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INTRODUCTION 

T. Mr. Robert L. Davis rJould lik.e to inform the Court tat T 

am 	layperson an,:7  woul(I like to hp (liven -)road leewF-y in the 

formality of: fThe Court. T have truly nnt my 	foot forwar in a 

attempt to be formally correct in these nroce2dinosi Please 

forr v rn  Cor the refrences to nrofPnity for they are just that 

referenceq to the States writin(7s and arcTuements, 

The ta 	ent oE orofP-ntt,7 re lso . roven to !),- untrue in my 

argument and at triPl. I also ci my best to nroyide sulD numbers 

to all (pc my information and attachment, but hecausP T am a 

layperson T. had a litt1J=. trouble on a hit! Put for sure all is 

based from the Cnurt files Pnd most qui-) niornhc,rs are nrovicl9d. 

Thank you fnr your time mirl understanf9incf! 

ROBERT 1,. nAvT9 



Trle of Attachments in clunoort of 
Staf2ment of Facts, Argument. and Questions 

"All from t'le Court Files" 

Most can be folin in Sub g27 
I do not have all of the Su;b's Numbers Please be understanding! 

I am a layman to the Law. 

A. 'Probable Cause Statement's 

1. Dater3 12-31-15, pg-5-to-7 
2- Dated 1-26-19 A-mende(t' nc1-24-to-26 

B. Jennifer Rice, Report Dated 12-24-15, pq-1-and-3-of-5. 

C. Gerald Swayze, report (3ated 12-29-15, ry:J-2-of-10-tirst 
naragraoh. 

D. Gerald Sway7e. report 	 -ted 1-14-16, nc7-5-of- 0 - 2d to last 
nA.raaranh. 

Gerald Swayze, reoort 	ed 2-3-16, no-2-of-5- 21-r5 paraqraph. 

F. Cory Menchester, report :-3ate--,  12-22-15, oq-4, 2nd to last 
Paragraph, pa-5, 4th Pararaph, pg-6, 2nd paragraph, pq-7, 2nd 
paragraph. (So nq's 4, 5, 6, 7, of 9)- 

G. States Memorandum of Authorities, statement of past facts and 
hearsay Part B Stat,?mpnt of 1-.he case datec? mare-h 1'3, 2016, 
Pq-2-0f-9. 

H. Mr. Davis, Omnibis Order clated March 3, 2016, n,7-1-of-1. 

I. Jenice LaCross, Affidavit in Sunnort of Objection to Amendment 
an R-3 Motion dated march 9,2016, pg-651, 652, (all). 

(Thjection to State:q thirr3 amened information and motion to 
dismiss (9.3) dated March 7, 2016, pg-630-to-635, (all) 
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State Memoran-3um of Authorizes, resnonse to defense motion to 
dismiss dated March 	2016, pg-1-to-3-of-4. 

L. 	CourtF order continuing trial date March 10, 2016, Dg-654, 

M-1. Co-Consniratcr statements date6 May 4, 2C16, a rif.. 7- 

  

 

Co-Conrator statement with court rulinct dated May 16 201E, 
og-5, 41, and Dg-7-8, 44. 

N. 	Findings of Fact and conclusion of law for excf,,ptional 
sentence dated August 5, 2016, pq-1-2-of-Z. 

Q. 	Exhibit V211, Alis , a Small interview transcripts, 

P. 	Rxhibit 	t1.1 one jail phone call th,riy 	actually 
at trial c-7-ated 

TTI 



Table of Case  
In Support of Arguement 

RE° P.C, Statement and Misstatement/Falsehood 

State v. Wilson, 2008 wash.Aon Lexis/1, 45 ( 2-11-08) 

Paragraph 37, The trial court ,.'!etermined that the affidavit 
did not contain materially false information and was not the 
product of "a knowing or deliberate falsehoo0 or deliberate 
disregard for the truth"... the trial court properly declined to 
hold a Franks hearing, and it correctly denied Wilsons motion to 
suppress evidence based c,n the misstatement in the 3fEi,davii-  of 
nrobale cause rFN17]. 

Her in present case, unlike Wilson where the court 
correct to denie! Here in Mr. Davis its clear a knowing or 
deliberate falehoo'! or deliberate ..-gisregard for the truth "does 
ex7-Ast".. 

[TN17] We note that even had Wilson made the preliminarY 
Franks showing and ultimately eetablisheei a knowing and intentional 
falsehood or reckless disregard for the truth Wilsons argument 
fails because the affidavits remaining information, absent the 
excised misstatement, would still have been sufficient for the 
Macristrate to find P.C. /, 3q U.S. at 155-56. 

Again the court was correct in Nilson 1-)y 	finding P.c, 
with the excised mistatement! 

Here in Mr. Davis the lead investio.ator f7or the state 
detective Bowman, worte a P.C. on 12-31-15 as a result "No" charges 

ever went to trail fro'n this D.C.! 	(The vif5eo as ,,ained on 1-?- 

16 proving Mr. Davis 	cot qi-on at 275 Tracy-ton 1vô ane: drop 
off anyhoriy), 	(c3ef-ond leaõ. dotectiv Swayze reiewed tbe video 
footage! The information of a drola off "is" a falsehood its 
untrue). 



THfore in n7- T4F--)t c ctiy o-nE-,n not (scninr-f 

firr_,ro hin p 

-oliv to -rnn n;Y: '- i- Ot7 "  in Pj ca-71 The 

riliq.,7tPt -flent her- PS it n,,,rtin-T4 to ?-11.7. 7;avis rJith ()lit 

n r•-•-1R4.:i.nn L7, ',2ntion nt r7f'i to thi., 
 

irzr:11,  

the rfoig-T 

i.rìtc) 

4t2. 

Pi7j-.  V, YFIlnifl 1-12fl '27, Pt n2s. (5-2?-?'-0 

An '.7.vidGntiary Ta-her- 

a affi -nt 'ncyJinf7U7, int:T=ntion,,Z1v, 

wit') reclEs-Fs 'isrecYar For t1.1 1711th n 217-Fi-Mvit 

a f.: Fcl to -c 

cati! t 2 v ---,, 1_17, 

   

121_, (1.1 A)_ 7h- ITO 

t7,7.ontation,:i EfTia.7t not f.:D 

 

".-.ftate.,  v. 4c.?r,‘ (7.7% 7.7i: ) nnnc 

  

((:: 1201)(137 ì 2ì n3) In t7 1-1 1,-, rr.1„ 	-eathr2r 

nroh.:=1±)1..e CD1:!7? T', 7L 

its e:7,Ition, rnrom1.2 

thP.t whe'l 

tFfice rtncn 

for reevaluatior) 

04 

\n l '.19 -';_ 7 1'7'72 7  

v. =?c.)1.7f,e1, 1 11 n -f -'r n1-7  

    



See SLat,-,  v. 14111.1,-,n 	 - 371 wo.")-') 

427 

342  

231, 894, 259 

97, 110, 96 S, 

40S U 

0  3d 15P (2911) 

T....7(3.21(? 

150, 154-, 92 S.Ct, 
CTiCili0 	:inited States?  

prosecuting attorney !hall disclose to defendant's counsel any 
material or informaion within t. m:osecuting attorney's knowledge 
which tends to Megate aefenðants guilt“ as to the offense charaed. 
Addi-tiona1l7 in ::%rallf v. Maryland,  373 U.S. 83, 83 S.Ct. 1194, 
1196-97, 10 TJ.TE. 111215 (1963). The 0,S, supreme Court hela' 
that, th,-7. E]w:forecion by the prosecution of evidence favorable to 
7-m accused upon reauest violates d!.le nror7,,,s,7 tih 	th. avit'iPnce is 
mateci;31 to quilt or :711nishment, irresnective to rha crood faith or 
bari. faith -f the prcisecution. 	Since 9radv, the Unite;5 States 
Supreme Court XETi 	rocess o'7..liqation of prosecutors to 

(1) Favcrabie evic3ence even if not requeste,:9 by tile 

(2) Impeachment evi,9Pnce, 

(3) Evi6ence oassesTd hy 1,-sw pnforc,i?ment, 

763, 31 11,„Ed.2d 104 (1')72), 7".7le3  v. U.S- 419, 437, 
115 S,Ct. 1555, 31 1-7,d ?d, 4:30 

-4tablish a .Brzadv, violation Roussel mu.F-:t demr.)7!strat,? 
existen 	c-, ch of the l ary 

The ,,viclEmre at issue must bri,  favorable to i:he 
ar‘cus6 oither benaus it 	(:111.1)atory, or because it is ihing. 

(2) That evi6ence m'Jst "-lave been Fupnressed by the Statc,, either willfully or inavertently! 

(3)  

Mulln 1 71 'On "›,:i c40=,  - 	 , Stricir v, 'Thsene. 527 U,S. 

 

 

 

263, 2‘31, 92„ 119 F.Ct. 1936, 144 F.,.17..2d. 286 (1999)). 
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45 

Undercutting of a plea agreement: State v.  McDonald, 183 

Wn.2d 1 (SJ.:t. of WA 10-2-14) at 183 Wn.2nd 21 

Pararyraoh 1eL5, rqe helZ thDt Tom'<ins remar'‹s hreache?.! 

agreement Tomkin,; asked the court to impose the maxium 9entence 

directly contrar7 to 	e .Dlea agreement, 	Ine 	to ny-e3Pnt wht 

happen&I to thc vicHl 	 Lmolv attcf 

of t'ne points in f,,,!vo-  of 	rie 	a1,5 he Lonloce; 

court, to hold MacDonal J.,cccunth1,,  for hi 
	

:.1vocacy 

undermine6 the Fitat ,  o1,3a accree-penf. , 

2oraf.'frF3n 45, 	tr-;71- 	to-faY 	:40..th the C'ourt 

of 7‘npealsT7iior Twn's rqc,rioir,- in 'Thrr.,,nr,  

Wn Pnn at 	TI-11-f. the f-ourt hel that thP ta 	eached a 

plea agrement amf; 	 re,lark,  on 7! victim's 

that :cifiprmine's t'm2 State'r3 plea aareement and asserte6 that thr,  

Washington State Contitution does not crive the State the right to 

speak for victims when they have deci,5e6 not to sneak for them 

selve.s..,(see footnote 5). 



SUP NUMPER'S RE,,'71RENCE SHEET 

027 - Police Panorts X5 FInd P C. .qtatemPnts X2 

#41 - Omnibus Order 3-4-15 

#46 - Objection to ctate!,;Tir Amen,f*Eld Information and Motion to 
1i!7mi3f7 (9.3) 

053 - Memorane3um of Anthorities RE.  States Response 3-10-16 

#54 - Ai7fi-3avit in 531:inort of Oblection to Amendment and 8.3 Motion 
2-10-16 

#56 - Order for Continuano of Trial 3-10-15 

#61 - Memorandum of Autllorities RE: Statement of Past Fact 
3-21-16 

#80 - Co-Con5;pir-71tor Statements 5-4-16 

#91 - Co-Consoirator Statement!.; with Ri)limlq 5-1-16 

Also cee Sub #27 for Statements of Co-Conspirators Oated 2-25-15 

i7T.TT 
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STATENIFNIT OF 7ArTS 

This case beman as a of er hv Mr. Davis to snonsor a welcome 

home narty for qha,Ina ,Thdlev Pry rtir Davis was d.atino nu-?lev D •rv 4 q 

Mother at the time, 	Offer was made on 12-ln-15, and the call came 

to mr Davis ec!7,.nting the offer on 12-17-15! 

Law Inforcment involve:lent hem'n in this case as a potential 

drug casa with Alisha Small a con'iential informant trying to do 

controlled druo bi7va for T-)tective .Thson 7owman! 	Mr Dflvi 

rq)tential tarcr 

On 12 22_ 19 Mr Davis Was arcested and wa 	uet rd ahout P 

missing person, a man Mr.. Davis has never met, Mr. Robert Rood who 

tilrned out to he a fl?O o 	V"' 1-)"Vis WPc: arrested 

or a boal) 0 ohation violation, The violationy was For heina at a 

caino on 12-22 15 the ay of my arrest, and one violation For not 

livinm at 	Tracvt!-)n 	Thic'; case nroved T live at 

Tracyton 1vd, 	s for the casino violation it was drooped, thrown 

out, t'la r3etectiv2s u!ard my Probation oFficer to maliciously aain 

my arrest, Pecause in fPct Davis h.a not violated his probation() 

" 

')T1 12-1-15 Lead Deeatiw,  Jason P•ow'r - n w-otc,. a -Jartif'cate 

of Probahle Cause statement on mr. Davis with the cri,-les arresta'l 

for litecl as ren-lerinm criminal assistance 1st dec.rc 	obt)ery 

lst 'earee 	from this 0,-. qtatement Mr Davis '7as only 

rharoc3 with 1- anr9erinm 	: 	So as o= 12-31-15 ther,- was not enouoh 

to charae Mr Davis wit:h Tobbery from what's in this 0,C. 

Sttement. also the charge of renderinm crirA-al as-istanc7_,  was 

::!rolai.ara:1 by the State. 	qo at some point it was decided there was 

not encrimh evidence to sunoort renclerina 1st charges, from th.is  

D,C. Statementr 

-1 -tate,:,  witness Ocean Wil,on was arrester:i on 12-22-15 auld mad 

a statement that Mr, Davis nicI:ed them up (Dry, Dudley Pry, Jones, 

wilson) and droy9 to Mr. Davis's house at !7 86 Tracvt-n alvö, an,9 

the boy's Pry and Jones left on foot from there! mr. Davis ha,:l 

'Mae 1 



left Pry, Durflev pry and Wilson at his house, and clent to go meet 
Alisha Small at the aa-station so she could follow Davis to his 
house. 	("1r Davis did not remember seeina Jones when he left!)(or 
noon his return). 

On 12-3 15 c)cean Wilson mae a 2110 statem,7!nt when aqkeò ie 
there anythinq else of rrinortance to add to her 1st ,0-._atement made 
on 12-22-15 Ocean Wilson say . 

 o 

On 1-14 16 Ocean Wilson enters into a plea (5.eF,1_ with ne 
State prosecution and makes a 3rd statement and in this statement 
Tfilson sav,7 after nickinr1 up orv, Dudly Pry, Jones, and Wile.cn,Mr 
lavis drooped off ory and Jones to do a Robb9rv, drop off loeation 
is in front of 8275 Tracyton Ply the r,otdhe-ler resience and said 
at that exact soot an:9 time of dron off "dont fuck it ula'. What 

Ocean Wilson didn t know was this conFirmed location, confirmed bv 
Ocean Wilson,was under 24 hour Video surveillance (recordd), the 
d!L-oo off date also confirmed is 12-17-15. 

On 12-24-15 Detectiv* jrnnifer Rice Renort -0,(7 	3 	of - 
5th par-graph Carol Loidhamer will nrovide video! from there 
surveillance systan 

On 12-29-15 detective Gerald Swayze RePort nc! - 2 • of 	10 
looking for any inEormation about suspects or suspicious 

vehicle's contActina other resid-2nce's on Tracyton Blvd to inc1ude7 
966':' 9221, R259, 9247, 8273, all located around Mr,. Davis's house 
at 2c-95 Tracvton 711v.-zi and Loid'-lamPr rec, iencp ?275 Tracvh.on 
wi-h no infor-aation foun. 

On 1 14-1c -he samc,  rlav Ocean tlilson makes her 3rd statement 
Detective Swayze's follow up renort eav's he obtained flash drive 
from Craig Uoidha - er containino survillanca footarle of 12 17 17 
front efates roa ide 8 275 Tracvton T.lv anr3 re-qieed the footacfe on 
1 13 -16 arr3 di't not find anv useful footaqe 	Oöõiy Dotective 
(second lead) Swayze sav's the reason loo1,7ed For and foi ,n' 
informion and video is '9irectiv from Ocean Wile.ona 7r -  •statement 
made on 1-14-16, the statement that Mr, Davis stopped in front of 
the Loiciamer residence and dropned off Pry, and Jones to commit 
the crime and said then don't fuck it 13n. (Wilson made statement 



1-1-1 15 is very oõd , 1-)ec,use Detective Swazye got vicleo 1-9-16 

showincr Mr. Davis "(9-V not stoo" his car) 

Also from Ocean Wilson's 3rd statement dated 1-14-16, learrl 

detective Jason Dowman writes a second Amended Probable Cause 

Statement da+- ed 1-25-15 and the crime arrested in this ID,r. 

'7tatement ie Robbery 1st dearee "only" the reason for the amendment 

is to add the statement made by Ocean Wilson on 1-14-16 seving 

Robert Davi:,  drove Pry am-9 Jonc,.s to the location of victim's 

residence in orer for Pry an,3 Jones to carry out the robbery! The 

exact dron off location oF the front getes of 9275 Tracyton Plvd 

Loidhamer residence was confirmed to Detective Swayze by Ocean 

Wilson and t- he dete in auestion is 12-17 15. 

On 2 3 15 Eollow up renort by second lea'f' T)etective SwayTe 

nc-T-2-of-5 21-1,3 para7raph,Ocean Wilson confirms th location of 

dron off ie the very uniefue ornte front gates of the T,oihamer 
residence. 

On 12-22-15 detective Cory Manchester renort interviews 
alisha Small -Po 3 of-9- 2nd to the last paragraPh - Small explains 

why ehe at Mr Davie's house in the first place 	P.av's to hv 
drugs from Mr. DaviF! 

Sam -  Renort 	,7,-E-9 4th nElrpriranh- l,skeõ how involvd 

Mr. Davis is. Small say's she doesn t know! 

Also same Report -na-6-ofec) 2nd paragraph Small gives a 

Oxymoron statement of Mr. Davis called her For assistance! 

Again same Renert -or1-7-of 9- 2nd naragranh 5rna11 denied 
making the oxymoron statement of Mr. Davis telling her he needed 
her assistance with an account! (This report is very imnortant 
will explain further in mr. Da-is (mv) An711ment n Sunoort of!) 

On Pe--5-15 Renort of proceedinae RE -  Joiner Rearina na-9-L-
5-to-9- State Lays Out Rule for Joiner -L-10-te 12 State say's, 
they all were at Mr. Davl_s house 0.5S5 Tracyton 

On L-13--o-15 the States only statment to the Court to aain 

Joi-ler says - Peasicallv mr. Davis helped in the arrengemenl-s, 

dropped ff Pry and Jones they committed the --iurc::er! 

