

08 |.. .
5,19 ‘U0 awWoo,, ‘pies (Atd-Asipng) e310A 3jewWway 3y} dn wiy payoid
18151s S|y pue awioy Supjjem sem ay pies (Ald 1agoy) sjew sy |-

aauelayLIng
Ui jou
‘papn(ax3

YR 1YF 30 pInoMm pue 8snoy 5,3j0uUn 03 8uos sem
9Y JBUL UOS|IM PO} peY Ald 0B SLIOD PIP J9ABU NG YIRY WD
pinom ay 1eyl ples pue 3jo wayi paddolp pey Ald 1841 pIes UOS[IAA

" "plauioyasp3

- JajaRyasApOf

znin

Sa

[2JJBG 8] peC|Un 03 Ya) ajew Jayloue

PUE ZN1J pue wood 3yl Ul AeIS 01 U0S3jO P01 PRY ZN1)

o 19JIBG 31 Ul SEM 1BYM MOUY 0] JUBM 1,UpIp

10 Jo 1ted ou JueMm 3,UPIP | (3aNJ] 5,U0S3|0 JO) o8RG 2]

Ul UIy3aLios SEM a13Yy) JBYI S POY BY U3, PUB Jiel|ag

i

(T

§ e

Uos3aI0 Ylauuay

0} BADJIP UOS2|() “Nejjag 01 3pLl B papaau ay pies zni)

s1uswaels sojedidsucn-a

B

&

N



L] 284

5
uolssiupy
wauoeddo

Alled

Aesieay
106 (5

144
‘Si uey)
19110 §3A

‘uondunsse
10U SIUWIS
uo paseq
40 (€

1eym mau] Aayy eyl papuodsas sauor-s1adpoy pue Alg
Ldnaong Luop, ey sduiyl SuiAes sem siaeq ‘Aragqgol
2U1 op 01 JJo sauor-siadpoy pue Ald uiddodp spypn

1B 3y] Ul 188 01 UOS|IAA P|O3 PUE SJ1BISUMOP awied Ald
.Em.nEE 2U} Suunp uaye) sujod

Josieyaw snomald Aue aniedal pinom siaeg ‘adueyoxa ui
‘pue Alaggod 8yl yum oml 23 diay pinom siaeq 18yl sauor
-si9dpoy pue Alg yum Juswaalde ue 03 aLIO2 peY SIAR(
LY 10 ved e ag 03 BUl0d 1135 W} ‘1|30, SABS SIARQ “J|3SIN0A
1t 2uop aABY pINoys noA uayl ‘41 op 03 BUlod a1am NoA

11, 'sAes Aig L1 Wnoqe Jesy 03 uaddey isnl noj 'noA 10434
JINoge umouy p,| 'noA ueyl 1a38ua| uolAdel] Uo paal|

DA} *$|9SALI 11 BUOP BABY PNOI |, SABS SIAB(] ‘UDOIIESIIALOD
BUQ ‘SUONBSISAUDD 353U 1oy Juasald osje sem

Ald-A3ipna sl inoge Ald pue sauc(-si28poy lim andie
PINoM siae@ “183Uo| UBIAIEI] UC PaAL SeyY SIAB(Q IBY) puE
Jjasuity Ag ol 8Y3 1Y 8ABY PIN0D 3y MOY PUB PUBRYDI0SY
UBUl PO 3y IN0GR MaUy SIARQ MOL INOGE SUOISSNISIP SeAM
42 L >>O£m Syl unt o PaluEmM SIAB(] ‘SUDIFESISALOD MLH
uo ur Fuitiol panuels siaeg ‘Alagqod a9yl 03 1950[0 108 11 sy
's13v00d

:m.ﬁ ul Bulwos ag o} Julod 1sn[ sem 1BY) Asuow Lo young
2|OYM B SEM 313U] UYL JIA0 1 2ARY puk auop 1| 198