On n(-1 12-1, 23-to 25-To-n(7-13-L-1-to 2-the Judcle loin my case 

Pacre 3 



to Pry and Jones, and Cruz Agreeing with the States araum--nto 

nn PPb-19-16 Renort of Proceedings -pc1-8-to--L-22-to-75--na- 

9-1,-1-to-2, the Prosecution/State Provides oroposed 	ended 

Information -pg-12 L-14-to-16 the State says the elements at trial 

is basically we have Mr. Davis 'being charged with what essentially 

is being a accessorie ''Ar"T7D, the fact. Pg 21-L-1e to-18 the Judge 

admits to havina only read the 	C. Statements on the case to this 
point. On L-24-25 To pa-22-T4-1 Court Denied Motion to Sever based 
on 0 C Statement. 

On Feb-26 1C Report o Procee'ina -Omnibus and Status 

Hearing- Attorney Tom Weaver Points out the Court felt in part it 

didn't have a goo-7 grasp on the facts to this point in this case 

On Marrh.4 16 Renort of nroceedings the orosecution states 
there intentions to oress munfer 1 charges see na-14-L-5-to-1R- On 

na 12-L 4-to-7 and L-15-to-23 the State put holdback charges on he 
record, 

On Marrh 9-16 Reoort of Proceedings Motions Volume T -11)CI 11-

L-22 .To-pg-17-L 10 Davis/dfense argues the States Amende,3 

Tnermation citina State v Michell: and Prosecutorial 
Mismanagement see -pg-12-L-19-to-25 -To-oa 1:1 -L 1 -to-7. Also na-12-
L-10-to 11 the Defense point'? out the fact of no new facts nothing 
has changed or is different. See L-17-to-19- Defens:' relieZ upon 
States Information of no murder charges would be filer3 in Defensr,  
counsel Preo for Trail. Pg-15-L-9-to-20 the defense Points out 
the impact and that Mr. Davis has expressed his position through 
out this case te have this trial with in speedy trial and now would 
if forcied to defend aaeinsl: murder charges would have to ask for a 
continuance at this late stage and this would be the only reason 
why we would he askina for a continuance. Pq-17-L-3-to-9 Defense 
Counsel says the State affirmatively reoresente t 1.1e .. that 
Davis would not be realing with murer 1 issue! (Representer" by 
Presecntor Christensen) 

On March-7-16 PieFen-e Morion tP Dismiss th,:,  
Information (Please see all) 

Paae e 



On March 9-16 -17)(1 22-L-3-to-7 th State argues its office 

policy that they -3on't file the menõ 	Tnformation ntii1 closer 

to the trial to allow for conti,luec3 nerlotiations! ("Fact" there was 

no, on going continued negotiation), 

On pg 24 L-12-to-25-To-pa-25-L 1-to 14 the deFone -Further 

aralies the fact that the ,, tate said that no 111:!r-ler charae- woul he 

fileõf Pg , 24 L-21 to24 Defense Counsel Clarifies. 

On March-9-16 ResponTe to De-Fne Motion to Dismiss og-2-

of-4 The State says a6ditional --'iscovery is. as follows .:,nd list 5 

Tssues! (Davi-,-  will adress all 5 Tssues in his argument that where 

raised by the State) 

On March-9-16 The State smits Apiened Information 3 

Counts Murder 1, Robbery 1, T.D. Theft 2nclo By Prosecutor Jennie 

Christensen- 

On March 10-16 Affie.avit in Su,-nort of r)bjection to Amendmnt 

and F-3 Motion. Attorney for Mr, Davis Jeniece LaCross under 

penalty of perjury states 10 facts 

Fact 43 sav's during the pem-Rency of this case and prior 
to the a&ition of the Robbery charges Counsel c3iscussed 
with the prosecution (Christensen) the potential charges 
that wou1,71 '--)e brought against Mr- Davis. 

Fact #5 Attorney LaCross clearly expressed her interest in 
wantirm to he informed if a murder charge woulr'. 

Fact -11:6 Favls once a decision was ma6e to amend the 
information againc,.t Mr Davis to include the charge of 
Robbery 1, defense counel LaCross was informed(by 
Prosecutor Christens2n)that a murder charge wo1c1 not be 
added bF29ed upon the States belief that they could not 
Pre.vail ..f.ue to the statutory defense 

On March-10-16 Report of roceedincs motion:s Volume T og 

Co--oefens- coui 	olyiects, 7,11 3 den:.,a object 

og-196-L-7 Court ;)(7rees. Pc1-167-C-20 To-oa 172 C 19 	orE,1 

argues the Motion to Dismiss! ,De:T-171 L-19-to25-To og 172 C-1 tn2 

0 fPnF•e consel Clarifis Was in f,ct to1/:- no Lr'sr charae! c,r1 

Pg-174-C-2-to-5 the State/Prosecution "ADMTT 	that t'le derision in 

Dage 5 



f - ct was ma6e at one ?point to not charge mr Davis with murcler! o_me  

174-
?Co- v,is ny  tril  L-17 
to.21 The State say/s they did not have all the information in on 
this case nertaininr1 to Mr. Davis arir on na 175 T., 5 State cite / s 
the 5 nieces of evidence used in March-9 Resnonse to defense motion 
to Dismiss! ')n ng 175-L-10-to-14 The State 'ADMITS" to the 
weakness of there case a(-fainst Mr. Davis,sayina relied heavily on 
,qitness testimony! Pq-176-L-1°--To-oa-179 L q Defense arque's 

mismanagement by the nrosecution og-177-L 23 to 24-To-ng-178-L-1-

to 9 Defense araue's the f,ect of no new evir'lence eLea the 
defense counsel to believe that nossible -lur-ler 1 charges are on 
the table do to case oror_Treseion. 

See . Court Ruling on oa-179-L-22-to 25-To nr7 l'6-L-7, Also og-
193-L-25-To-nrI-194-T, 1 to 2 Court says State nrovided in its 
briefing un--rebutted facts that demonstrate t'iere was reason for 
the State to change nosture! (referring to the 5 Issues raised in 

State toarch—;-16 Resoonse to DeFense Motion to Dismiss!) On ng-

196-T_,-2-te-=1 The Court sav ls that nost the evidence relates to this 
charae is also relevant to the originel charge of Robbery 1! (This 

in i's self nroves no new eviclence to this point). 

On nrY-186-1,° Te ncr 19-Llq Mr. Davis is inst now arraigned 
cpr murder L. -‘n og LO r,-3-to-10 defense counsel is force,1  to ask 

for 45 day's to orepair. On og-201-L-22-to 25-To ng 210-T4-10 The 

DeFense and Co-defense argue is it a continuance or a recess 	The 

Sitate argues the same all ask for the Jur7ge to rule on 1- hie v,?ry 

important issue 	The -ourt hlows it off and refuses to rule one 
T:qav or 1- le ot'ler! (See all) 

On nr1-2.07-L-22-to-23 The State trv's to get the Court to 
rule that trial has starter.1 anc3 this3 is e recess -L-24-to-25- The 

Court as'e iF evervboy arlree's -na 205-L-1-to3 Pief=nse (9oes not 

agree "Mo" ... On cc/ 209-L-5-to-6 The Court aefain refuses to rule 

on this Tesue. 

Mareh-TP-16 Prosecutor Careen SchnenF arguee in her 

Memorandum of Authorities 	Statement of Pa,t Facts and Hearsry 

Part P. Statement of the case! L-18-to-22 e-ay's on 12 17 15 Robert 

Davis picked un Jones, Pry, Duf_filev Pry anc_ gilson from the 
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Tracy -ton dunly D=Ivis dromped Jone,; and Pry off to clo tHe Robbery. 

On Mav-4-16 the State arques Co-Consnirator Statement pa 4-
Alisha Small 41 Dlavis called Ms Small needed srnalLs hely>, Small 

was s,inposed 	P . cess the money 	the group! 
On na-5 ar1,3 7 Ocean 14ilson J!:!!- While 7'.1 1:.onnina Pry anr3 Jones 

off t-_o do the Robbery Davis 	cayina thincTs like* "Don't fuck it 
un" 

On Ma? 16. -153 Co Conp,pirator .Statern.nt. wj hCourcs 
Tdisha Small no.-5-Statement 41 admitted,Ocean Wilson n(T 7-
Statem,.?nt 4:z1 

Mr Davis went to trial for m12.n-ler 1, Robbery 1 Robbery 2. 
and T.D. Theft 2, all hv way nf -ccomolice, an0 was accluitted of 

rder 1, ro:-..bry 1, an ,-7. 1:-c)Thr'/ 2, hv ury ‘vF‘rclict. 

Ll_ty of I D. ThPft 2.11(:1 1-w way of acc.omalic 

Duria Mr. Davis arrest for violation of c.-rob,7)tion in the 
investiaation of this case Davi,F, hans his phone over for 
invec;tiaation (sPe 	 teetimonv) 

A warrant au'horize--,  the search and seizure of evidence 
contained on Mr Davis's nhone related to the crimes of murder in 
the first - eclree, Robery in the First degreel and rendering of 
criroinal -ssistance 1st deare. The warrant says word for worc3 

(1) To ehysicaliv anr3 forenicallv analyze the dewices 
and/or Sim carl's for 	Trnaces vieos, cont-ctr., call 
lo 	con - nirator phone numbere. and addre ,-!ses,tex 
messaaes, emai1.7, financial transactions information. 
elecfronic docume,nts, faceb o m2ssencrer c'lats, and any 
other stored information"relating u to the robbery and 
murder of M 	Hood, an-3 those rendering criminal 
assistance to suspects of those crimes 

(2) To allow the use of any computer, electronic (5ievice, 
or forcnic orogram to assist in the analysis of the cell 
nhone sim cards, ancl related m2tadate held with-in the 
devices! 

(3) To utilize any necessary specialist or exnert in 
computer cellular devices, and hiah tech electronicc: to 
complete the physical and forenic analysis! 
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Mr Davis' turnd his phone over at the time of his arrest. 
Mr, Davis believed the -'etectives had .-)een told by Alisha Small 
that Mr Davis stole her car, and the text messages and phone 
contact over the oast 5 days contained in the phone would prove Mr. 
Davis did not steel Ms. 	car. 

During the search/investigation of 77r . Davis's nhone in t;-lis 
case after gaining a warrant specific to the robbery and murder of 
Mr, Hood. The States investigators/detectives found a unrelated 
video of Mr Davis engaging in sexual acts with a orostitute frien 
of his, she turns a trick-prostitutes herself to a John on this 
video. From that during this investic7ation T was wrongly charged 
with promotion of prostitution 7nd. Trial was due to began on this 
July-11-16, but after unjustly finhting for his life Mr Davis 
didn't have he stamina or mental energy to continue with non-stop 
court. So knowina Mr Davis was Going to orison for at the very 
least,te time it would take to over turn T.D. Theft 2nd on anneal 
Mr. Tavie chose to enter into a deal and nave a Alford Plea of 
Cluilt on the promotion charge! The plea agreement covers both 
charges list both case numbers through out, the agreement jointly 
is for 90 months 	Tt didn't really matter t'ne break down on how 
the numbers got to 90, it could have been 45 on one and 45 on the 
other. but 90 was the agreed amount of time by '.. oth sides 	Tt ,,qas 
hand wrote in 57 and 33 months. 

(-)117ucr 5-1(; Penort of proceedingr-1 Change of Plea and 
Sentencing for case numbers both 115-1-00002-7. and i:1:3-1-00254-0 
(Please see transcrints all) 

Also sPe 	finding.s of Facts and conclusion of T...aw for 
;?xcentional sentence case numbers lieted are both iq'-1 00002 7, 
an'f] ;q:15-1-00254 0 

Tn finc?inge -F facts 1 qtte and Defense both stioulate that 
sentence of 90 month on both cause numbers would he appropriate in 
this case! 

In facts 2 its agreed jointly that the recommended sentenr.e 
won1-7 7- -2 an exceptional sent.3nre 

In conclusion:r of law TIT sate/Court says some offen,.es 
going unnunished P C w. 9.94A.535(2)(c). 
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ARGUEMENT  

On 12-22-15 Mr Davis was wrongly arrested for 2 probation 
violation's 4l being at a casino and 2 for not living at P.96 
Tracyton Blvd. In this case Mr. Davis should have been detained 
and guestioned, but not arrested. The detectives contacted Mr. 
Davis s probation officer and nressed him to issue a bogus arrest 
warrant. to gain Mr. Davis's incarceration! This was done with 
malicious intent! It is proven through out Mr i)avis's nlace of 
residence is 8696 Tracyton Plw9 . for the violation of being at a 
casino Davis was found not cruiltv. 

On 12 31.15 detective Jason Powman the lead detective in this 
case wrote a Drobahle Cause Statement on Mr Davis with the 
crimes arrested for listed as rendering criminal assistance 1st 
degree and robbery 1st degree! And from that P C Statement Mr 
Davis was "only" charged with rendering 1st degree! Detective 

Powman is a very large nart of the malicious intent through out 
the progress of this case as it pertains to Mr Davis 	So as of 
12-31 15 P-C. Statement there was not enough to charge Mr DaviF 
with robb.ary 1! And the charge of rendering criminal assistance 
1st degree was drooned! So at some noint it was decided there was 
not enoucth evi'ence to char-le mr Davis with rendering criminal 
assistance as well PS robbery 1! So not enough for robbery or 
rendering at thiF point! But the State maliciously holds on to 

the rendering charge to maintain Mr Davis's incarceration! The 
nrosecutors Schnepf and Christensen want Mr Davis to be part off 
this case so bad at this noint, they start to lose sight of there 
oath and duty as Prosecutors and begin to abuse there power and go 
to the point of being Power drunk as it nertains to Mr Davis 

The evience provincl 	Davis lack of involvement is so 
overwhelming thP,t there's 2 reasons the state would continue in 
the prosecution of Mr Davis7 

Reason 1 	Is the state is blatantly turning a blind eye 
to there own proven facts evidence reports/statements, 
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provided 'ay there investigators! 

Reason 2 	Ts malicious intent to mr. Davis because to 
turn a blind eye in there Position of power! (o there own 
facts, and evidence, nroven in there investigations is 
malicious! 

State's witness ncean Wilson was arrested on 12-22-15 and 

made a statPment that Robert Davis nicked un Pry, dudley Pry. 

Jonesi anc', wilson from there duplex on 12-17-15 and drove to Mr. 

Davis's house (no stops) 8686 Tracyton Blvd and the boys Pry and 
Jones left the property on foot and returned on foot! see. may 

18, 2016 transcripts na-2539-L13-to-17) 

11,ead detective Powman anfq nrosecutors Schnenf and Christensen 

maliciously turn a 'alind eve to this statement by Ocean Wilson as 
if it did not eist or this statement was never made! (The fact 
is Ocean Wilson's ,:irst statement is true mr Davis nicked them 
all up and drov f.i(h no stons to Mr Davis's house 9696 Tracvton 

Blvd, Mr Davis left them all there and went to the gas station to 

meet Alisha Small)! 

On 12-2-15 Ocean tlilson's 2113 statement shes was as,7ed 

there anything else of importants to add to her 1? 22-15 statemen.F 

Wilson says *No* not,linq else (See Mav 24 2015 trane,criots 17) 

3035-L-14 to1R, also see, Manchaster Direct by LaCross. June 20 
2016 traneorints pa 4-7.9 1.4-17-to 25-To ng-4740-T,--1-to-13). 

Prosecutor's Schnenf and Christensen. nlus lead detective 
Powman all turn a blind eye to this statement that supports 
Wilsons first statement on 12-22 15 and proceed maliciously as if 

this statement/renort never harmen or does not exist. 

On 1-14-16 Ocean wilson enters into a plea deal with 
Prosecutors schnenf and Christensen and maes a "3rd statement" 
and in this statement Wilson sav's after mr- Davis nicked them all 
un Davis dronned off Dry and Jones to do a robbery, Davis stormed 
in front of 9275 Tracyton Blvd the T,oidhamer residence! 	71 1-vq, no 
Davis says to Pry and Jones *I- on't fuck it un"... 

Now I (Mr Davis) will sav this if this staterlent is true and 
Davis dropoed off csry anr3 Jones to commit this crime I (Mr. Davis) 
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am qiiilty of murder 1 robbery 1, robbery 2, and T.D. th(aft 2nd by 
way of accomplice! 

Put what Ocean Wilson did not now is this fabricated drop 
off, and location "confirmed" by Ocean Wilson, was under 24 hour 
vi,:ieo surveillance, "recorded" and the date in question eonfirmed 
is 12-17-15, 

On 12-24-15 detective Jennifer Rice's report og-3-of 5, 5th 
paragranh say's Carol LoiThamer will orovid video of 12-17-15. 

On 1-14 15 the very sarno day Ocean Wilson makes her 3rd 
statement second lead ''i(?tective Swayze's followed up report say's 
on 5 of-0  5th naragraPh and this is yer,7 odd because it says he 
on 1-8-16 obtained a flash drive from Craig Loidlhamer containinc 
snrveillance footage of 12-17-15, front gates of 8275 Tracyton 
Plvd and Swayze reviewed the vif3eo surveillance and "did not" find 
any useful footage. (See, June 20, 2016 transcrints pg-4670-To-pg- 
4574 (see all nleas-:)) 	(See, pg-471-L-22-to-24, detective Swayze 
commit's perjury 'oecause his report say he viewed the footage on 
1-9-16)! (Also nor 4572-T, 4  to 11)(Please see og-4672-L75 To pq 
4673 L-1-to-11, Wilson confirms fabricated dron off location). 

Now at this point second lead Swayze and lead Bowman State 
prosecutors Schneof and Christensen, all know its a "Fz\CT" that 
Mr. Davis never stopped at the front gates of 8275 Tracyton Plvd 
and dropped off Pry and Jones and said at that "exact" time and 
"location" dont fuck j1  up, and in fact Ocean Wilson is lieinq! 
Rather then removing this Proven lie from the States case against 
Mr.. Davis the State and there investigators Proceed with actual 
malice and malicious intent and turn a blind eye to there own 
video Proof, evidence, end facts! Ilurying Mr. Davis in a - ea or 
unjust proceedings and hearings covering up the weakness of the 
Stats case against Mr. Davis and extremely clouding the issuea 
be_oce the c:ourt and the jury! 

On 12-27-15 the 'Itate's lead investigator himself deFectiv-? 
Jason Bowman •say's in a text in his service phone provided by the 
countv off kitsao to Alisha Small that he (Bowman) believed Robert 
Davis has Thothing" to do with the actual robbery! See June 
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2016, na-4422-L-10-To-na-4425 (see all) (See pa-4424 L-8-to-18 
Clerifies). Please see also pg-4434-L-5-to-14 when asked is this 
his actual belief as to Mr. Davis's involvemnt in this case? 
Detective rowman answers (in this case "yes") Question? gow 
could lead detective jasen Bowmen in aood conscience write the 
second 7).0 Statement Amended in light of his belief and the 
video! the answer is he can't! so with actual malice the State 
1ea-5 inv:,?stia.  tor Powman proceeds ti--) turn a blind eve to his own 
statements and belief, and the prosecution jumps on board as if 
this evidence/text never hannen or does not exist. (So far this 
is all there evidence and they see it and just will not proceed 
ethically nertaining to mr. Davis)! 

Now from the Ocean Wilson's 3rd statement 1-14-15 that Mr. 
Davis stonoed in front of the Loidhamer residence and drooped off 
Pry and Jones to commit the crime and said at that exact snot and 
time don't fuck it lin! Lead detective Jason Bowman writes a 
Second Probable Cause Statement dated 1-26-16 Amended and in this 
P.C. Statement the crime arrested for at this time list Rohbery 1 
"only" the Amended P C. Staternent adds the 1-11'-15 dron off 
statement by Ocean Wilson and (dont fuck it 	Saying Robert 
Davis drove Pry and Jones to 	location of the victims residence 
in order for Pry and Jones to carry out the robbery! 

So for lead detective Bowmen to at this date (1-26-16) to 
write this new P.C. Statement usina Ocean Wilsons 3rd statement is 
clearly with malicious intent. and for the State to file rob!7)ery 
charges from this Amendment makes the State malicious and they are 
proceeding with actual malice! Qo at this nint both the 
prosecution and there investigators Powman and Swayze are directly 
with there actions abilsina there power and goina after Mr Davis 
with malicious intent! and hoth have turned a blind eye to a 
massive amount of there own evidence as follows: 

(1) Ocean Wilson • 1.7t statement! 	"No drop off" bovsiet 
on foot dated 12-22-15 sunnorted !ay transcrints 

(2) Ocean Nilson 2n(71 statement nothina of imnortance to 
add to First statement c3at0 12 23 1r; snonorted 17)V 
transcripts 
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(3) Video proof shows Ocrl,an Wilsons is lieiner dated 
1-9-16, suoported by transcril:,ts 

(4) The lead detectiv- Jason Powman text Mr. Davis not 
involved dated 12-27-15, supported by transcrins 

(5) The Cory Manchester report Alisha Small statement 
Denied ever saying Davis called her to help with 
some accounts! Dated 12-22-15, see attachments 

The evidence that drop off is not true Was reviewed on 1-8-16 bv 
detective Swayze this along with all the other evidence can't lust 
b pushed out over looke':', and treated as if it does not ev-ist or 
didn't happen! The State and there investigators they are the 
Pro 	they know exactly Tahat they are doing. and abuse of power, 

wrongful and malicious prosecution, and prosecutorial 
mismanagement are all taking place at this point! 

On June 20, 2016 transcripts second lead detective Swayze 
testified nr7 4670-To-ng-4674 (see all) that Ocean Wilson did in 
fact confirm the bogus dron off location! ::)n og-4671-T,-6-to 24 
Swayze sav's Wilson's statement is why looking at being mans 
(str et vie':J) and location is confirmed, bv Ocean Wilson and this 

info is from 1-14-16 interview by Ocean Wilson. And, its 
information that Swayze didn't know etore thiy; interview. See 
attachments follow Up renort by detective ',T/qavze dated 1-14 •16 og-
5-of-8e 6th iparaaraoh. Swayze sav 1 5-4 on 1-8-16, 6 davq before 

Wilson statement is made on 1-14-16! He got the flash drive of 
surveillance footage from 8275 Tracvton Tfl.ve,i the Loidhamer 
residence! Making his testimony on og- 4 671-L , 22-to-24 a untruth, 
and knowing this makes him and the Ftate further malicious in 

there actions and intent, and detective Swayze commits perjury on 
the stand! On no-4.672-T, 25-To pg-46737C-1-to-11 Swayze confirm 
that Ocean Wilson "specifically" confirmed the "gates" of 3275 
Tracyton Blvd the Coidhamer residence. Pa 4673-L-20-to-23 Swayze 
says was not able to find what he was looking for. 

So with everythincf to t'-)is ocAnt how could lead detectiy,? 
Bowman write a 2nd 7)  C. Statement using that information, on 1 26 
16. The only e'<. nlanation is the state and there investigators 

intend to do Mr. Davis legal harm plain as can be. On Pa-4677-C 

8-to.20 Swayze confirms what he's looking for in the video saying 
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loot-dna for tinv and bubba (Jones and Pry) aPttinq out of Mr 

Davis's car a Ford Excursion. Also see L-21-to-25-To--x7 4679-C-1 
to 3, See pg-46P1-L 17-to 23. 

On June 20, 2016 transcripts detective Bowman testimony off-
46')7-To-oq-4689-L-2 (see all) on na-4687-L-25-To-pq-4698-C-24 

Bowman admit's no belief that Mr Davis was involved in drooping 

off Jones and Pry as of 12-27-15. in fact his belief should he 
they left on foot an71  returned on foot, ner Wilsons first 
statement and supporting 2nd statement! Detective Powman and 
Swayze'r; FIctual malicious intent to do Mr. Davis leaal harm should 
have stopped at State prosecutors Schnenf and Christensen's desk! 
But it was not, it was emraned bv Schnepf and Christensen and 
pushed to the end. All to cloud the weakness of there case 
agains,_ Mr Davisl and Davis inelievc,s to punish Mr. Dav's for 
exercising his riaht to remain silent and not turn States 
evidence, also the fact that there drug investigation fell 
through! But no matter the reason and it could be a small numher 
of thingsf the facts are Proven and in there actions and behaviors 
through out this case to maliciously oush this drop off ile to the 
ro,irt and jury as if its fact. Witt-tout this drop off statement 
the State has no case or a lea to stand on add the Cory Manchester 
report and the State should have drooped all charges on Mr. Davis! 

And if all this is not enough the State never provis-9ed thP 
video to the defense, only the reports about the video! (and 
tes imony)(And if they did nrove i')! a 	to 2,3ci mil'K with cook.i,,,s 
the video never went back with the jnry for deliberation! ( clear 
Brady violation)! 

On 12-22-15 detective Cory Manchester interviewed A1ish7, 

Small an:?, Mr. Davis h,,s never seen this oh but so very imnortant 
renort to Mr Davi!:; unil he receiveõ transcripts and court file 

for this apoeal process Mr. Davis was very involved in his case 
and believes if this renort was provided he most snrely wou1'4  have 
seen it! (At trial). Information contained in the report as 
follows 

Pa 3-of 2 2nd to last paraaranh Alisha Small explains cghy 
she is at Mr. Davis's house in 'ine first Place! Small is 
at Mr. Dnvis's house to buy druas! (Working as a 0.1) 
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See June 9. 2016 transcriots na 4096-L-4-to 12 Small admits she 
ancf: Mr Davis have -lust met for the first time 12-17-15, and all 
conversations beforP, this meetina consisted of Tholely" her 

attempting to get ciruns from Mr, Davis! 

Same renort by Cocy Manchester ng-5-of-9- eth paragraph 
when Small is asked how involved Mr. Davis is in this 
case! Small says "she doesn't know" 

Same report by Cory Manchester pa-6-of-9- 2nd paragraph 
Small gives a "Oxymoron statement" saving Davis telling 
her (a complete stranger)! That he needed her assistance! 

Then she go's on to exnlain in the same report by Cory 
Manchester oq-7-of-9- 2nd paragraph saws Small denied ever 
maing rhe Oxymoron statement about Davis telling her he 
needed her assistance with an account! 

Mr. Davis and the jury both should have heard this very important 

evidence at trial, so the jury could make a true and fair 
determination of this case! With this report the State proceeded. 
to turn a blind eye to more of there own evidence and act as if 
this very imrortant report to Mr Davis's det7ense does not ea7ist 
maliciously so! And, to not turn this very imoortant report over 
to the defense is Brady violation 4,2! Its obvious Ms. Small is at 
Mr. Davis's as a C.I., to try to do a controllec3  buy on Mr, Davis 
and the State and detectives know of this report and know its not 

in nlay at trial. They also know because of this report that its 
more then Lie1v that Alisha Sm-11. is lieing and Mr. Davis truly 

is not involved. See June 9, 2015 transcripts og-4099 L-15-to-
1P. Ms, Small admfts she allowed Pubba Pry to bornaw he': car! 
Also L-24-to-25-to pg-4100-U-2 small admitF Bubba asked her to 
cash a check "Not Mr. Davis" pa-4109-L-1-to 21 the reason we went 
to the casino was to gamble (not to steal money) Mr.. Davis's 
criminal history is clear and it has nothing to do with this '<inc7 
of behavior in this case. Also aee this information in support of 
Davis arauement attached EXHIBIT-311 interview of Alisha Small 
ng-29-L--to-20 	ng-30-L-9 to-15 - pa-41-L-2-to 3 -pg-42-L-4-to 
6 an-77 L-8-to-13 	na-55-L-18-to-22 	og-61-L-23-to 95 - na-62 Lal- 
to-FL 

On February 5, 2016 report of procee-'3ings RF' Joiner I-Iaring 
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pa-9-L-6-to-9 the State lays out rule's for Joiner L 10-to-12 the 
State say's they all were at Mr. Davis's house again further 
Proving Mr. Davis does in fact live at 536,7 6 Tracyton Blvd and the 

arrest warrant was bogus! L-13-to-15 the States only statement to 
gain Joiner sa- 	basically Davis helned in the arranaments, 

"drooped off Pry and Jones" they committed the murder! (really)? 
Come on when will they ston? To u-,e this nroyen lie or untruth of 

a drop off over and over and over again misleading the Court 

manipulating the system that's in nlace is a clear abuse of nower, 
and to turn a blind eve to the facts because they don°t fit 

there/States nuroose makes there actions in this Joiner Hearing 
malicious and intentional. (Video nroof for crying out loud)! 

On Feb. 5, 201r,  transcrints og 12-L 23-to-25 To-og-13-L 1-to-
2 the Judge in error due to the States malicious writing/briefs 
and malicious oral argument an,1 behaviors by mislea''in,:f the Court 
Davis was wrongly joined to Pry and Cruz, the Court agreed with 

the States argument (Davis drooped them off) in erf-or! 

On Feb 19, 2016 transcripts report of proceedings na-9-to-9-

L-22 to-25-To-og-9-L-1-to-2 the prosecution nrovided proposed 

,Irrienc3,?d information! 	Pa-12-L--14--to-iS the State say's elements at 
trial are basically we have Mr. Davis being charged with what 
essentially is --);,inq a assessorie "AFTER" the fact! This sounds 

like a rendering charge that they dropped not Murder 1, Robbery 1, 

Robbery 2, and I.D Theft 2nd. This is showing there hand they 

know Mr. Davis is not a part of this, but the State has just lost 
siaht, there are no repercussions to there actions, thev are 
federally Protected against criminal wrong doing so why shoul 
they nroceed ethically as it pertains to Mr. Davis! He's just a 

low life felon not deserving of any thing in there eyes. This is 

heard loud and clear by lust what the State did from one end to 
the other of these oroceedinas. (deliberate and intentional) log- 

21L-14-to 1 	the Judge admits she has only read the probable 

cause statement in this case to this point the statement that 
includes the boal.is drop off and don't fuck it 1Y-)! 	And, the State 
was countina on just that to (lain rulings in there favor. This 
means the Court used untruths in its denying of motion to join 
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motions. to severi and dismiss murder 1, a clear error bv the Court 

spe L-24-25-To-ng-22-T, 1 

Ole 
Fel-  .2-!1:15, 2016/ Report of Proceedings Omnibus 

Tom Weaver points out ng-4-L-15 to-20 the fact that the Court felt 

in nart it di-W - have,  a croo-7  cfrasn of the facts! Pow could the 

Court get a good grasp when the prosecution is misleading the 

Court on vry imoortant issues and statements, eviclence, a-1cl 

facts! And, not having full rl.isclosure of renorts and evidence to 

the c9efense! 

On March,A, 201(-; rpoort of nroceedinae th ,  ores(acution states 

there intentions to osess murr.?er 1 charges! (really a "holdback" 

charge of murder 1) 

At this time thP State is not rea,:lv for trial and needs more 

timP so the State malicioisly force Mr. Davis counsel by there 

clear charging tactics to ask for a extension to °repair, gaining 

the state more time on the back of Mr r)avis instead of there s in 

orr5er to not be resoonsible for violating all 3 deF,en--iants saeedv 

trial rir-fhts at once! Its alear misconduct bv the State and they 

are not done vet, 

On March 9 2016 report of p,7oceedings, motions volume I no 

11-L-22-To-pg-17 L-10 the Defense argues against the States 

amended information citing State v Michelli, and nrosecutor 

mismanagement see na-12-L-19-to-29-To-oa-13-ri-1-to-7, Also PO 1-

L-10-to 11, the Defen e noints out the fact that the State has the 

same facts from early in the case and nothing new or rqifferent! 

Also L 17-to-1, the Defense relied unon the States information 

given to Mr. Davis defense counsel of no murder charges would be 

pressed so Defenee did not nrepair for such in prep for trial. Pa 

15-L-9-to-20 the Defense Points out the imnact of this! And, that 

Mr Davis has expressed his position through out this case to have 
this trial within speedy trial. And, now would be forced due to 
misconduct by the prosecution to defenff against a uniust mursier 1 

charge, Mr Davis's couns I now would have to ask for a 
continuance and this would be the only reason why Defense woulõ be 

asking for a continuance the eve of trial! See no 17-L-3-to-7 the 

Defense counsel gets very upet at this Point and states it was 
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"affirmatively renresente-7 hv the State (Prosecutor Christenslen) 

that the defense would not te  dealing with the murder issue. (Loc-1 1( 

the (31- ates iead investigator saye Mr Davis is not nart of the 

Robbsry! then Mr Davia can't be anart of the murder). "Mr Davis 

should not have even been apart of this trial." On pg-22-L 3-to-

7 the state argues its office policy that they don't file the 

amended information until closer to trial to allow for continued 

neaatiations. In this case there was no on going negotiations 

between State an-3 Mr. Davis defense (-ertod) anc) office policy is 

not law or relevant. Pa-24 L-12-to-25-To-na-25-L-1-to-14 the 

Defense further argues the fact that the State said no murder 

charges would be filed, nr3-24-L-21-to-24 defense counsel 

clarifieso 

The Court errored in allowing the amended info, anf..1  this 

murder charge to go fo-ward, this issue foreed the violation of 

Mr Davis s sneed trial ri7hts, also plays right into the hend of 

the prosecutions nlan to force Davis co'Insel to ask for a 

continuanc 	or recess and extremely c3ou'3s the weak.ness of the 

States case against Mr. Davis. This P,C statement and nrov-n lie 

is tied to everything no matter what it just keens coming un again 

again at e7ery stage anr.7 hearing/rulings! 

On March 10, 2016 Affidavit in support of Objection to 

Amendment and 8 3 Motion, attorney for the defense Jeniece LaCross 
under penalty of perjury states i10 facts! (see all) 

Fact 4.3 says during the pendency of thia case and prior to 
the addition of the robbery charae LaCross discussed with the 
prosecution (Christensen) the eotential charges that wou1;73 be 
brought acfainst Mr. Davis! 

Fact #5 attorney LaCross "clearly" expressed her interest in 
wanting to he informed if a murder charge would be adci! (Just like 
z-, ny attorney would in her position) 

Fact #6 say= once a decision was made by the cm7tate to am,and 

the information (by way of the 2nd amended D  C Statement to 
include the ever present dron of and clon't fuck it Lis: statemnts) 
against Mr. Davis to include the charge of Robbery 1 at that time 
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attorney LaCross was informed hy the prosecution that murder 

charge would not be added (and .tates why not) based uoon the 

belief that they (the State) could not prevail due to the 

Statutory Defense. and, the orosecution and :etective Bowman was 

right in there assessment et the case that thov couldn't prevail 

and Davis has nothina to do with the actual Robbery! The jury 

also agreecl bv therP verdict! The verict does not in anyway mean 

no harm was '!one to Mr. Davis. The actual malice is clear the 

misrone9uct is clear, the abuse of flower is clear, the Brady 

violations are clear, there intent is clear, the neriury hy Swayze 

is c)earl, the 2nd P,C, Statement that never should have been 

wrote is clear. The Court though being deceived errored in 

allowing the States amended charaes to stand! 

See march 7. :201(,:. DPfense Motion to Dismiss Tbtrd mended 

Information ( 01ease see all). 

See lIarch 	201',  thP resnonee to Defense Motion to Dismiss 

pc1-2-0E-4 e•k4t.4: qtate 	iional ìiecovery and list 5 issues! all 5 

were either already ir_nown or irrelevant to this case. 

T;;Ene 41 Mr. Hoods D.Iv.A, in Small trunk! ',1ieha qmall aot 

hPr car back at the Days Inn in Fife and borrowed it back to P,ubba 

TDrYn o herawn Eree will, '4r Davis has noninel 	o with 

that cary. Plu'a after that, 5 days later Mr. Davis still tried to 

helo Ms. Srrill aet her car back! See viran-7 a 17-onc3 tranacriots 

Cross by defense June 13, 2016 na-4250-T,-16-To-or1-4253-T,-21 (all). 

Issue 42 Cell Phone savincf Davis deleted several text 

messages from December 17, 2015! The Court ruled all text 

messages from Mr, Davis ohone are out an-3 wre not apart of t:lis 

trial so the text are irrelevant. In fact the Court errored in 

thPre ruling on the text messages they were a malor -oart of the 

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

Davis phone down load ary9 text from Court file). 

Issue 43 Jail Phone call dated February 25, 201r; the Stat 

never used that call at trial so its not a matter of record, Mr. 

Davis wanted the State to olav that call to the jury/ the State 

didn't because they know it would have back fired on them just 
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th ,, one jail phone call that they did use back fired, and further 
oroved Mi_7 Davis's inocents. 