03 pley ad 1upjnom ) ‘asnoy au WoJg Jey 1,Usem 1) 18yl
Aes pinom Ald pue sauof-s133p0Y SUOIIESIZALOD ASaL]
1o} jussald os|e sem Aig-As|png Iepinw ayl o3 soud yaam
e Ajgyewixosdde uejd ay) ynoge s8upiadsiym ieay pjnom

UOS|IAA “3IY 01 paiuem Aayi ol e pey Asyl Py e dunuy

INOGeR ¥|B) SBUD[-5133p0Y pue Ald Le3y PINam UaS]IM

4

=~

0

8]

Jojedidsuod
ag o

punoj epsfo
$53)UN

; pauUea|d Jo paysem ag
01 papaau 1rd ayl 1.yl Aid Bulja) epalg paeay YSIBwiymm
"Aragqgod e suop pey Aid 1eY3 pue uodalQ Woll

EPUOH U3J035 B U] 31aM A8y 18Ul YSIBWYAA PoY Bpalo
"BulA21s SEM USIBWLIYAA 913UM SSBIPPE 198115 pEOIg 31

YsJewy A

S1UIWaIRIS bo“m:am:.subu



g| »8ey4

Ald (vT
sinep/Aid
(€T

)oBQg
Jed duipyse
1 Asay
10U ‘ples
Moy uo
spuadap
{z1

ddo Aned
siARQ
‘Aid (6-8

ddo
Apied (g

59A 07-GT

piAS
iajoeaeyd
ou ‘ulpunoy
3ouA3|e.l

01 323[qns (g

yma stuajgosd auem aisyl 184l pies Ald-Asjpng , 2ulop
NOA 4 Yony 3y 1BYM, PadSe pue Ald-A9|png pajed Add
‘Buialdaiea

101 1 d|BW PUB 0OO'TTS 404 11 21um 03 Ald Suljja1 sem J|ews
||EWS 40} Sy28Y2 [BJ2ABS 2104 Ald ‘OUISED DY) 1B 35UQ

. 28eqied s

$143,, PIBS S|ABQ pPUB SU10D [R1aA35 sIaRQ aned A4 -dunjjou
0U 5,213 "P|03 oU SBM 31aY) 18yl pres Ald 'pjos pue
SUI03 10) Ald Sun|SE SBM SINBQ ‘OUISED 3U] 01 ARM 9Y] UQ
‘uaddey o0y pasoddns 3, usem siy3

pue 3aeq 1D 19y papasu ays eyl Bujuiejdwod sem ||BLg
s, AUlL S) s1yl ‘Buiyio|a

5,eqqng $1 51yl ‘SulAeS ‘18D SIARQ Ul SWISY pased mojjd
|etanas ind Aid-A9pnQ ‘epuoy 2y a3e1 01 U108 sem oym
mnode 3undJe siam sineg pue sauor-siadpoy ‘Ald-Asipng
‘25N0Y 31 3B DEQ S1ABJ PUB UOS|IAA 123 pinom Aaul
1e4) pue ‘Ald puiy 01 8ulAl jj13s a1em Aayl pue Bupliom
1,Usem Jea syt ples pue xaldnp uojAdel) ayl 011 apewl
Aayi a10jaq auoyd ayl uo uosjipn 01 aads Aig-Aa|png
‘xajdngQ uoiAzed]

a1 01 30eq 03 03 182 3y3 U] 128 01 UOS|IAA PlOY SIARQ

- 10qU2iau Ayl AQ pajuoliuod sem

34 ‘Bpl 3yl JoJ Bulnem SeMm 3Y 3|IUM JBUL PIES 131E| Ald
wiy 198 od 5,19] ‘08 5,39),, ‘BuiAes

SEM 52UO[-5138p0oY pUER., /213l UMOD Jayl10lq Al aaedy
noA p|no moy,, ‘sauor=siadpoy Buljel sem Alg-Aa|png
Aag dnyoid 08 pinod ays 1eyl 0s Ald-A2jpng o3 LwaLl