Issue ff:4 here we go again the the droo 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 says in the March 1, 2016 Alisha Small 

interview and the statement Mr. Davis called her to to help with 
some money. This the Cory Manchester report dated 12-22-15 that 
disappeared that did not get to the lury would have blown her 
statements out of the water at trial had the jury heard this Mr. 
Davis would have been acquitted of I.D. Theft 2nd! See attached 
Manchester report dated 12-22-15, (og-3-of-9- 2nd to the last 
paragraph; pa-5-of-9- 4th paragraph; pg-6-of-9- 2nd paragraph; pg-
7-of-9- 2nd paragraoh) all from court file see Attachment EXHIBIT-

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

On March 10, 2016 Report of Proceedings Motion Volume TT, ng-

167-L-20-To-pa-172-L-19, the Defense Oral Arcues the Motion to 
Dimiss! Pg-1 71-L-19-to-25-To-pg-172-L-1-to-2 Davis counsel 
clarifies was told no murder charges! Get this on ng-174-L-2-tos5 
the -f:.ate/nrosecution admit's that the decision "WAS" made at one 
point "NOT' to c'large Mr. Davis with murder! (Proving the truth of 
attorney LaCross's sworn affidavit dated March 10. 2016). 

nn ogel7A-T,-9-to 16 speedy trial isssie: The State sav's what 
Davis has to nrove! The fact is Davis dis-7 go -cast his speedy 
trial, r,-17-to-21 the State says they did not have all the 

information in on this case, at this point then,  is no new info as 
to mr Davis to warrant this late stage mis filing there is 
mismanagement hy the Ststf- to go with there misconduct, and 
malicious intent and behaviors! See, State v Michelli. 

On pg-175-L-5 the State cites the 5 pieces of evidence used 
in there response to defense ,Iotion to dismiss, Mr. Davis has 
addressed the 5 issnes. they are a very sad attempt to tie Mr 

Davis to this case! 

On Pc1 175 L-5 the 5 nieces of evidence again! L-10-12- the 
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State admits the weakness of there case against mr Davis says they 

relied neavily on (boaus) witness statements known to he so by the 

State 	Per there investigation. 

On pel.176-r,-19-To-ng-179-T,-8- the Defense Arc7ues 

mismanagement ')\, the prosecution! pa-177-L-23-25-To-nef-17-11,-1-to-

9 the defsnse e. raues no new evidence to lead defense counsel to 

believe nossihle murder 1 charges are on the table do to the case 
Proaression arìd info orovirled hy ths State. 

See Court ruling on na.179-C-22-to-25-To na-1P6-T,-7 (all), on 

oa-183-C-25-To-og-194-L-1-to-2 the Court says state Provided in it',7 
briefing nro,'-)utted facts that demonstrate there was reason for 

State to change posture! referring f.o the 5 nieces of evidence 

again .lost of what was not used at trial no teyt no jail phone 

call, bogus statements by Wilson and Smalls, known lie and missing 
report (Manchester) 	Plus the Court was mislead throuqh out with 

un-factual P.C. Statements, missing Cory Manchester renort, missing 

video. also mislead bv the State, turning a blind eye to there own 

investigation and factual information. 

On 	the Court afThits and acrrees with the 

defense that there is no new evir:I.ence saying most the evidence 

relating to this charae is also relevant to th,,  original charge of 
robbery! (The very same robbery that iead cetective P.,owman 

believes Mr. Davis has nothing to do with)! 

On pa-186-L-9-Toeng-189-L-1(1  Mr. Davis is just now arraîççnecl  

for murder 1, at this last second before the jury is seated! Mr. 
Davis was fully nerpaired for trial and was ready to ao. 

State's tactic to gain more time and to inject mr. (avis into i- his 
•sea of confusion by burying the weakness of there case in a comnlex 

murder trial in a attemnt to get just anythina to stick to Mr. 
Davis, when there own eviclence eav's drop all charaes! Tf the 
prosecution had Played fair Mr. Davis would not of had a P.C. 

Statement to include a drop off, (would not have been ,erreste-1 for 
a bogus warrant) to gain robbery charges, that investiaators know 
I'm not a part of 	With the missing Manchester renort the jury 

would have been afforded a fair determination of Ms. Small 
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credibility. The misconduct is clear from t'1,,2 State to efEect the 
out-come of this trial as it pertains to Mr. Davis! 

On pa-190-L-3-to-10- defense couneel asd for fnr 	(9yfs 

te nrenair, over Mr- Davis's personal objections, to any 
continuance or reces r 	flvt. 	s ,7)e.v tri l. ri,77ht 

violated due to the State's, malice and boaue tactic's anr.1 
misconduct d en--' maTicious proF,eention,or at the very least 
mismanagement. 

On March 18, 2016 prosecutor Coreen Schnenf argues in her 
Memorandum of z\uthorities RF.1, 	Statement of ''he case part E. L-18-
to-22 she says on 12-17-15 Pobert Davis nickef up Jones, Pry, 
Dudley Pry, and Wilson from the Tracyton Duplex, Davis drooped 
Jones and Pry off to rc>  the Tobbery! Here it is again this is the 
States issue tieing Mr. Davis to this case and trial, this untruth, 
proven lie, this is the tool used to malicioulv nrosecute Mr, 
Davis. This thats got video evidence (dated 1-9-16) proving its 
just not true! This is evidence that the states investigators turn 
up themselves and turn over to the State and they 'eoth refuse to 
nroceed in a nrofessional and ethical manner. (Makes a person ask 
-why?). The orosecution Schnepf and Christensen both are not new to 
thic, they are very emart and they both know exactly what they are 
doing as to Mr. Davis, (its there abuse!). They also know they are 
federally nrotecte-7 bv law aeeinst wrong ,sleino, and r.hat makes 
there actions so much more of a a'7,use of power. This Court Mr. 

Davis is before now should not support the State's behavior by 

allowing this to stand. The intent to do Mr. Davis actual legal 

harm is clear by there malicious actions! 

On March 10, 2n16 tranccrints pq-201-L-22-25-Toe-,a-210-T,-19 

(all) Mr. Davis defense and co-defense argued is it a continuance 

or a recess the State also argues the seme 5oth sides ask-  the Court 
to rule! The Court errors hy refusing to rmle one wey r the 
other, leavin7 it 11 10 in the air as to Mr. Davis'e right to a speedy 

trial being violated or no! Makinri this issue ambiguous, and so 

speed wes violated! 

On pq-207-L-22-to-23- the State try's to get the Court to 
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rule that te trial has starf-cd and this is a resess! L-2/1 -to-25 

the Court ask if everybody agrees ng-208C-2-to3- Mr. T)2Vis counsel 

does not agree, No 

On pg-209-11,-5-to-5 Cle r.ourt as,ain refuses to rule. (Whv?) 
this issue is very important! 

On May 4, 2016 the •State argues co-conspirator statements pga 

4 Alisha Small il says Davis called Small neede(-7 Smalls help, Small 
was sunnosed to access the money for the aroup. 7irst off Small is 

Es stranger to Mr. Davis until this night, Again the Cory Manchester 
report 12-22-15 Ms. Small denie ever making that statement, she 

also says at trial all nhone conversations are about - rueis laefore 
she and Davis met! See, June 9, 2016 transcrints po--4096-Ta-4-tc,-

12- also L-23-to-25, the jury should have heard and been able to 
con-r the statements/information contained in the Manchester 

report that makes everything on this issue by Ms. Small ambiguous 
and a Oxymoron. Also sho,Ild have been considered in deliberation 

but this renort was unknown to Mr. Davis this imformation/discovery 
is major to Mr. Davis's defense clearly would have shea'i doubt as to 
the I,D. Theft 2nd by way of accomolice. 

3n pg-5-to-7 eta-conspirator statements Ocean Wilson 04 says 
while dropoing Pry and Jones off to do the robbery Davis was saying 
things like don't fuck it uni This is unraaa)!... 74ow can the 
nrosecution and .:'tetectiveE argue/push this when from th,,  confirmed 
exact location of the cron off, th'sy recovered video nroof 1-?-16 
that "NO" dron off ever ha -onen! 7.'ut here it is still in this case 

(maliciously so) tieing Mr. Davis to this madne3s, and in turn the 
statement that was sunayae,ed to '-).a 	i at this :ictiticus droo off 

spot and at that exact time is also fictitio'is! Untrue, a lie, 

plain anr: simple, this should not have ever been anart of this 

case. Tt was used to oain charaes against Mr. Davis (P,C.) the 
orosecution is still pushing t!lis with malicious intent .:3Eceivirg 

the Court and 'fury anr' manisealating the system for there own leaal 
pain! 

On May 15, 2015 coaconspiretor statements with Ccurt rulinefs, 

Alisha Small na-5- 41 is Frimitted and ng-7 Ocean Wilson 44 is 

Page 23 



amitted! 	Bo.L,  of these state:nents should nk,-)t have )-yen a oart off 
this trial and. or allowef, 'oy the Court. They both were uce by t171 
Statr-2 to mislead the Coorl. 	thc 	hie the 

weakness of thre cal3e 	Mr. Davis. Itq clear Thf.,  State lost 
sight of thero dl3ty a it Tpertainq tr,  Mr. Davis's case and 

nroceeded to unethiDally turn 	to the facts, abusinq 
there 	actl mF)lice, and mp,licious intent to do Yr. 

Davis harm, misconf2......0 i 	 violatio-ls of i_sccvery 
anc5! sneedv trial! 

C)r, May 18, 201 -,Pcocd of 	 :ocE:c 	.7!c:.F.,1 Wilson tes,timonv 
the ri.:-,-)sciltion continue there atuoive F:n6 maliciolp; behaviors ane 

ki-twinr-Tlv nut there wil-ness on -,Ihe stan to li2,1 	See, 
nr.1-2399-T,-14-to-25-To-nt7-2390-L,-1-to-15 the fictitious and bogus 
dro off iF .nurlhe::! to 1-- h tory! 	Mr D.-,--)vLs shoul not hav har to 

defend ac!anst thi r)roven lie by Ocean Wilson the State s'noul,3 not 
'have 1.13 t!,-)L1 nrovc-,:n lie alainst Mr. navi., s'Ic,u1 -:1 not hve been a 
part of tria3! (P.C. should have heen denied), 

On May 19, 2Q1C R.,cc-;rd of ?r,-,cdin•:rs transcriots Oce:?n 

Wilson qay's 

;7i1son af!viits th7, t 	mEide the stat3ment on 12- 
22-15 thE.It th,'y 	Rubha (iPry 	mr. 

house/ronerty on foot Jr)dretn. (,r1 fct cn 12-17-15 an!'i a1Ec 

admits 	 .1e3c1 .,-;-..,tement on 32-23-'15 17-. 1 t 
	

nof -ve anything 
els of im,-,ortpot-- 	12_7)2-it; F:!tr=lt,--mg,nt saving on 	i 2 - Q3- 
t,--3•• riiinc 	F1 ictîe statement! 	If that's what you are .1.- ading! 

\I 
	

tran7-rints in suor.)ort of Mr, 

all!" ',---)-?56?-f, 	'•o :?5 Tcc,-.7s-`?.554.--T, - 	-10 

all ncl-57-11,-11-tr) lc); 	19-tc- 
23; 	 1\1so TY7-2579-L- 
25-To ,:::(75-2580- 1L-1-to-5; 	Tki:F-!o oc-217,83-L-6-to-11, and L-12-to-2.0 

k 	 • c. 

On May 24, ";.016 7,:.-2ort o 	rooe 	(.57.,tectivr,..,  Ray 

.c.-3023-To-nr1-3r39 1se,,2 all) 17.:5-202/j-T_.-1P-to- 
25-10.0g-n: 	t'n -.1 defense P4ttemntstciToear-h J1Cn;u1,77 fr 
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prosecution fiht it tooth and nail! 71.1v? Court errored 1.7)v not 

allowing! 

June 13, 2016 tranFcrints oF 7)roceedings miranda bond 

testimaonv nry-A750-L-16-to- 2 o nrf 4252-L-1-to 21 this Proves 5 

öays later 12-22-1S that Mr Davis has no nart in this case. If so 

what is Mr. Davis (oinr-1 at the Du-,lex 1c>oincz for Ms. Smalls car, 

is he there just actino like he does not !csnow what's rioing on and 

(Tiny) Jones is cloina the Paril ,1,cting! For who? For what? Its 

lust two co-cont -atorF. here in this conversation! 	(This make no 

sensc=) the rtatt--- turn .  2 biirìd evs to this as \Jell. 

Jnne 20, 2016 Report of Proceedings, Cory Manchester 

testimony na-4737-To--1.!745 (all) n-.7-473q-L- -  to-10 Manrhestc,r 

te-3tiEis he 1.ir3 interview (.)can '11.17on on 12-23-1'7, to aslc her if 

she had anything further to add to 12 22-IS statement L-19- "Yes" 

also L-20-to-25-To-ncl-479-L-1-to-22 Manchester confirms its the 

23rd Decer 2015 1.:,(7 4740-L.11-to 13 1anchester confirmed did ask 

Oriean Pilson 12 2=', -15 i s!1,=. ha -'3  2)ving else to ar3ds L-13 "Yes". 

No where is the 12-22-15 Mancher rPr.)ort 	_isha 

interview ev,;:,.r mentioned by the State or defense co7in,F1 in tIli:F; 

c7,se. Thc,  jirry cou1.7R not nossiblv aet a fair determination of the 

case/f -,cts and evidence with out the information contained in this 

report b.Ancr pit  heft)re them and defens woul haya di.-5 just that 

hPd the 'cs -Fe1.19e heen orovicle 7.Tith this info from the State- 	it 

a -mearF,  this evince/roort was hi.1,71en From the d Fznse, 	if 

not and thi was turned over to thF! defense Mr. T)avis's counsel is 

in fact inea:ective for not imneaching Ms. Swill :Dt 1-r1a1l And, 

the jury shoild have 11FIC9 -hiS renort as ‘--)art of there elibiration, 

(Small flat out öeni.ed ever making thFt statent!). 

In the renort by detective 'criste rIcTion1c3 atd 1-.7-1(; ryi 4-

2-19 i-)arir;:1;oh ha -tate know's that christina ilrigoner to17'1  

inv2stitor (cr.lon-,:1,3) that "she di'7  not know if Robert Davis had 
ever met Mr. r7ioor,", 	This all •--fo's to the States intent to not pla.y 

fair and -cp tIr. Davi- hario! This renort is there report anc9 they 

(Schne--)E arir Chri9i ,,n en) ',mow the ruth. Put t-le,/ still 

maliciously put Christina Warjaoner on the stanc9 to lie to the Court 
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anc] th.E- jury, Fayinq she intro6uced Mr. Davis to Mr. Hood. So on 

''!aqgnner -Tid not cnc 	if 	71avis ever :r.at r hood and 

Stat witnctss for the firc3t ti -ite ever ma!;:ing this statement 

June 	2j:0 	.h 	h7“3 "personally herself" introdu.ced Mr. Davis 

to Mr. Hood, (oh come on!) 'wh2re is th,,, 	ateF; intrIritYd !lee jugp 

8, ?:)1.=. t,:anscrintr. oci-3(570-L-5-to-27;- Fact 

Dayip. has F.,..7c,r mr 7acc,  i(7; at trial "rwrio" 

Chr):71Th 	 1:“.th 'He  

Chrinc7t.,, n 	abolit 1-3-16 Mcnonal report it came fro',  V= 

to Da”io 	 tf 	(-roor: 

actsz,/ 	it ,"7.nrt 	or 	 r-7 t,Ite car a771(5 

arvt'oinc! to fit t-±1.1-e.v wcer cninion! 	c 	te 	LE.-t,.:f is not -one 

rport f 	!:)ecauEe it.F! not in the Court 

file Ti.ut it cio,,.•:; 	it 	riTkicTq. 

On jt.2r1f,  23 7  2016 recor-_':, 	nroc.Fl.enc.i in 

pro5Ecutor Christensen says on 7,a-c004-11,-5-tc-2-10 that '.7..1(.-frsoner 

intro:Thce(1  Port navis to 	 ihcr will 
this E-...bu7:e st(Dp? ;01 thz 4uFt to aet Mr. Davis (really) 	the 

Stte i 	.o out of line its unrel. 	tate'.= 

3-to-9 the::*! it is c,:cain tile fictitious :.7-co (2,-if lie .47.nown 

to tve 	 of 1-"..-16 	.7e.!:711 
	c!, 

rer;ort (rer)ort was tune ov..rtn Ur?, Stt..2; 	rni.c3 	st7Ite'o8n...7. 

is th? 	r?..7-3(Dn 7.,,17 to T'-'!!: 

be wro:-.e 	lwrTan knows its n:Y- 	tjs. 

1-2!S-1.6 (vi6eo 	 ma'llcious 

intent i7:11 starts with the States lar.3 investircator Jaon 71,r-an 

and 	 7D .7.: 

goiF 	yilJal facts 	7  Or..7•?.7,,n 
	

first 

, this 

(sucessfril)! 	To 0'7) 7)FiVii7 leqal 

Sh017.1 h7v'. 	 no thc State 

embraced tnis uneilhir1, 	aufF.e of Mr, 	rightc to 

a fJ,i7 r 	l 	fir 	tr 	lercal 	• 	:Lchneof 

and 1.7!:Iri.strn 	 iriSovr ‘societv 

withiì thn 	c.ygtem on n(1-5005 t'oe tat.e sa7s with knowle.The 

Par_Ip 2.e 
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that th- 12-22-15 Cory ManchestEr renort 	not in play, that Mr 

Davis 1- rought in Alisha Mall r, -16 to ;'1_ f171t, oiit cheatinr! to -Tint 

This casF- starte ol_lt as a notntai 	rci ca7,-.? look at Mr Davis'r-; 

criminal history 	onc, cr.a oF ii-honv until 	-'1 	I.7 

no cr 	aclishonisty 	teD all a-lr-3ressed in Mr, Davis''7 

argument anc1 the facts within! This case should !De over turned, or 

remanc7ed for a new tall 	Tf not on- or t‘:o 	n'T? 

c-m.)lative 	,Af all incue Lmnts a new tri:711 

OT97R 111W3UMENT SENTFWCTNG 

Mr 	went to trial in this cas%-:= 	for murder 

1, robbery 1, rohbery 2, and T.D. Theft 2nd, :=1.1 '.7.)v way -rf 

ArcoTnlicF!. 	Mr 	 , 

robery 1 	robberY 2, 	Davis was found goiltv 7' 	7, tat - 

2n0. 

On August 5, 201'7  rr,norl-  of procep['ina,-/change (7):.  plea anr,  

r-:entencina for 1-16-1-noo2 ,.nd 4'16-00264-0 "hoth" 	tho 	,=it 

continues wittl total 1ck of intoo.ritv to 	here 

move with rn2iicicu intent from tril to sentencing! 	qtates 

actions an 	a 17i.-s ;7 	,z.7,,ntencing procr2eing are blatant in 

th'r 	-;et tH Tcr_ not to fo7low the loint acfr,:?ed unon 

Plea r3ea1 by both -h9 qtate ;1-id the f.:',efenF:r_-. 	't_att, in 'fact 

un'!erclit 	t.7) thc- fu J.t g-lq-fro 11 the 

(3tate starrs iLis Lirï crimes 	1-1? in i-cue in this 

case/n-ocling,7 cl 	y 	tncy o 	f1uenci th Tc 	to giv,,  

Davis more tiw,  thon th(=t 	monLh --frP,.3,1r2nt.! The s, nt-3nce- 

together ac ;17cd as such to.:-Jetasr 	-rr ,0 

.4tate continme the underrr.ini:-Ia of -che 
	

k - 

The 7,tate go's as far o arrTue rar.' 
	

n 

6-al to the Ccu;r t 	T ear vun-,ercutting a 	.atttincf to sav the 

CoUrt! 	 t.0-15 	Through out the ctate non-ston 

aagreivelv -iz 	i..nst the -.ler, 	c0 ronths) clearly 

underlining Lhe r'e,711! 	171 -T,--17-to-25 The State with malicious 

irnt noint- out vr Ïa i. wa':: on community custody anc7 then ':,ack 

to r- ani 7 rGcicivi.sri 11,-19-to-2? the State tir:t 	-roing to 
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7;1J.F 4c7,, irlis the 	 •1; 

14 L. 21 	23 tiv7: c.tate is in no wav 17rvi.rr, 	7.7nr,'!ermjnr,  our 

nectiate7.' reoltior .7 -f 9C onth-! 
	

in Fact thet 
.cntor 	 "arran')Privv so 	The Stat 

not 

	

	orr- 7,72.cutor Schne --,f 00'S tC it nc.  lA 	nrf 

savin(7 th -  defen7rts bPhavorc.; throuclhol3t thc.r Coprt 

oroceedinc!s! (Unbeliovable)(rea11Y) 	?\S f.rP' the 

shol:;ld h 	bac'r. to 
	- 1 Cnrrt for rent,,--ncir --f to 

the anr,l'ed 131).720 Of ") Tonth f-,17 	mr pnvi$ to /! 4  

month.7 on th,, 
	f) The't to corin.,' with t 	C morth5.-.4 thEt:t waF ."; 

ciraltV 

ThniF.4i not the 	Mint ol - - 	 1),7.  

been a oart of -,he Icnow's very well wht 	'oing 

contininri 	dir;,ct 	 tc,  do Mr. Davis lecJal 

harm, un6:,,-,...rcilttincl the eal z,, T-1(5 inflilencina the 7oll -rt, 

7-vitlf we ar, 	tori,v on a nr.frced 

unon .71ea 	 we H.1,, 	thal.'s fair and 

te 	 f 1 7.ow th , t '.3e7,1! (i\n-', that 
	

it) 	what sh.72. 

tp,'° the 	R a.-7frem.7-!-t of 	ury,77,r,r; 

(consc 

o the '7,t-.7-7ct 	action- 

7.inths a ,eetional o- coo of a ,ecp".,tional :7,entence 	rL 
to tne Stat--z 	di7raar' (-4 t:ne 	anf': ther- .7?ir2c!. 

underminina! 

Ar-Tain both cTF.; -,,tartd with th,,, 7"1: 1-

ohone irì one ca9e, ran't ser)ara -1-. 2. 

The Cn 	in ::-.11.;1.nc..T T vctin 7Hv.catc, 	rearl 

	

Ftatnt,.! at 	 7.)nerc...1titics the .clea 

also vioir,„ 	H.,  not .orovi'in 

dcf.fe- e 	T)avi- 	 avi 

hiself acfra...'; to th,e reno 	 un 

eFul firI  a rzce o the ,.71.-tim-/o!irt in li7ht of the m:-,ar+ 

y c!H.11 

.T- 7:-in'ain./ohic-ct or oono.le tn1,:,tterF 	( 

ased for tH 	,71  )! 	for reE'entisnci-.,g) (44 
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months on thi ca7c,  j- 

i 	.71 in 

for new triP1 an,r3 iE !,ot on -t , e totali y of this 

re th? 

warr.:-.nt r,L,m7-fnd t7or 	trial 

nn 'Auc-J-77t 	701r.  

b 	e 	th;'; OrIP 

an0Tcnc 	ci o: r.) r 

excetionF21 sentencfi :Tee all) 	7.(-)me 	go n2 n--*nishe...:? 

bi 	is nnt th -  ca e her(7.-. 	vi r7o-  p 	2n tm oF 

exce-')ttonl. P1,,,ane re - anc71 -r*)r 	t A?' o- 

I D 1he7 2-1.6 	-ith the. 90 month 	thF.t i,7;,s in ol.ac 

'-)efore -,rosecutor 	 the 

tc. - 	 aout 

iry 	crs 
	

havior7 are 	to '1r 

T'll 
	

thi(7. 	What's I'Dtt,:.-?r fh(-,n "visual Vieo 

Proof'' 	J1H in F:',*:C'7 ha, ;:i.n or 	31,- ,7 in -Ect nPoen? 

th aswer 	 0-H 	fo7  

in theo case 	orooff 	nmi you 	 a 

-:!;.:.st that hefore von noo. 	that ()c.n -ilson is 

liein nr.po that D . ns r..3ono 	tr) 

do Hr 	 €?. 	 -4-oef on br.). -tF.1 	- 

i- nce -ft07-1 ther 	inv. ,;ti9at 
	

t •7n ' 

ti72 :1-17c7  te 

Than' y.nu for your tin',  am-7 con3':deA-f- i - n 



"QUESTION S" 

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

oficer? An ,wer Yes 

2 	Was Mr. Davis in fact living at 8686 Tracvton Blvd the 

day of his arrest? Answer Yes. 

3 	From the 1st probable cause statement dated 12-31-15 
wrote by lead detective Jason Bowman was the State able to press 

robbery charges on Mr Davis with just that information? Answer 

No. 

4 	Did the State in fact drop rendering criminal assistance 

1st deo-ree charges listed in the first probable cause statement by 

lead detective Bowman dated 12-31-15? Answer Yes. 

5. 	Is it a fact that from lead detective Bowman's 1st 

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

directly from this P,C.. was pressed at trial? Answer Yes. 

6, Did Ocean Wilson tell the State's Investigators that Mr. 

Davis niced them all un on 12-17-15 and drove to his house 8686 

Tracyton Blwi with no stops, and the boys (Pry and Jones) left on 

foot from there dated 12-22-15? Answer Yes. 

7, Was Ocean Wilson asked in her 2nd statement to 

investigators if she's aot anything further to add of importance to 

her lest statement made on 12-22-15! dated 12-23-15? Answer Yes. 

8. Is it nossible that the State and lead detective Bowman 

are not aware of Ocean Wilsons first statement 12-22-15 and her 

second statement 12-23-15? Answer No, 

Did Ocean Wilson after entering into a deal with the 

State change her 1st and 2nd statements to state in her 3rd 

statement. that Mr Davie nicked them all up and dropped off Pry 

and Jones on the wav at the front gates of 8275 Tracyton Blvd the 

Loidhamer resience and said "dont fuck it up" dated 1-14-16? 

Answer Yes. 

Page 
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z\(-1:--,P.r 

W17f 	 fuc'-!.. it ur) 

	

t- Fter-,2nt 
	

-1Frinr 	in all 'nePrinm an' charcfinrr! a5 to il,- , 
71>7)vi ,7 in 	 vr:1-=1, 

- • 	r 	 counsl 	D coov of 	TJa7, 

contill 	on t'oe 	• r,7=vre' 
	

71.1(:1  
(22":1 	(DT, 
	 1-)  \ 	 ;••• %I..,  • """) 	 No 

cony of in":otion/-,i-o 	wE2c. conU=Iine.' 

) 7 
	

renort vic,w on 
1-q-1,73 ')egn 	ov---,r to !Thvi.F; 	counr:1? 

ro:-I1icin1.1,=.! not C> t=n 	ou::13r to 

31. 	cho1;1'7 	' 	f71_7- 	 th-2 
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•To. 
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turn - 	 Thry anclester 

r-,!nor 	17.-2-T 7? 
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21anc:nester hen or nil-th6 to the 

•,-) 0;7-, • 	th- 	 • r•-• 

on 12-22- 1.:T• 

t- c) 

7Fn. 

; .-i t 	 ,1,71‘7 t(-) 	inForion in th-,  

12.??-15 7,1" t7ial in 	tc 	P f7-) 1: 
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3R. 	the M.23nchestr report 12-2'2-1. 	bp.cç ih te-le 

n,wer.  

39 	rrid the ',tate trirn a hlinc': eye to th.=. Cory lancherter 

report 12-22 15 and the information provided within it arff,  with 

7elicione, intent nrocee' as if it di not exist? Anwer ves, 

40. Di the State violate Brany y not turning over the 

Cory Manchester report 12-22-15? Answe,: Yes, 

41. Did Alisha Small get her car back in fiFe ar:71  borrow it 

back to Bubba Pry meanina Davis is no longer respopsile to mak:e 

sure she get back to her car? (She recovere it?) Answer Yes. 

42, 	Di.:7'; the F,,tate with actual melice in Feb-5-16 renort of 

proceedings 	Joiner u'earing 7s to Mr. Davis, use only the 

s'catement, basically Davis heloed in the arrangements. rornec ofF 

Pry an6 Jones they committed the murder? Ans,A.7er ves. 

43. Is it proven Mr- Davis 	ir not" (73.ron off anvbiy at 

3275 Tracvton 1-31w' on 12-17-15 in liot of, Wilson's 1st statement, 

4ncl statenent and visual vi eo proof? Anewer Yes, 

44. Is the qtate rna1iciciL mlslea'jina the Court when it 

comes to Mr Davis with this dron off -tatement in the joiner 

hearina to gein a favorable ruling from the Court? Answer Yr.,e, , 

45 	uaq the Cour milea,'J by the c3tate to believe that in 

fart the dron ofE hy71r. 	occur in the motions hearinqs to 

dismiss the murder charge? The Joiner Hearing? And, the Se,ierance 

Hearing? Also in the Courts use of the probable cause statement? 

(Amended)? Answer ve5 

45. Ts 	Coiirt in error for joining '1r, 0,,vis's case to 

Prv. Cr.uqng the (Pislding nroven TIntrflth of a drop off solely 

LLUM t- he aroument h t 	ate to thi= Co.3rt7 

47, Fer-eary 1 	015 tran-,,criots 	.-:'oes the 

Court admi to only rea-1inf7 the nroable cause statment in thi9 

cas- as to 4r Davis in ma!(inr-T rulings on the Joiner. Severance. 

and Motion to Disniss murr7er Che? kriswer'yee 

48 	Didte State mismenage at the very lest there ceee as 

to the charging of Mr. T)avis? Answer Yes, (mni:Her 1) 



49. 	Di,_7  t ..-)e State with malicious intent wrone-flv Cro 3 

1TT-vis the tr.:,\7.  ,.-rE trial? Answ,?r Y.29 

fliA tne Trial Court error due to the mr?licious in.ent 
the State and there Lnvestioator uincr fal? anr1 
information! ,?rr 	in its rulina to allow the murr3er c'larae to 
stand tnP 	of trial "cloudina" Mr D- vis l!3 	Anc-iwr yes. 

91 	T)L-3 the Court error in ruling arrain7:, t Mr Davi,3 

Severance Tssue usina the bogus inormation nrovir5Pc1  17)y thP r=,tate 
mis1ea0ing the Corut? 	fl.74wPr Yec. 

52. Was Davis's sneedv frial ri(71).ts violated u thCorts. 
erroneous dPcision to allow murder 1 charges to o-o frvc,J? A7),7w

Yes, 

53. Was Davis preiudir-e hv thP P.C, 2\mendments and 51- atP5 

filing, and behaviors of the State and invntirlators throuoh out? 

Answer Yes 

5 4 	 D7-1vi9 : 	iu õ c-õ by aoing to trial ioineõ to Pry 
an6 Cruz, °cloudincl the qtates wea* cae acsain,..t 

Answer Y29, 

55. 	Dir.'. the Stata in .fct (2!11 Dvis õefno counfl "No. ' 
mur-er charges woul .  1-)e nu:,,.he? Answer Ye:F. 	7worn Affi79avit 

bv LacrosP), 

55. Did the State lead Davi,;'s counel to 1--)eliev ther Was 
no need to oren for a mlIrTer trial? Anser yes, 

57. 	Should Alisha Sm,,)11 heen Uli.71e 11eH at trial wit!1 the 
detective man7.hester reoort? Anwer Yes. 

S9 	thp Court Prror in dPnwing Davis ,:l-fen9:e motion to 
.:71i3miss murder chargeei (varc!1 10 2')1'7 )? Arl%:e7 

59 	Was Davi ,z counsl forced to 	for 4'7. 	to .n--.7.Dair 

for murder trial, when should have had months to orenic? Answer 
ves. 

50. On .4arr1-1 lq 201_5 -iemorandum of Authoritie9. 
prosecl.Itor SchneoP maliciously mislea-1 th Court in .27-rt 
Statement of the ,'RsP! 	Then saving Davis dronoe off Jones ant; 
Pry? An -wer Yes 
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case come directly from the warrant to search Mr Davis's phone in 

the Mr. ioof..1  investication? ,r!swer Yec. 

77. Di -1 both c,,s (71 start 	Tdiqha 	Lni to (10 

controled drug buys for lead detective Jason Bowman? Ansvier vPq- 

78. Does the Stltc- continuo with then.il mFAlicious intEt from 

trial to sentencina with her :::c.tion:3? 7!Iswer y. 	vcr clearly). 

79. 7=j±; croLlecutor Careen Sepfcle.t.iv an ac;gressively 

undrclit the plea -Jf:Trement with hP.r actions and statments at 

the state clearlv and aagressively undercut the 90 

month plaa aEal 'c,N7 he:r statement and influence the c(11.irt to f7jw.,  

Mr Oavis a exceptional sentence over the arlree viron 7ioint 

:ceotion,=11 sntence 'eal? Answer yes 

P1 	vicl7t 	ric:t0.1s an or the 

arPec 	v71!=li,1,7 	irt 	'joint olea a:eement? 

\ref?. 

th? State 131-5ercut Ole plea eaii hy ar7.11Jino. r41:.  

Davis was on 0.0,C. probation at th;.. tiTx?.? 

R3 	70..77 	 st-:-17::iiq from t?lo recorca all 
sai.d bv th?. State after-  the ,,Yqstai.rzeci ob.iectio;:,. to the St,ai:6.,!:..3 

clear unermining f)f the deal?  

.(77:hol.11.'' 10.r. 7F 	 c to zril 	fo7 re- 

sentencing :731a to the States blatant and arloT.es.Eve ilnr3ocuttj.ng of 
the plea (-Heal an6 t'le continued m.f..liciou:me. of the ::3tatEs nctions 

and hehaviors Pad 	Davi had the slicThteQt .!_rfr, that ryrnsec'i_ltor 
Schnepf wou1c7 pull what she 	wr1111.Y. never thou:Ih'i 5.311  

.9 so vnr,rofional an.f. (3elierate in her ;us,, !. 	.so would 
not havr. 	 into a deal with her. 	RprrInr3 for 

retencing an.5 be o7ive.,1 90 !Innth r= the deal iF; t:he only remedy? 
Answr Yes. 

'55 	Davis f'ilould 	remanded for ror-lentencinc! on th,:! T D. 

Theft 2.rì de..7.free 	r.7n 44 w•inl- hs .:3.11,-! to the Statr-,z acti.on at 

sr.ntenr.inci! 	To co7,711v with the 71ea deal of 	mont'..1s, herore he 
States 	a'.7;use. Answzr Ye 

Peae 

3S 



r_mNCLucITcw 

The trial courts error s are not harmless to the out come of 

Mr. Davis's trial nrf7.,ce52,1 

The ,=!ctionF, 	intnt Y. 	St;:te 

investigator's is clearly harm -iful tz.,  Mc. - 

T1-1 	ìS a1&!sue,?.. nointed ovt hy 

araument are all reversible errnrr-4! 

There is a cloar mis-joiner in this case per the way the 

StE-!te fr,iLlead the court in its arTImonts an briefsi 

The St&tes amenth'0 p.rol)able cause 7.I:ElteTent in tnis case 

(iecre6ited by there own evic!ence, 

The State ccu.r nct have rflq57.ib1e (7ottol-, to thf,- 17;c:int of 

actual "information all'71 alief" in the chergina process of Mr. 

in 	of there own ovinct 	-proof) 

Tb4. Sate -.1early ìut 	ìr own wim2sseF on the stanC, to 
know:111,71v t1 	ntruths and to rlirctiv 	re 

staten:ent8, with mEdicicus intent to Mr. DaviF. 

The State maliciousness sn5 from arrest to nrohale cì 
to sontencin.7:f 	nrot'a17 will con 4Anue in *here 1,....risfinq 4 17 this 
;,!nYry:ali 

fr:.1 	[iot -Ainc more nee0s to 
ne 5-.-F1:9 to flis blatpntly cleFr vicJatios! 

The 2tat lst si-7.Tht of it -7 	as it loeri- aineci 

to Mr. Davis and. oroceedec: with extreme malice wi_H there actions. 