BAlE 0} 124 PJO) PUB BPUOH S,[|EWIS 01 SA3Y 3 UOS|IAA
aned siaeQ Apeas ale sAog oyl 1eUl siARQ plo1 Aid-Aajpng

Aid-Aajpng -

/A w004 BUIAK 3Y] Ul 1S 0} 13y piol Ajjeniusaa pue sSuiy)
SNOIIEA WIY 199 0] UOS|IAN PBIIBIIP SIAB(Q "BlUUOYG SE [[BWS
0} PA2NPOJIU| SBM 31 BSNOY SIABQ 1B PAALIER UOS[IAN UDUA
2280 Y31 3 PINOM 3y UOS|IAA POl Ald “Bulop alam Ay

(ST

(¥1T

(T1

Jsjuswalels Jojedidsuan-o0n

903



v A ; ¥ s
_/ﬁ#ﬁfﬁ{[ﬁ.{ﬂ f ,ff:/j




Dac
JAIL

p—

(£8]

LR o i I R =) U U, SR R O |

BOBRY KO N R s s e s e R e el S e
L A W = O 0 e Y s W R —

27
28
29
30
31

RECEIVED AND FILED
IN OPEN COURT

AUG - 5 2015

s W FETER SON
KITSAP COUNTY CLERK]

IN THE KITSAP COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
Neo. 16-1-00002-7
Plaintiff, ) 16-1-00264-0
)
V. )
) : ) FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS
ROBERT LAVALLE DavIs, ) OF LAW FOR EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE
Age: 48; DOB: 07/11/1968, )
)
Defendant. )

THIS MATTER having come on regularly for hearing before the undersi gned Judge of the
above-entitled Court pursuant to a hearing on sentencing; the parties appearing by and through
their attorneys of record below-named; and the Court having considered the motion, briefing,
testimony of witnesses, if any, argument of counsel and the records and files herein, and being

fully advised in the premises, now, therefore, makes the following—

FINDINGS OF FACT
L
That on 8/5/16, the Defendant entered a plea of guilty to the crime of Promoting
Prostitution in the Second Degree and was previously convicted of the crime of Identify theft in

the second degree on 7/6/16. At the time of the entry of the plea agreement on 16-1-00264-0 and

the change of plea, the Defendant, his or her attorney and the State stipulated that a sentence of 5,
months between both cause numbers would be appropriate in this case. 70
“AGe_ IL.

5‘}?}(76_ Hiommnds B CTwodlno on gj(.g;naﬁuo%&(i?;z{fg

Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney
Adult Criminal and Administrative Divisions
614 Division Street, MS-35

Port Orchard, WA 98366-4681

{3601 337-7174; Fax (360} 3374949

www kitsapgov.com/pros

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
FOR EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE; Page 1 of 3
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That the Defendant understands that this jeintly recommended sentence would be an
exceptional sentence, because the Defendant’s presumptive sentence under the standard range for
promoting prostitution in the second degree would be 51-60 months mecarceration and
furthermore, the presumption is that the sentence would be concurrent to the conviction for
identity theft if sentenced on the same day. The statutory maximum is five (5) years incarceration

for both cases.

Trga A -
L : CONCLUSIONS OF LAw
I.
That the above-entitled Court has jurisdiction over the parties and the subject matter of
this action.
IL,
That this Court concludes that an e&ceptional sentence of 90 months of incarceration (57
months on 16-1-00002-7, consecutive to émonths on 16-1-00264-0) is appropriate for this
Defendant, even though the presumptive range is as set forth in Finding of Fact IL.

1.
That this Court will impose an exceptional sentence of / { }j W\Mﬂr\) based on

the agreement between the State, the Defendant and Defendant’s attorney and the presence of the
aggravating factor of multiple concurrent offenses that results in the defendant’s high offender
score with some offenses going unpunished RCW 9.94A.535( 2)(0). The Court concludes that the
parties’ stipulation for this sentence constitutes a substantial and compelling reason for an
exceptional sentence pursuant to RCW 9.94A 535, and that the stipulated sentence is consistent
with the interests of justice and conforms with this state’s prosecuting standards, pursuaﬁt to In re
Breediove, 138 Wn.2d 298 (1999) and Srare v. Hilvard, 63 \\f'n.App.b‘fﬂfB, 819 P.2d 809 (1991),
review denied, 118 Wn.2d 1025 (1992).

SO ORDERED this 5 day of August, 2016.

PRESENTED BY—

Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney
Adult Criminal and Administrative Divisions
614 Division Street, MS-33

Port Orchard, WA 983664681

(360) 337-7174; Fax (360) 3374949
www.kitsapgov.com/pros
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CIpLAINTIFF DEFENDANT
CIreTIMIONER URESPONDENT
CloTHER

Case No. 16-1-00002-7

STATE OF WA vs. ROBERT DAVIS
[ 1 Admitted [ 1] fused
[ ] Withdrawn [ ot Offered

Date of Court's Ruling:




il

18

19

07 Okay.

A. Somewhere around there.

Q. Did you drive around or take the ferry?

A I drove around.

0 Okay. And was there anybody else with ycu when you
came over in the car?

A, No. I met them at the gas station, the Chevron gas
station up the road.

B Meaet who?

A. Rob

Q. Rob Okay.

End what was your reason for ceoeming over from
Seattle?

Al Because I had thought that he -- you know, I thought
that -- from what Phil had told me, he does big
things or whatever. And I thought that he had -- had
something --— that I might be able to find useful for
you guys, yeah.

s Okay.

BY DETECTIVE MANCHESTER:

£

A,

BY

s

DETECTIVE

somewhere around there.

Can you explain
I thought that he =-
BOWMAN :

I'11 just

that again?

say this right

I missed that.

Nnow.

RECEIVED 05/02/2018
Kitsap County Prosecuting

29
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1 It's pretty much going to be known in the court

i records that you were on contract as an informant for
3 me .

41 A, Mm-hmm .

5] Q. I mean, there's really nothing we can do to hide

6 that e

7 L O Yeah.

8| Q. -— at this point, nor do we want to.

)

So you told me that you thought that maybe Rob
10 was selling drugs —--

e A, Mm—-hmm.

Tl 0. -= and that ycu could probably buy from hinm.
= A. Mm—-hmm.
e | 0. So that's essentially why you went there?

15 A. Yeah.

LB| & Okavy. So how long were you at Rob's before the car
17 came up missing, do you figure?

18| A. I wasn't even there not even -- not sven five

18 minutes. Rob took the car.

20| . Ckay. How long was it before you noticed that the

21 car was gone?

22| A. Right away because he had come in —-- back inside

23 right away. And I'm, like, well, where is . I asked
24 for the keys back. And he said that he had given

25 them to somebody else to move the car.

30

RECEIVED 05/02/2016 3268
Counly Proseculing Attorney



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

&)

A,

Q.

Mm-hmm .

I mean, how involved in zll of this is Rob?

I don't know. I couldn't say.

Okay. I mean, do you think that this is typical of
Rob, to hold people at his house and tell them that
Lhey can't leave?

No.

And you're telling me --

But from —— I see —-- 1 feel -- 1 feel 1like, no, it's
not. But at the same time talking -- when Christina
a was talking to me, it sounds like he has, you know,
done some things out there to her, too, to where
she's scared of him. That's. why she told me that she
had that Sameocan guy out there is because she's scared
of him. He's suppecsed to be there to protect her.
Okay. You know, so I mean, if these people asked you
to participate, we need to know that they asked vou
to participate.

Participate in?

Driving them somewhere. Golng to cash checks.

BY DETECTIVE MANCHESTER:

Q.