The r.ztat ha,3 in fac': in-71ict,r" 	inil]ry on T:Ir 

with :Lhere unethical practice and malicious actions ani behaviors 
through o .t. thio enti!-o 

I 	forcP,7! to fi-vit 	my 11f9, 

my faith in thc 	th7?t i in 

un.irstl.x7 sr)! ..7,ut I 
. 	- to -/" 0,e In tìiJ 

ParTe 



Tfter th jury heard all the smo'Ke anrf,  mirrors nd muck the 
State made them sift through and a very goo,3  job of siftinc, thy 
di(±1 for the most parti  ''ecause thv the jury said to the State "No" 

murer 1, "No" to Mr. Davis and robbery 1, 'No" to 
mr- Davis rA.nd robbery 2. Theythe jury said to the State after 4A 
dav,. -ilus of:. trial and hearing all the muck the State trew at the 
zaiL !-Io see what migh ,  stick! You th9 State arg,  "wrong" as to Mr 

fThvi 	th,ez? 

T'ainr7 s !-)lack man T had vry little hone of a nositi\m out 
come of any kind, hut the faiLh that the system jus night wor was 
still there! 

T thank the ivry even t!lou(7h they are wrong in there vict 
on the I.D. Theft 2nd degree because they have been 77eceived and 

sarie as the court was by th2 States .-)rosecutors Schnepf 

anc3 Christncen rid thr?re investigators lei7ld detective Bowman and 

TheY th2 j  v t7e-e not allowed a full and f-,A_r etermination 
(-If the cas 	 -;fle to the (;tats actions an -I turnincf of a 
blini eve to there m7n investigations,evidence,and reports, Nor 
fld the colIrt through out its dealings of motion, hari.ncTs, 
!DriefF, and or -A. argnments -11mitted by the statr-?, 

The .tate went after Mr Dav's wit!-) maliciolls intent plain as 
can 

Thank you for your considra.tion 
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KITSAP COUNTY SHIRIFF'S OFFICE 

CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE  

REPORT NUMBER: 	K15-012322 	CLERK CODE: 	  

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

COURT:  171 SUPERIOR COURT I-7  DISTRICT COURT 	JUVENILE COURT 

TITLE OF CRIMES ARRESTED FOR: 	 RCWS: 
Rendering Criminal Assistance 1st Degree 	 9A.76.060 

Robbery Ist Degree 	 9A.56.200 

ARREST DATE: 	 12/31/2015 	•ARREST TIME: 	1100 

LOCATION OF CRIME: 	1270 Barker Creek Rd NW, Bremertml, 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  
first brought to my attention hy Alisha Small on December 19,2015. Small confacted me and  
stated she had  been at a residence in the Bremerton area on or about the date of December 19,  
2015. Small stated the resislence 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.  
Inforrnatinn_provided by Small was that she overheard several people at the residence talking 	 
Aho_t_jt how_An_ajd man had been tied  up  and robbed in a home. Small stated the msons taking  
plass,jnike_couversadon  vvere Robert "Bubba" Pry,  Shawna Pry,, Rohert Davis, a  female vvko  
las  since beenddentified fis _Ocean Wilson, and a  male.since identified as_Joshua Rodgers-Jones.  
Small_sta ildling  some of the other involved people that what they had done to  

I certify (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the S .ate of Washington that the 
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Deputy's Name: 	Jason Bowman 	Signature: 
Kitsap County, Washington 

171 	See attached continuation 

Rev Feb2012 

Date: 12/31/2015 

 
 



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, gave the keys to to 
some other person. Small stated she later discovered the vehicle was in the possession of Robert  
Pry and the male and female later identified as  Joshua Rodgers-Jones and Ocean Wilson. It  
should be noted that evidence at Hood's residence suggests he vvas the victhn 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 committedAlie  robbery. Pry was arrested at 5734 Tracyton Blvd NW. Also arrested  
at the residence were Shawna Pry and Ocean Wilson. During 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 thesesidence. During a post arrest interview, Ocean Wilson stated  
AlaatRohert Pryan.di.oshua odgers-jones had vvent 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 bow he h,ad  punched the victim in the head, tied him up, and left  
him in the bathroinn ivhile he and Robert Pry stole checks, financial d_ocurnents, cash, and  
identification  from the victim.  

On December 22, 2011 5 I interviewed Alisha  
_ffie_interyikw,SmalLstate_d_fhatslie  was contaded_hy Robert Davis au  ox_ahontiiessmEer11, 
2015. Small stated Davis told her that he had come across a bank mount with several hundred  
thousands  of dollars in it ami he needed her assistance_auessing the account_SlinalLstated  she  
ifrovt_to_aavisls_tesidence_from  Seattle, 	  

Small stated_She went with Davis to the 5734 Tracyton Blvd  address. Small stated that while she  
was at the address,Roherthy  loarlcd a duffle baginto_Da_visILiehichLikshorttime  later, Davis  
took approximately 52,000 from the_bag  and_gave  51,000 to Small. Small then_rode  with Davis  

.2nd Robert Pry to the Emerald ()nun  Casino  in Fite. Small stated -Rolled Pry_tben filled out a  
check that belonged to Rohert Hood and  gaie  it to her tosasJLaLthes_asiaa._Sma_s.tattdske_____  
_attempted to  (\ash the check hut casino_stafarinsediasaskii—SmalLatated_that  she returns:A to  
Davis's residen mon or alumt  December 18, 2015. It was _diming the early morninglmurs of_ 	 
Itecamber_19,_2_015.1hat  Small overheard_the  comiersation ahout the robbery and realized the  
cash given to her by Davis and the check  given_to  her by Robert Pry were  from  the robbery.  

On _ecember 24, 2015 Joshua Rodurs-Jones  and his_girlfriend Miranda Bond were arrested in  

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

Deputy's Name: 	Jason Bowman 	Signature. 	 _ 12/31/2015  
Kitsap County, Washington 

Rev Feb2012 



CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE CONTINUATION 

REPORT NUMBER: 	K15-012322 	CLERK CODE: 	  

Olympia, WA. During a post arrest interview. Rodgers-Jones admitted to robbing the victim  
Robert Hood. Rodgers-Jones also told detectives that Hood had died during the commission of  
the 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 used was _Ronda  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 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 needed a  
place to hide out because the police were lookingfor him. Lamb stated Davis told hes something 
serious happened and something went bad.  

DnDecembet:  29 2015 Miranda Bond agreed to a post arrest interview. Bond stated she had  
knowledge of what bad 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 yekielk 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  
ike_bocly of Robert Hood who died during the course of the robbery. T believe prohable caus.0 	 

Regree. 
aì rest Avis 	.v lst De.gree and Rendering Criminal Assistance 1st 

I certify (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Staty4 Washington that the 
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Deputy's Name: 	Jason Bowman 	Signa turg• 	_ 	 Date:  12/31/2015 
Kitsap County, Washington 

Rev Feb2012 
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I certify ((leclare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Wa, i igton thafthe 
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Kitsap County, Washington 
Deputy's Narne: 	Jason Bowman Sígnatur- Date: 01/26/2016 

=SAP COUN 	i Y SELERIFFS OFFICE 

CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE  

REPORT NUM13ER: 	K15-012322 	CLERK CODE: 

SUSPECT'S NAME:  DAVIS% ROBERT LAVALLE  BIRTHDATE: 07/11/1968 

COURT: 	111 SUPERIOR COURT 	DISTRICT COURT H JUVENILE COURT 

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

Robbery lst Degree 	 9A.56.200 

ARREST DATE: 	 12/31/2015 	 ARREST TIME: 	1100 hours 

LOCATION OF CRIME: 	.1.270 Barker  Creek  Rd NW, Bremerton, Kitsap County WA 

Probable Cause: 
On or about the day of December 16, 2015 a robbery oceurred at the residence of  Rpbert Archie  
Hood located at 1270 NW Barker Creek Rd, Bremertou, Kitsap County WA. The incident was  
first brought to my attention by Alisha Small on De_c_e_miteiL1943Q-L5.,S.1)2a1L contacted me and  
stated she had been at a residence in the Bremerton area ort or about the date of December 19,  
2015. Small stated the_roidence was located at 8686 Tragyton__Blvd NW and tha_t the residence is  
where Robert Davis was living. I am familiar with Davis mid  the residence in question.  
information provide_d_4_&mail was that she_a_verheard several people at the residens_e_allsing_t— 
about I liaLa_tuild_nian_b_acLb_e_en_tied up ands obbed in a_home. Smallt t 	- 	taking 
part in the conversation were Itob_ert_Mthbe Try, ShaRna Pry, Robert Dayis,_a female who has  
since been identified as Ocean Wilson, and a male since identified_as_Joshua Rodgers-Jonts, 
Small stated that Davis was telling some of the otherinyolved people_that what they had.sione_to_ 

VI 	See attached continuation 

Rev Feb2012 
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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, ivithout her permission. gave the keys to to 
some other person. Small stated she later discovered the vehicle was in the possession of Robert  
Pry and the male and female later 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. During the service of a search warrant at  
the time of the arrests, personal documents. Wentification,  and financial instruments belonging to  
Robert Hood were found in the residence. During a post arre5t interview, Ocean Wilson stated  
that Robert Pry and Joshua Rodgers-Jones had went to the victims houst_o_n_ togs_o_nad 	 
'December 163  2015. Wilson stated that when  the two  retume_d_to_Rolter_t_p_a_NisLs_r_esid_ence.  
Rodgers-Tones told  her  about how he had  punched the victim in the head, tied hitn up, and left  
limill_theliailusauLlthile  he and R9bert Pry stole dies.lis_Jmancial  documents.  
identification from the victim.  

On Desember 22, 200 I interviewed Alisha_Small at the Kitsap County Sheriff's Office_ 	 
During the interview. Small stated that she was contactedly Robert Davis ou_or about December  
17, 2015. Small statesl Davis told her that he had come across a bank accoultt with several  
hundred_thousands of dollars in itand  he ne_e_ded her assistance accessing the acconnt—Snia  
stated she drove to Davis's residence from Seattle.  

• Small stated she went with Davis tothe 5734 Tracyton Blvd_address. Small stated that while  
she was_atihe address,  Robert  Pry loaded a duffle bag into Davis's_iehide.  A short tinie later. 	 
Damis took approximately $2,000 from tbe bag and  Ii}_ave $1,000 to Small. Small then rode with  
Davis_and_Rottert Pry to the Emerald Queen Casino in Fife_Small stated Robert Pry then filled  
out a check that belonged to Robert Hood and  gave it to her to  cash at the casino. Small stated  
she attempted  tosash the check but casino staff refused to _cash it. Small stated that she returned  
to Davis's residence  _II or ahoutRecember 18, 2015.1t  was_during the  _early morning hours of 	 
December 19, 2015 that  Small  overheard the coniers.ation_Aliamt_theLobbery  arid realized the  
cash given to her_hyllayis_litaihe_checli_given  to her  by Robert Pry were from the robbery.  

On December 24,_2015  Joshua Rodgers-Jones and his girlfriend Miranda Bond were arrested_ 
in 0Jympia, WA. During a pos  
Robert Hood. RodgerszJones also told detective&That  Ho.ad  had died  during the commission of  
_the rolthery  and that he_antLRoliert  Pry had disprised  of the victitn',_hody in the Port Ludlow  
area—lones_stated the yehiek_that was_used  was a _Honda witb Oregon plates. Tbis_was later  

1 certify (declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the §tate of Washington that the 
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Deputy's Narne: 	Jason Bowman 	 Date:  01/26/2016  _ 	(Y`re,•---  Kitsap County, Washington 
Rev Feb2012 



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 lIonda 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 het-  that he  
needed  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 agreed to a post arrest interview. Bond stated she had  
knowledge 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.  

AMENDED INFORMATION 

  

  

 

  

On 0_1114J2016  Detectives interviewed Robert Pry's girlfriend. Ocean Wilson. Wilson stated  
Robsrt  Davis drove  Robert Pry and_Rodgernes_la_theia_cation  of thiLvictim's residence in  
order  for_Robert  PfLy_Ul Ro_dgers-Jonety  out the robbery.  Wilson  was in the  vehicle with  
Robert Pry,_Joshua  Rodgers-Jones, Rob_ezt  Davis, arid Shawna Dtedley  Pry when  Robert Pu  and  
Joshua 	 Rodgers=iones 'WQ1:_e_sixamilthoff.  Both  skspeets   were  dx_e_saestiRsiltiii_clathing  and Robert  Pey  Wa S Wearing  a skiipask. Wilson stated alLoLth_e_occupants  of tile  v_ehick knew thg robbery  
was going to  oceur_as there_ha_aprevious  discussions about  what  wAs  to occur. Wilson stated  
_Robert  Davis was to receive a portion of any financial gain  froin_theailkliery  in return for  
providing transportation to the other suspects.  	  

After_tht_robb_ery  was carried out hy Robert Pry and Joshua Rodgersniones,Itallert  Davis  _gaieSblewna  Thidley Pry the keys to_a Honda_passenger car so she could Erick up Rohert Pry  
from the  area of the victim's residence. Shawna Dudley Pry drove the Honda to the area of the  
victiins  , t-esìdence 	 akert Pry aride to a different residence after Robert Pry had taken  
_part in the robbery  

Based  On  the facts that Robert Davis, Rt-,bert Pry,  and Joshua Rodgers-Jones, conspired to  
carry out a robbery against  Robert Hood, Robert Pry and Joshua Rodgyrs 
the lotation of Haod's  residence by Robert Davis who  had knowledu thex 
_oecur,_Robett  Davis_was to reseive financial gain for  proxiding transportationia_Rokert_Pr and 
Rodgers-Jones,. Joshita Rodgers-Jones admitted to investigators that_he and Robert Pyy went to 

_the_Lesidencs_with_the  intent to rob the victim, and the victim died as a result of the robberyj  
helieve prohahle  cause. exists_to arrest Robert Davis_ (or Robhery lst Degree.  

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. 

Deputy's Name: 	Jason Bowman 
Kitsap County. Washington 

Rev Feb20 2 

---- 	Date:  01/26/2016  
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WA0180000 Supplement Date: I 	 12/24/2015 

KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT 
0 Arrest Made/Citation Issued 

Case ',Jurnber- I K15-012322 

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

Supplement Date 
12/2412015 14:19:33 

Supplement Type 
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 

Supplement Officer 
(33) RICE, JENNIFER 

Contact Name Supervising Officer 

Supplement Notes 
MN/ MCCARTER, EDWARD G. 
7/11/1966 
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 approximately 0900hrs 

We  were briefed with our assignments for the day. 1 was paired up with Detective STROBLE to make the. following 
contacts: 
1)Contact BRANND1 MCCARTER -  re-interview 
2)Contact JOBN & CAROL LOIDHANCER at 8275 Tracyton Blvd - Video surveillance 
3)Contact CBRISTME POWELL (WAGGONER) at 8686 Tracyton..Blvd 

At approximately 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 BRANND1 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 milled 
out a baby in a carrier and at that time 4 - 5 other individuals began exiting t.he residence and they an 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. I returned 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 I.D., 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 anynlore. She began 
acting very scared, looking up toward her ceiling toward noises we were hearing. I asked BRANNDI if TINY and 
BAMA were there. She said she didn't know. I asked 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 
'le residence and possibly BRANNDI felt threatened. We loudly announced our departure and exited maintaining a 

Officer: SUPERVISOR: INFO: F/UP: .F/UP: PROSECUTOR: 
(33) RICE, JENMFER ONLY: DET: LINE 

.. 	. 	 .. 	i 
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KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT 
El Arrest Made/Citation issued 

Supplement Date: 	12/24/2015 OR!: . WA0180000 Case Number: K15-012322 

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 later to get his stuff 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" R.OBERT PRY and SHAWNA PRY at her residence last week either Wed/Thursday morning. She 
couldn't tell what kind of car they came in because it was dark still. 

CHRISTENA 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 JIM'S" who lives in Poulsbo to DONALD's Moin'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 further details. 

contacted CAROL & JOHN LOME:LAMER via phone. CAROL later called me back and said she would need to get 
her son's assistance to operate and download the video surveillance. She wouki get in touch with us when she did. 
The timeframe I 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 area in Jefferson County to check for the outstanding vehicle, a 
1994 Green Honda with Oregon plates, #105DLB. Detective BIRKENFELD 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 to 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 "NAT.HAN". did not get his 
full horsepower. NATHAN told us he lives there with his girlfriend, "MITCH7. 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 filends 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 B1RKENFELD advised us that he wa.s 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 

Printed at: 12/28/2015 10:25:30 	 Page 3 of 5 
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KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGAT1ON REPORT 
Arrt?st Made/Citation Issued 

Supplement Date: 	12/29/2015 	 CA: WAN.80000 
	

Case Number: K15-012322 

Notes/Narrative 
beginning of December when he went to check on his generator for him. ScholfieId 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. 
SehoMed 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 13lvd. 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 search (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 
"Bubbe Ply, 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 
other 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 dopr. I entered the residence with Deputy Hedstrorn, Detective Stroble, 
Sgt. Porter (shield), Lt. Clithero, and Lt. Vangesen. I 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 I went 
to the ER 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 rny 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 he knew he 
had a warrant and wanted to spend Christmas with family. He said be smoked then hid. He said he did hear us telling 
"Bubbe 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 about the warrant. I told him that we had information that he was involved in the 
disappearance of Hood and that we needed to End 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 flood 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 "Bain." He called her Bam 
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[ Supplement Date: 	01/14/2016 

KITSAP COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INCIDENT/INVESTIGATION REPORT 
0 Arrest Made/Citation Issued 

ORI: WA0180000 Case Number: K15-012322 

Notes/Narrative 
the packaging with the old one. 

On 01-06-16 I was contacted by Mary Bertrand (541-708-0346). Bertrand said she used to live at the end of Barker 
Creek Rd., frorn the 1940s and knew Robert Hood. She said she could possibly provide leads for next of kin if needed. 

I was contacted by Candy Gratton (360-627-3954). She advised that she is on Robert Hoods will and had some sort of 
power of attorney. 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 I had our investigative specialist request the 911 call from 12-22-15 at 8686 Tracyton :Blvd. regarding the 
shooting. She provided rne with the CD-R and CAD printout the same day and 1 entered the CD-R into evidence. 

On 01-07-16 at about 1430 hours I 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 rnan from Barker was a rnillionaire 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' sol want to know who was in that 
tote." 

See letter for details full details. 

Oil 01-08-16 Deteetive Birkenfeld and l obtained a flash drive frorn Craig Loidhamer. 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 0900 hours we went to 5734 Tracyton Blvd. and knocked on the door. BRANND1 MCCARTY answered the 
door. MCCARTY said she had taken the plastic on the carport down and threw it away. As we prepared to leave 
MCCARTY opened her door and said she rnight 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 Ferrier warning frotn a card 

. and she said she understood and we could take the plastic. I used Detective Birkenfeld's camera to photograph the 
plastic. We retrieved-it and retained it for evidence (it was later entered into evidence in Silverdale). MCCARTY 
agreed to speak with us and sat in the front seat of Detective Birkenfeld's vehicle (see his report for details of the 
interview). 