Letting you know what they nad accomplished and now

BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN:

Right.

41

RECEIVED
Kilsap County P

ing Attorney

g 3279
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16

17

18

24

25

A, Like I said, they had asked us te cash a check at —--
cash a check or two at the ecasino in Tacoma.

BY DETECTIVE MANCHESTER:

Q. They asked you to do that?

A, Me and Rob.

Q. They asked you and Rob to do it. Whe asked?

BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN:

O Yeah. Who?

A, I think it was Bubba or else -- maybe it was -- yeah

L

it was Bubba.

o. Is that why he stayed in the car?

A. Mm-hmm. They stayed in the car because they didn't
have ID.

Q. Okay. And the check, do you remember what the name

on the check was?

A, I don't recall, no.

Lx. Okay.

A, They didn't -~ they didn't cash it.
Q. How big was the check made out for?

A. Like 200, I think it was. 275.

. Okay. Sc¢ they asked you guys to go cash it?

P Mm~hmm.

Q. Did they say that they were going to pay you guys
anything or give you some money out of 1it?

A. No. There was no questions asked about it.

r

3280
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11

12

16
iys
18
15

20

0
BY

Q.

A.

notes. Rob —--
Rob, Bubba, Shawna. And myself and the redhead girl.
BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN:

Q.
A,

Q.

A,

The gangster guy was there?

Mm-hmm. The gangster guy was the one that was
driving that car, doing stuff to the car.
Right. And the redhead female was there?
Mm-hmm .

And Rob was with you?
Mm—hmm.
Who else did you see come in or cut of the duplex?

I didn't see anybody else.

DETECTIVE

Okay.

So say those names

And the gangster

And the gangster
What do
all of this is?

T think Big —~ T
I think he

know,

really talked to

MANCHESTER:

vou think the extent of Rob's invclvement in

again one more time, just for my

guy?

guy.

mean, I think he has knowledge. You

knows something. But I —-- I haven't

anybody really about it besides Phil

Kilsap County

3293

Prosecuting Attorney
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14
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16

17

18

1.8

20

Q. Okay.

BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN:

Q. Did Rob ever go in at all?

A. Yeah.

Q. Okay.

A. He was the last one to come ogt.

0. Okay. Sc when you were lcoking at the duplex, was it

the one on the left hand or the right-hand side?

A, Right-hand side.

Q. Okay. And then when you guys went to the casino, did
vou ever look in the bag and see what was there?

FLv Hm~-mmm.

Q. Did anvybody pull anything else out of the bag?

A. Hm-hmm.

BY DETECTIVE MANCHESTER:

Q. Rob pulled the 2,000 bucks out?

A. Well, besides that, no.

e And he —=-- where was that at? Was Lhat in the -- it
was in the parking lot or in the parking garage?

A. It was the parking lot of tThe casino.

Q. Parking lot. Okay.

A, Mm-hmm .

0. And then he basically -- he didn't tell you why vyou

were getting it, but he basically said, look, they

got this from the guy's house and you get 1,000 of

RECEIVED 05/02/2015
Kitsap County Prosec

3289



10

11

12

13

14

18

19

20

it, is that what they said?

Al He never said nothing about getting —-- he never said
nething about getting it from the guy's house. He
never said nothing about it. He just gave me -- I

seen that he had the meoney and I said, "Wow, where
did yeou get that from?" And he said that he was
geing to give me 1,000 of it to gamble on and he said
to have fun. That's what he said.

Q. What makes you believe that this stuff was from this
guy's house?

L. Because after hearing what they -- they said they had
a guy tied up after, I just put two and two togelther,
you kﬁow, that there was --

BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN:

0. And that he had a bunch of money?
A, Yeah. T just put the two together and figured that's
what it was from. Neither of them had a bag of

clothes c¢r anything like that that I thought it was.

e After you left Tacoma or Fife and came back here --
A, Mm-—hmm.
Q. How long were you at Rob's?

I, I was there all night that night until about 11:00
that feollowing the day.
Q. Okay. Which was?

A. Sunday.

62

RECEIVED ’*1’70?.? 3300

Kitsap County Pr



A#ﬂf/emwf — % )

MSTATE Exhibit No. 3 55

OpLAINTIEF ClpeFENDANT
CpeTiTIONER CIrRESPONDENT
CoTHER

Case No. (15) 15034, (15) 1508-3, (16) 00002-7

STATE OF WA vs. CRUZ, PRY, DAVIS

[\(Admitted [ 1 Refused
[ ] Withdrawn [ 1 NotOffered

Date of Court's Ruling: __JUN 1 3 2015
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JATL CALL
(13-01-16/6:56 pm
Case # 16-1-00002-7
Page 1

JAIL CALL
Q=Robert Davis
A=Cara Digiulio

You know? So, all fucking crazy old fucking ccean. Fucking, you know, God,
you should have heard it. Her statement is so fucking - just back and forth.
She said, “Oh, Rob - Rob Davis is tryin’ to run it all.” But then he said, “Oh,
(Joshua Rogers), or Tiny, was trying o mn it all.” You know, I'm like, “What
the fuck are vou talking about?” Well, then they - when they asked, “Well,
how - how and what I was doing to try to run it all,” she said, “Well, he was
driving.” What the fuck? Are you fucking serious?

Well, -you were not driving.

I was dr- T mean, yes, [ was driving. [ was driving the truck.

You were what?

T was driving the truck. T - I drove the truck. Yes I did. (Unintelligible)...
Drove the truck where?

To - from (Tiny)’s house to my house.

Oh.

Dropped them off - dropped them off at my house, okay? And then went and
met (Bonnie), okay?

Olay.
A- and then went back to my house. And then when we went to Tacoma I
dropped them off again in Fife ‘cause they did stay at the same motel as we, I

did. ‘Cause they didn’t have ID.

Right.
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48
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52
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55
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62

JAIL CALL
03-01-16/6:56 pm
Case# 16-1-00002-7
Page 2

O You know what I'm saying?
A: Right.
Q: Yep. So anyway, long story short with that is she’s saying I fucking God

damn fucking was runnin’ the fucking show. Check this out, I have no idea
who this man was Kara.

Al Right.

Q: Never seen him. Did - you should...

Edited

The transcript has bé/@l? rev 1ewedf\fj§f17[he audio recording submitted and it is an accurate

transcription.
Signed% C\}(/lv e T A




IN THE COURT OF APPREALI OF THR STATE
DIVISION TWD
STATE OF WASHINGTON )
Respondent ) No 49

i )

ROBERT DAVIS )

Appeallant )

DCCUMENT =

ATEMENT OF ADDT

SUPPLEMENTAL APPEALLANT

ADDRESS TO:

(1) Washington Court of Apneals Division IT, 850

L

Ste 200, ¥MS TB-06, Tacorma, WA. 98402-4454: (2)
Prosecutors Qffice. 614 Divison St, Sort Orchard

(3) WNiel=an, Broman and Koch, Attornevs =t Law,

Winkler. 19208 ®ast Madison 8t, Seattls, WA. 9285122
By plzocing ths =zams in a nre a2ddrease” =pnvalone and
same as legsl mail, T.9. Mail Postaoe arrangsd, at
Corrvection Center, on the 5&2 day of May 2017.

ot Lriner

ROBERT DAVIS, 958015

Airwawv Helwhtﬂ

RP.D, Raox 2049, Imit

Aitrway Heilahts, Wk,
1 of 1

Kitsan

netrjury that he

The undersicsnes certifiszs under venzlty of
did serve a true =207 correct cony of the follewing:

REVIEW

=

2roadwav,
Coun
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.-::z 0 3 £ 53 :
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Adrwav Heic

X-317
29001
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