At about 1420 hours we met .DAWN CLINKENBEARD at the Silverdale waterfront park. She provided us with an 
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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 wei.e dropped 
off at Subway between 1000-1100 hours on 12-21-15. They were at Subway looking for a ride and Jason McCullough 
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 McCullough and Ojeda who had already been driving away. She got back to the duplex and Cruz brought Pry 
home between 0000-0400 hours. She last saw Cruz when he came to the duplex and picked up the Honda, telling her 
"this ear.gone." 

I showed Wilson photographs (from Bing maps street view) of two gates on Tracyton Blvd. near I3arker Creek on the 
water side. She said the Loidharner's gate appeared to be where Robert Davis dropped off Pry and •Rodaers-Jones on 
12-17-15. Note: I later reviewed the Loidhatner video and did not observe thern beinQ dropped off, though the video is 
of very poor quality. 

. 	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 Whitrnarsh 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 attempts at meeting with her have failed since. 

On 01-15-16 I received a copy of a court order from DPA Jennine Christensen for the DNA of Arnold Cruz. On 
01-19-16 at about 1202 hours I had Cruz brought to our office frorn 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). I placed the DNA 
samples in evidence and Cruz was taken to back to the jail. 

01-16-16 I went to the .Kitsap County fail to contact Melissa Verbie (Payne) for a separate case. I advised her ()filer 
riuhts from a Miranda warning card T. carry in my notebook at 1225 hours. Verbic said she understood her rights. 

Verbic said it was a weekend and she thought it was the 12th or 13th ofDecember 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 Piy) 
Honda out as it was stuck. Verbic asked Jouravel if he was willing to help and he asked how much they would give him 
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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. ALISHA 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 males voice and that she 
believed it was either ROBERTY PRY or the male that thinks he is a gangster. 
After leaving duplex the group drove to Tacoma and arrived there after 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 is a gangster. ALISHA stated the male that thinks he is a 
gangster and SHAUNA 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 GOODLOE showed up. GOODLOE tobk 
ROBERT PRY and a fem.ale 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. 

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

Detective Bowman tried to talk with ALTSHA 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 about the 
guy 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. ROBE.RT DAVIS told her to 
stay in the car. ROBERT stated they would follow the ear and get it back. That never happened. 
ALISHA col:1E1:ms this conversation and the duplex visit was on Thursday. 

ALISHA became more and more fiustrated about the car. At ROBERT DAVIS' house ALISHA stated ROBERT told 
her to go to a back room and stay there. FIe 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 talking to her 
boyfriend PHILLIP THOMES and he stated she could do big things with ROB, referring to buying drugs from 
ROBERT pAws. 

ALISHA tells us she met ROBERT DAVIS at a gas station nearby, and then was oMy at ROBERT's house about 5 
minutes and he took the keys to the Green Honda from her. 
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ALISHA makes mention of ROBERT talking about a gay 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 ROBERT PRY wanted to see if checks could be cashed at the Casino. ALISHA says while they 
were at the Casino, she let both R.OBERT PRY and SHAUNA DUDLEY PRY use her phone. That phone is now 
missing. 

f,  A 
ALISHA was asked how involved she believed ROBERT DAVIS is in this case. She claims she doesn't know. She 
says we should ask CHRISTINE, who is ROBERT DAVIS' girlfriend. 

AL1SHA is spoken to about the importance of being honest in this investigation and not holding back. 

ALISHA says that ROBERT PRY asked her to cash checks at the casino, which she stated previously was the Emerald 
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. 

Alen 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 tirnes arid left with $400 dollars. 

ALISHA then tells a story about being at the Days Inn where "GOODLOE" rented a room. ALISHA says she gets in an 
argument with SHAUNA DU.DLEY PRY and also with the white male mentioned previously that thinks he is a 
gangster. The male puts a gun in ALISHA's face. ALISITA says the gun is a black semi-autornatic that is small. 

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

ALISHA spoke briefly about ROBERT DAVIS finding $2,000 dollars in cash in a bag that had items from the victim's 
house. AL1SHA told us she got $1000 of the $2,000 ROB took from the duffle bag that carne 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 victim'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 toher. She tried to cash them and they wouldn't take the checks. ALISHA threw 
them in a garbage can. 
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ALISHA admitted she let ROBERT PRY and SHAIJNA use her phone while at the casino. SHAUNA tried to set - up an 
online account, but it didn't work. 

Asked how she originally got involved in this incident„UISHA. advised ROBERT DAVIS called her and told her to 
come over beeuase there was a dude with 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 attempt was at the main 
counter at the Emerald Queen. 

ALISHA was asked again about the location of the body. ALISHA denies knowing anything about the location of the 
man's body. ALISHA mentions RO:BERT 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 about 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 
md the one the gangster guy has appears to be similar. 

At approxiinately 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 
eitherBUBBA PRY or gangster guy. ALISHA says while at the duplex she stayed in the Excurstion ROBERT DAVIS 
went inside. The girl with red hair stayed where they parked. 

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

The interview was concluded at 1545 hours. 

INTERVIEW #3 WITH ALISHA G. SMALL • 
On 12-23-2015 at approxiniatcly 1801 hours ALISHA met with Detective K. Mcdonald and I at the Kitsap Mall. She 
agreed to voluntarily corne with us to the Silverdale Office for a follow up interview. We made a short drive to the 
Sheriff s Office Silverdale Precinct. Upon arrival we sat in the BAC room. I 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 alcohol and 
appeared to be fully coherrant. 
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ALISHA agreed to view a couple of photo line-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 tbe 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 narrative for both admonition forms that the female she rocognized was OCEAN and 
the male she recognized as the "gangster guy". 

I went over the basic facts of the case again with ALISHA. She confnmed that ROB DAVIS had called her to cOme to 
town because he needed her assistance. She denied what she stated earlier about the ROB telling her he needed her 
assistance because he bad an account With alot of money. ALISHA said she went to ROB's house-after meeting him at 
a gas station. ALISHA hadn'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 vehicles. 

AL1SHA confirmed they all went to the casino in Fife and that ROB DAVIS gabbed 1000 dollars from a duffle bag in 
his Excursion without the others knowing. ALISHA told me she received 1000 of the dollars in cash. It was mostly 
20s. 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. 

Later at the Days Inn 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 be was using her phone and she couldn't hear everything that 

. 	was being said. SHAUNA used her phone as well, but slle wisn't sure for what. 

ALISHA confirms she stayed at the Days Inn and got into an argument with SHAUNA P.RY and RODGERS JONES 
put a small 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 adjoining room. ROB rnade 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 YAZZLE. 

ALISHA was informed that she was being arrested for Forgery for trying to pass victim Hood's checks and for 
Possession of Stolen Property 2nd Degree for receiving $1000 dollars of the victim's cash from ROB DAVIS. ALISHA 
was cuffed without incident, and was taken to the Jail. While still in the booking arear at the Jail I briefly interviewed 
ALISHA again, asking her if she recalled her Miranda rights. She told me she did. I asked ALISHA about the $1000 
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COMES Now the Plaintiff, STATE OF WASHINGTON, by and through its attorney COREEN 

E. SCHNEPF, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, with the following Memorandum of Authorities Re: 

Statements of past facts and hearsay— 

A. SS'ITE(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 staternents 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-Jones to Miranda Bond are admissible as 

statements against interest. Answer: Yes 

f3. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Anticipated Facts 
Shawna Dudley-Ply, 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-Jones, Pry, Dudley-Pry, and Wilson frorn the Tracyton 

duplex where they were stayin2.. Davis dropped Rodgers-Jones and Pry off to do 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 PTY. Dudley-Pry and Rodgers-Jones 

took Alisha Small's Honda to pick up Pry who was still at the victim's house. 

While Dudley-Pry and Rodzers-Jones were picking up Pry. Wilson, Davis, and Small 

got in to Davis car and went back to the duplex. Pry, Rodgers-Jones 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-Ply drove the Honda 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. 
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IN THE KITSAP COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 

Cu
RECeIVED AND FILED 

N OPEN COURT 

MAR -4 2016 
DAVID V. PETERSON 

KITSAP COUNTY CLERK 

rosecuting Attorney. WSBA 

Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney 
Adult Criminal and Administrative Divisions 

614 Division Street. MS-35 
Port Orchard. WA 98366-4681 

(360) 337-7174: Fax (360)337-4949 

Depu 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff. 
)
) 

No /& 	eoc)od 
OMNIBUS ORDER 

v . 	 (OOR) 

Defendant. 

1. 	DISCOVERY STIPULATION:  
The State, represented by the undersigned deputy prosecuting attorney. and the defendant. represented by the undersigned 
attorney. hereby stipulate. with any disputed items and/or motions noted below in Section 4, that both parties have and will 
continue to comply with the discovery checklist set forth in CrR 4.5 consistent with the requirements of CrR 4.7. 

2. 	THE DEFENDANT To STATE THE GENERAL NATURE OF His OR HER DEFENSE(S) (Check If Applicable)  
14 General Denial 	0 Alibi 	0 Insanity 	0 Diminished Capacity 	0 Intoxication 
bi Self Defense/Defense of Others/Defense of Property 	0 Entrapment 71 Other:  c-40141:41-7 0 e le4-tsc  
3. THE PROSECUTION GIVES THE FOLLOWING NancE:  
a. The State reserves the right to request to amend the Information pursuant to CrR 2.1(d). 
b. Notice of intent to use all of the clefendant's (I) prior convictions: and (2) other acts contained in the State's discovery for all 

purposes pursuant to ER 404(b). unless otherwise indicated. 
c. If the defendant testifies at trial. the State may offer evidence of prior convictions as disclosed in the State's discovery for 

impeachment purposes. If additional criminal convictions are found, the State will advise the defendant of such convictions 
and may offer such convictions at trial. 

d. Check if applicable: 0 Informant involved 0 Special inquiry conducted 0 Child Hearsay (iRCW 9A.44.120) will offer at 
trial statements of 	 made to 	  

4. DISPUTED ITEMS, MOTIONS, AND HEARINGS REQUESTED:  

kFurther arraignrnent (FA)*CrR 3.5 Status (3.5S)PfCrR 3.5 Hg (3.5H) 0 CrR 3.6 Status (3.6S) 71 erR 3.6 HE..,  (3.6H) 
Motion to dismiss: grounds: 	  

0 Child hearsay hearingqDiscovery issues: 	šc11 fðA V-1.," .c.i-4.7tx 	i s c Av  
0 Other: 	  

5. ORDER SETTING HEARINGS:  

The defendant(s) must personally be present at I he following court hearings and report to the KrrsAp COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT, 
614 Division Street, Port Orcl .if,i1. WA 98366: 
$ Hearing for:  3 i5, 	/I 	Date: 	 Time: 	  
0 Hearing for: 	  Date: 	 Time: 	  

6. BRIEFING SCHEDUIY:  

Defendant's brief due: 	  Tirne: 	  
State's brief due: 	  Time: 	  
Reply briefs due: 	  Time: 	  

_,.4-", 
ORDER approved4m uate: 3/ 4 / i (0. 
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RECEIVED AND FILED 
IN OPEN COURT 
MAR 1 0 2016 

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, 
No. 16-1-00002-7 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

ROBERT DAVIS, 

Defendant. 

Affidavit in Support of Objection to 
Amendment and 8.3 Motion 

Affidavit in Support of Objection to 
Amendment and 8.3 Motion 

JENIECE LACROSS 
Attorney at Law 

904 DWIGH T S f HEET 
PORT ORCHARD , WASH!NGTON 98366 

C36C) 8764879 

651 	 SLB(54) 



iece LaCross 

I, 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. I am older than 18 years old and competent to hereby state the following. 

2. I am counsel for Mr. Robert Davis 

3. During the pendency of the case, prior to the addition of the Robbery charge, I 
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. 

5. I 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, I 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. It is my belief that the conversation occurred with DPA Jennine Christianson. 

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

9. I state with absolutely certainty, under penalty of perjury, that the conversation 
occurred with the state, that I 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 9111  day of March, 2016 

AFFIDAVIT JENIECE LACROSS 
Attorney at Law 

904 DWIGHT STREET 
PORT ORCHARD , WASHINGTON 98366 

(360; 876.1879 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 

RECEIVED AND FILELI 
e

\N„...„/ 

 IN OPEN COURT 

MAR - 9 2016 
DAVID W. PETERSON - 

KITSAP COUNTY CLERK 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

TN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KITSAP 

ROBERT PRY, 	 ) 
) 

Defendant. 	) 
) 

	  ) 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

ROBERT DAVIS, 

Defendant. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

ARNOLD CRUZ, 

Defendant. 

No 15-1-01509-3 

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

No 16-1-00002-7 

OBJECTION TO STATE'S THIRD 
AMENDED INFORMATION AND 
MOTION TO DISMISS PtTRSUANT 
TO CrR 8.3(b) 

No 15-1-01503-4 

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

M.R. DAVIS'S OBJECTION TO STATE'S 
THIRD AMENDED INFORMATION AND 
MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO CRR 
8.3(B) 

JENIECE LACROSS 
Attorney at Law 

904 DWIGHT STREET 
PORT ORCHARD , WASHINGTON 98366 

(360) 676-1879 

63u 	 SU (46) 



COMES NOW the Defendant, Robert Davis by and througb his attorney of record, Jeniece 

LaCross and submits the following objection to the state's Third Amended Information and motions 

the Court for disrnissal 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 information which 

added Murder in the First Deffree (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 ri2ht 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) is 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 cause of action: 

(1) arbitrary action or governmental rnisconduct; and (2) that his right to a fair trial was prejudiced. 

Michielli,  132 Wn.2d at 239-40. DismisSal of charges is an extraordin2ry remedy available only 
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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,  120Wash.2d 822, 830, 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. Absent a 

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 mismanagement 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 trial. Michielli,  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 opportunity to 

adequately prepare a material part of his defense. State v. Price,  94 Wash.2d 810, 814, 620 P.2d 994 

(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 ric.tht to effective 

assistance. See State. v. Michielli,  132 Wri.2d 229, 244-46, 937 P.2d 587 (1997), St. v. Price,  94 

Wn.2d 810, 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 ren-ni i ning on the speedy trial calendar. State v. Earl,  97 

Wash.App. 408, 412, 984 P.2d 427 (1999). 
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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 tirne limits by court rule and to provide that failure to 

cornply therewith requires dismissal of the charge with prejudice.' " Michielli,  132 Wash.2d at 245, 

937 1.2d 587 quoting State v. Duggins,  68 Wash.App. 396, 399-400, 844 13,2d 441, alfd, 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 stratey 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 frorn the beginning of his case that he is not willing to waive his right 

to a speedy trial. 

Furthermore, the statutory defense requires that the Defense prove it by a preponderance of 

the evidence. To add this burden to the Defense three days prior to the start of trial is prejudicial as 

well. 

If this Court does not find prejudice pursuant ot act upon CrR 8.3 the. State is still not allowed 

to Carte Blanche amend an information. Prejudice to the Defense is not required for 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 in 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 finding 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 
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absence of prejudice to the defendant did not establish abuse of the trial Courts discretion. Citing 

State v. Haner, 95 Wash.2d at 863, 865, 631 P.2(1381; Rapozo, 114 Wash.App. at 324, 58 P.3d 290. 

In State v. Haner, 95 Wash.2d 858, 859-60, 631 P.2d 381 (1981), the defendant was initially 

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 thc 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 the 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 prejudice the rights of the 

defendant and yet the trial judge still possessed the authority to disallow the amend.ment. 

Similarly, in State v. Rapozo, 114 Wash.App. 321, 322-24, 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 Hailer and Rapozo both make clear that a trial court rnay 

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, Ibis 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 crinnnal complaint against Mr. Davis 

and dismiss the case pursuant to CrR 8.3. It is 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 
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Prepared by: 

representation, as well as placing a burden of proof upon him a mere three days before trial. Even if 

this Court finds that there is no prejudice, or disrnissal is not the proper remedy, the amendment still 

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

Dated this 7T" day of March, 2016 

Jeniece LaCros 	SBA 28859 
Attorney for De endant 
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IN THE KITSAP COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
No. 16-1-00002-7 

Plainti ff, 
MEMORANDUM OF AUTHORITIES RE: 

v. 	 RESPONSE TO DEFENSE CRR 8.3(B) 
MOTION To D1smiss 

ROBERT LAVA 1.1.E 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 foHowing Memorandum 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 rnurder in the First Degree. Answer:  Yes. 

1. Anticipated Facts 
The Defendant was first arraigned on the charge of rendering criminal assistance in the 

First Degree on January 5, 2016. One month later, the State filed a First Amended information 

charging the Defendant with Robbery in the First Degree as an accomplice and Rendering 

Criminal Assistance in 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 
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amended information was 	the State has received and issued over a thousand pages of 
discovery and many cds with additional information. This additional discovery includes the 
followin 

1) A crime lab report dated February 12, 2016, confirming that Robert Hood's DNA 
was located in the trunk of Alisha Srnall's vehicle. The State alleges that Robert 
Davis previously requested that Alisha Small corne to his house to assist in breaking 
in to the victim's accounts. Davis then requested Small's keys and Rave the keys to 
Dudley-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. 

3) On February 25, 2016, the State became aware that the defendant had placed a jail 
calling using another imnate'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 Februaty 29, 2016, Ocean Wilson was interviewed by Jeniece LaCross and the 
other defense attorneys 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 Srnall was interviewed by Jeniece LaCross 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 
was. 

C. ARG UM ENT 
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. Stole v. Rohrich, 149 Wn.2d 647, 71 P.3d (i38 (2003). The defendant must show 1) 
arbitrary action or governmental misconduct and 2) prejudice affecting the defendant's right to a 
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fair trial. Id. at 654. State v. Michielli,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 	 ln this case, the State had reasons for 

not filing the Felony Murder Charge at the original dine 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 ease significantly. lt is also significant to note that Mk:Meth was charged with theft 

offenses that appear to be rnuch simpler than the case at hand. The prosecutor was likely able to 

process through the discovery quickly and make charging decisions. ln this case, the discover),  is 

complicated and voluminous. The State is still -continuing to process the investigation and 

discovery in this ease. New information became available to the State subsequent 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 mismanaizement 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 unprepared prior to March 4, 20 l 6 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 notified of the charging decision at the omnibus 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. 
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WSBANO. 
Deputy Prosecitirfg Attorney Attorney for Defendant 

/0  day of  3 DATED this , 20 
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RECEIVED AND FILE 
IN OPEN COURT 

(--) MAR 1 0 2 016 
IN THE KITSAP COUNTY SUPERIOR 

K@ 	ETERSON IT4S‘MEWAP COUPNTY CLERK 

No. ao--- / -000302-7 
ORDER CONTLWING TRIAL DATE 

v. 	 PURSUANT TO Oa 3 .3 (f)(1) OR CRR 

ga00—  06 	
Defendani 

	3 .3 (f)(2) 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

THIS MATTER having come on for hearing before the undersigned Judge it is hereby — 
1. JOLVILY AGREED BY ALL PARTJES that the interests of the administration of justice will be 

furthered by continuing the trial date to 	 , 20 	and the Court 
fmds that the interests of the administration of justice will be served by this continuance, pursuant to 
CrR 3.3(f)(1). (DEFENDANT S SIGNATURE REQUIRED.) 

2. On the motion of the El STATE OF WASHINGTON r$DEFENSE COUNSEL, the court finds 
that the administration 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(f)(2) to enable: 	- 

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

DEFENDANT 

ORDER E: CrR3.3(f) Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney 
Adult Criminal and Administrative Division 

614 Division Street, MS-35 
Port Orchard, WA 98366-4681 

(360)337-7174; Fax (360) 337-4949 
www.kitsapgov.corn/pros 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF K1TSAP 

a 
RECEIVED AND FILED 

IN OPEN COURT 

MAY Ü4 2016 
DAVID W. PETERSON 

KITSAP COUNTY CLERK 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 

Plaintiff 
VS 

ROBERT LAVELLE DAVIS 

# 16-1-00002-7 
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1)  

2)  

3)  

4)  

W
ilson w

ould hear Pryand Rodgers-Jones talk about hitting a 
lick. They:had a•lick they w

anted to hit. W
ilson w

ould hear 
w

hisperings about the plan approxim
ately a w

eek prior to the 
m

urder. D
udley-Pry w

as.also•present for these•conversations. 
Rodgers-Jones and Pry.w

ould say that it w
asn't far from

 the 
house, it w

ouldn't be hard to get it done and have it over w
ith. 

There w
as a w

hole bunch of m
oney that w

as just going to be 
com

ing in their pockets. 
As it got closer to the robbery, D

avis started joining in on the 
conversations. D

avis w
anted to run the show

. There w
as 

discussions about how
 D

avis knew
 about the old m

an 
beforehand and how

 he could:have hit the•lick by him
self and 

that D
avis has lived on Tracyton longer. D

avis w
ould argue 

w
ith Rodgers-Jones and Pry about this. D

udley-Pry w
as also 

present for these conversations. O
ne conversation, D

avis says 
"I'could•have done it m

yself. 	I've lived on Tracyton longer 
than you. I'd know

n about it before you. You just happen to 
hear about it." Pry says, "if you w

ere going to do it, then you 
should have done it yourself. D

avis says "W
eil, I'm

 still going to 
be a part of it." 
D

avis had com
e.to  an agreem

ent w
ith Pry and Rodgers-Jones 

that D
avis w

ould help the tw
o w

ith the robbery and, in 
exchange, D

avis w
ould receive any precious m

etals or coins 
taken during the robbery. 
Pry cam

e dow
nstairs and told W

ilson to get in the car. W
hile 

. 
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Co-Conspirator Statem
ents: 

dropping Pry and Rodgers-Jones off to do the•robbery, Davis 
w

as saying things like "don't fuck it up." Pry and Rodgers-
Jones responded that they knew

 w
hat they w

ere doing. Pry 
told W

ilson he w
ould be right back. 

5) 
W

hen W
ilson arrived at.D

avis house he w
as introduced to 

Sm
all as Bonnie. D

avis directed W
ilson to get him

 various 
things and eventually told her to sit in the living room

 w
/ 

D
udley-Pry 

6) 
D

udley-Pry told.D
avis that the.boys are ready. D

avis gave 
W

ilson the keys to Sm
all's H

onda and told her to give them
 to 

Dudley-Pry so that she could go pick up Pry 
7) 

D
udley-Pry w

as telling Rodgers-Jones, "how
 could you leave 

m
y brother dow

n there?" and Rodgers-Jones w
as saying, "let's 

go, let's go get him
 

8) 
Pry later said that w

hile he w
as w

aiting for the ride, he w
as 

confronted by the neighbor. 
9) 

Davis told W
ilson to get in the car to go back to the Tracyton 

D
uplex. 

10) D
udley-Pry spoke to W

ilson on the phone before they m
ade it 

to the Tracyton duplex and said the car w
asn't w

orking and 
they w

ere still trying to find Pry, and that they.w
ould m

eet 
W

ilson and Davis back at the house. 
11) Dudley-Pry, Rodgers-Jones and Davis w

ere arguing about w
ho 

w
as going to take the H

onda. D
udley-Pry put several pillow

 
cased item

s in Davis' car, saying, this is Bubba's clothing, this is 
Tiny's. 

12) Sm
all w

as com
plaining that she needed her car back and this 

w
asn't supposed to happen. 

13) O
n the w

ay to the casino, Davis w
as asking Pry for coins and 

gold. Pry said that there w
as no gold. There's no nothing. Pry 

gave Davis several coins and Davis said "this is garbage." 
14) O

nce at the casino, Pry w
rote several checks for Sm

all. Sm
all 

w
as-telling Pry to w

rite it for $12,000 and.m
ake it for 

caregiving. 
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IN THE KITSAP COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

v. 

Plaintiff, 

FIN-DI-NOS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS ROBERT LAVALLE DAVIS, 	 OF LAW FOR EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE Age: 48; DOB: 07/11/1968, 

Defendant. 

THIS MA I 	I ER having corne on regularly for hearing before the undersigned Judge of the 
above-entitled Court pursuant to a hearing on sentencina; the parties appearing by and through 
their attorneys of record below-named; and the Court having considered the motion, briefin, 
testimony of witnesses, if any, argument of counsel and the records and files herein, and being 
fully advised in the premise's, now, therefore, makes the following— 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

I. 
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 
months between both cause numbers would be appropriate in this case. 

H. 

ruow,4,,,d.) 
	

CA/1 60-\ G- botto -7 
3 pv\mtL o-A /0-  OD 

Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney 
Adult Criminal and Administrative Divisions 
614 Division Street, MS-35 
Port Orchard, WA 98366-4681 
(360)337-7174; Fax (360)337-4949 
www.kitsapgov.corn/pros 
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
FOR EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE; Page 1 of 3 
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APPROVED FOR ENTRY— 

That the Defendant understands that this jointly recommended sentence would he 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 incarceration and 

furthermore, the presumption is that the sentence would be concurrent to the conviction for 

identity theft if sentenced on the sarne day. The statutory maximum is five (5) years incarceration 

for both cases. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

I. 

That the above-entitled Court has jurisdiction aver the parties and the subject matter of 

this action. 

H. 
That this Court concludes that an exceptional sentence of 90 months of incarceration (57 

Li 
months on 16-1-00002-7, consecutive to 	months on 16-1-00264-0) is appropriate for this 

Defendant, even though the presumptive range is as set forth in Finding of Fact 11. 

111. 
That this Court will impose an exceptional sentence of  /03 AA04114.5 	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 P\CW 9.94A.535(2)(c). 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, pursuant to In re 

Breedlove, 138 Wn.2d 298 (1999) and State v. Hilyard, 63 Wn.App., 413, 819 P.2d 809 (1991), 

review denied, 118 Wn.2d 1025 (1992). 

So ORDERED this 	5  day of August, 2016. 

PRESENTED 13Y— 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
FOR EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE; Page 2 of 3 

Tina R. Robinson, Prosecuting Attorney 
Adult Criminal and Adrninistrative Divisions 
614 Division Street, IvIS-35 
Port Orchard, WA 98366-4681 
(360) 337-7174; Fax (360) 337-4949 
www.lcitsapgov.com/pros  
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Attorney for Defendant 
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Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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El STATE 	Exiibit No.3 1 1  

0 PLAINTIFF 	NIDEFENDANT 
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DOTHER 	  

Case No. 16-1-00002-7 

STATE OF WA vs. ROBERT DAVIS 

[ 	] Admitted 	[ 
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]
,e

,efused 
[ 	] Withdrawn 	[ 	ot Offered 

Date of Court's Ruling: 



somewhere around there. 

2 Q. Okay. 

	

3 A. 	Somewhere around there. 

	

4 Q. 	Did you drive around or take the ferry? 

	

A. 	I. drove around. 

	

6 Q. 	Okay. And was there anybody else with you when you 

came over in the car? 

	

A. 	No. I met Lhem at the gas station, the Chevron gas 

station up the road. 

Q. Met who? 

	

A. 	Rob. 

12 Q. Rob. Okay. 

And what was your reason for coming over from 

Seattle? 

A. 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 

19 
	

you guys, yeah. 

	

Q. 	Okay. 

BY DETECTIVE MANCHESTER: 

	

22 Q. 	Can you explain that again? I missed I:ha 

	

23 A. 	I thought that he -- 

4 BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN: 

2 
	

Q. 	I'l] just say this right now, 

2 9 
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It's pretty much going to be known in the court 

records that you were on contract as an informant for 

me. 

A. 	Mm-hmm. 

mean, there's r-eally nothing we can do to hide 

that -- 

A. 	Yeah. 

Q. 	-- at this point, nor do we want to. 

So you told me that you thought that maybe Rob 

was selling drugs -- 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. -- and that you could probably buy from him. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. 	So that's essentially why you went there? 

A. 	Yeah. 

Q. 	Okay. So how long were you at Rob's before the er 

came up missing, do you figure? 

A. 	I wasn't even there not even -- not even five 
• 
minutes. Rob took the car. 

Q. Okay. How long was it before you noticed that the 

car was crone? 

A. Right away because he had come in -- back inside 

right away.. And I'm, like, well, where is -- I asked 

for the keys back. And he said that he had given 

them to somebody else Lo move the car. 

3 0 
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Mm-hmm. 

Q. 	I mean, how involved in all of this is Rob? 

A. 	I don't know. 	I couldn't say. 

Q. Okay. I mean, do you think that this is typical of 

Rob, Co hold people at his house and tell them that 

they can't leave? 

A. 	No. 

Q. 	And you're telling me -- 

A. 	But from -- I see -- I feel -- I feel like, no, it's 

not. But at the same time talking -- when Christina 

a was talkino 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 Samoan guy out there is because she's scared 

of him. He's supposed to be there to protect her. 

Q. 	Okay. You know, so I mean, if these people asked you 

to participate, we need to know that they asked you 

to participate. 

Participate in? 

Q. 	Driving them somewhere. Going to cash checks. 

BY DETECTIVE MANCHESTER: 

Q. Letting you know what they had accomplished and now 

BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN: 

Q. 	Right. 

4 1 
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A. Like I said, they had asked us to cash a check at -- 

cash a check or two at the casino in Tacoma. 

BY DETECTIVE MANCHESTER: 

Q. 	They asked you to do that? 

A. 	Me and Rob. 

O. 	They asked you and Rob to do it. Whc asked? 

BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN: 

O. Yeah. Who? 

A. 	T think it was Bubba or else -- maybe LI_ was -- yeah, 

it was Bubba. 

Q. 	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. 

Q. 	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. 

Q. Okay. So they asked you guys to go cash it? 

A. 	Mm-hmm. 

Q. Did they say that they were going to pay you guys 

anything or give you some money out of iL? 

R. No. There was no questions asked about it. 
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Q. 	The gangster guy was there? 

A. Mm-hmm. The gangster guy was the one that was 

driving that car, doing sLuff to the car. 

	

Q. 	Right. And the redhead female was there? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. And Rob was with you? 

'7 A. Mm-hmm. 

Q O. Who else did you see come in or out of the duplex? 

	

9 A. 	I didn't see anybody else. 

	

Q. 	Okay. 

	

1 1 	BY 	DETECTIVE MANCHESTER: 

	

1.2 Q. 	So say those names again one more time, just for my 

notes. Rob -- 

Rob, Bubba, Shawna. And myself and the redhead girl. 

2..;) 

23 

24 

2D 

1 3 DETECTIVE BOWMAN: 

Q. And the gangster guy? 

A. And the gangster guy. 

Q. What do you think the extent of Rob's involvement in 

all of this is? 

A. 	I think his -- I mean, I think he has knowledge. YoL 

know, I think he knows something. But I -- I haven't 

really talked to anybody really about it besides Phil 

and -- 

Q. 	Okay. 

A. 	The -- 

5 5 
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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 out. 

Q. 	Okay. So when you were looking 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 

you ever look in the bag and see what was there? 

A. Hm-mmm. 

Q. Did anybody 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. 

Q. And he -- where was that at? Was that in the -- it 

was in the parking lot or in the parking garage? 

A. 	It was the parking lot of the casino. 

Q. 	Parking lot. Okay. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. 	And then he basically -- he didn't tell you why you 

were getting it, but he basically said, look, they 

got this from the guy's house and you get 1,000 of 

61 
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5 

it, is that what they said? 

He never said nothing about getting -- he never said 

nothing about getting it from the guy's house. He 

never said nothing about it. He just gave me -- I 

seen that he had the money and I said, "Wow, where 

did you get that from? 	And he said that he was 

going to give me 1,000 of it to gamble on and he said 

to have fun. That's what he said. 

What makes you believe that this stuff was from this 

guy's house? 

A. Because after hearing what they -- they said they had 

a guy tied up after, I just put two and two together, 

you know, that there was -- 

BY DETECTIVE BOWMAN: 

Q. And that he had a bunch of money? 

A. 	Yeah. I just put the two together and figured that's 

what it was from. Neither of them had a bag of 

clothes or anything like that that I thought it was. 

Q. After you left Tacoma or Fife and came back here -- 

A. 	Mm-hmm. 

Q. 	How long were you at Rob's? 

A. 	I was there all night that night until about 11:00 

that following the da - 

Q. 	Okay. Which was? 

A. 	Sunday. 
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JAIL CALL 
03-01-16/6:56 pm 

Case # 16-1-00002-7 
Page 1 

2 

4 
5 
6 

	

7 	 JAIL CALL 

	

8 	 Q=Robert Davis 

	

9 	 A-Cara Digit].Ho 
10 
11 
12 Edited 

	

1_3 	Q: 	 You know? So, all fucking crazy old fucking ocean. Fucking, you know, God, 

	

14 	 you should have heard it. Her statement is so fucking - just back and forth. 

	

15 	 She said, "Oh, Rob - Rob Davis is tryin to run it all." But then he said, "Oh, 

	

16 	 (Joshua Rogers), or Tiny, was tying to run it all." You know, Pin like, "What 

	

17 	 the fuck are you talking about?" Well, then they - when they asked, "Well, 

	

18 	 how - how and what I was doing to try to run it all," she said, "Well, he was 

	

19 	 driving." What the fuck? Are you fucking serious? 
20 

	

21 	A: 	 Well, you were not driving.. 
22 

	

23 	Q: 	 I was dr- I mean, yes, I was drivin.g. I was driving the truck. 
24 

	

25 	A: 	 You were what? 
26 

	

27 	Q: 	 I was driving the tnick. I - I drove the truck. Yes I did. (Unintelligible)... 
28 

	

29 	A: 	 Drove the tru.ck  where? 
30 

	

31 	Q: 	 To - fiorn (Tiny)'s house to rny house. 
32 

34 

	

35 	Q: 	 Dropped them off - dropped thern off at ray house, okay? And then went and 

	

36 	 met (Bonnie), okay? 
37 

	

38 A: 	 Okay. 
39 

	

40 	Q: 	 A- and then went back to my house. And then when we went to Tacoma I 

	

41 	 dropped them off again in Fife 'cause they did stay at the same motel as we, 

	

42 	 did. 'Cause they didn't have ID. 
43 

	

44 A: 	 Right. 
45 



JAIL CALL 
03-01-16/6:56 pm 

Case # 16-1-00002-7 
Page .2 

46 	Q: 	 You know what I'm sayffig? 
47 
48 A: 	 Right. 
49 
50 	Q: 	 Yep. So anyway, long story short with that is she's saying I fucking God 
51 	 danm fucking was runnin the fucking show. Check this out, I have no idea 
52 	 who this man was Kara, 
53 
54 A: 	 Right. 
55 
56 Q: 
57 
58 Edited 
59 
60 	The transcript has been reviewd-WliBthe audio recording submitted and it is an accurate 
61 	transcription. 
62 Signed 	 (518-76-;  

Never seen him. Did - you should... 



TN THE COURT OF APPFACS OF THF STATE OF Tvput 	
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

Resoondent 

STATF F"AJON 
) 

) 	No 

) 

ROP.ERT DAVIF 
	

) 	CERT-FPI- CATE 07  MATLINC 

Anneallant 
	

) 

The uncl -t•Firle.r7' certifis uner nr-naltv of perjury that he 

did serve a true am5 correct coov of the following: 

DOCUMENT: 	STATEMENT OF AT)DTTIONAT, GROUNDS FOR REVIEW 

PRO SE SUPPLF1ENTAL BRTEF OF APPEALLANT 

ADDRESS TO: 

(1) Wa,;hincfton Court of Anneals Division IT, 950 T roadway, 

5te 300, MS T-P-06, 	rA7 A. 9P-1-1 02-4511 ; 	(2) Kitsan Coiinty 

Prosecutors Office, 614 Divison St, °art Orchard, lqA, 	11.'46; 

(3) Nielsen, Rroman an 	och, AttornevP at Law, Jennifr 

Winkler. 1908 P,ast Madison St, Seattle, WA. 1, 9122 

By plF.cino the same in a nre ar..7(73.resse envelope and oroces,7in(7 the 

same as leaal mail, U.S. Mail 	Postage arrange6, at Airway Heights 

Correction Center, on the _42 	r:Jay of May 2017.  

/162 	11„47,6'e:7  
ROBERT DAVTS, 952015 
Airway Heicfht9 Correction Center 
P.O. Box 2042, Unif v-A17 
Airway Feihts, WA. 29001 
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