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L INTRODUCTION

Mr. Swenson argued that allowing the deputy prosecuting
attorney who previously prosecuted Mr. Swenson to sit as the judge
imposing sentence in the current case violated the due process
clauses of the state and U.S. Constitutions, Canon 3(D) of the CJC,
and the appearance of fairness doctrine.

The state begins its opposition by characterizing the
“appearance of fairness” doctrine — and hence all the claims raised —
as non-constitutional in nature. The state then argues that these non-
constitutional protections require a subjective, not objective, inquiry.
The state concludes that since there is no proof of the sentencing
judge’s actual, subjective, bias, Mr. Swenson'’s claims all fail.

It is now clear, however, that the state is wrong about both
promises and, hence, about its conclusion. Under Caperton v. A.T.
Massey Coal Co., ___ U.S. ___, 129 S.Ct. 2252, 173 L.Ed.2d 1208
(2009), it is the U.S. Constitution’s Due Process Clause that provides
the protection we described, and that Due Process Clause protects
against not just a subjectively biased judge, but also against the
objective appearance of unfaimess. Thus, the state errs in
concluding that Mr. Swenson’s claims fail because he raises non-

constitutional claims requiring proof of actual, subjective, bias.
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Therefore, the decisions cited in the Opening Brief which adopt an
objective test are the most persuasive; and the majority of those hold
that using such an objective test, a judge cannot sit on the case of a
criminal defendant whom he or she formerly prosecuted regardless of
whether the judge ‘harbors actual subjective bias against that
defendant. Section II.

The state next argues that Mr. Swenson cannot raise his
fairness and appearance-of-fairness claims, including the objective
CJC issue, for the first time on appeal. But since Caperton clearly
holds that both actual, subjective, bias claims and objective,
a.ppearance-of-faimess claims are based on the Constitution’s Due
Process Clause, these claims can all be raised for the first time on
appeal under RAP 2.5(a)(3). Further, this is not an appeal. It is a
PRP. A petitioner can raise not just constitutional claims in a PRP,
but also non-constitutional claims resulting in a miscarriage of justice.
The claims contained in Mr. Swenson’s PRP fit into both categories.
Section Ill.

Finally, the state tries to minimize the importance of the two
conflicting roles played by the judge at different periods of her life vis-
a-vis Mr. Swenson by implying that she did not really prosecute him

in the past. The state comes to this conclusion by claiming that when
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this judge was a prosecutor, she signed only the amended
informations in State v. Steven Swenson, Case No. 86-8-02275-1,
and she signed them for somebody else — as if her signatures were
pro forma and unimportant, and she was just a stand-in. The
argument that the former prosecutor's signatures do not count
because she was not the real prosecutor flouts common sense and
conflicts in principle with numerous cases characterizing the decision
to initiate charges as integral to the prosecution process and requiring
the exercise of professional judgment. E.g., Kalina v. Fletcher, 522
U.S. 118, 118 S.Ct. 502, 139 L.Ed.2d 471 (1997). It also misstates
the facts; then-deputy prosecutor Maclnnes’ name appears
throughout Mr. Swenson’s juvenile file (full file attached hereto as
Appendix A). Section IV.
Il THE STATE ERRS IN CHARACTERIZING THE
“APPEARANCE OF FAIRNESS” DOCTRINE AS
NON-CONSTITUTIONAL; UNDER CAPERTON v.

A.T. MASSEY COAL CO., IT IS FIRMLY ROOTED IN
THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE

A. Caperton Clarifies that the Appearance of

Fairness Doctrine is Constitutional and
Objective Rather than Subjective

The state begins its opposition by arguing that the objective
“appearance of fairness” doctrine is not constitutional in nature and

that only actual, subjective, judicial bias is barred by the Due Process

SWENSON - REPLY BRIEF - 3



Clauses of the state and U.S. Constitutions. State’s Response, p. 5
(“The appearance of fairness doctrine is not constitutional ...").

The U.S. Supreme Court, however, clearly held to the contrary
just a few months ago in Caperton v. A.T. Massey Coal Co., 129
S.Ct. 2252. In that civil case arising from a law suit against a coal
mining company in West Virginia, the state’s highest court had ruled
that the due process clause protected against only actual, subjective,
judicial bias, and did not protect against objective, appearance-of-
bias, problems. In fact, the U.S. Supreme Court explained that the
challenged West Virginia high court judge — Judge Benjamin —
refused to recuse himself from hearing the Caperton case because
he “had no direct, personal, substantial, pecuniary interest in this
case,” and that judge concluded that “a standard merely of
‘appearances,’ ... seems little more than an invitation to subject
West Virginia's justice system to the vagaries of the day — a
framework in which predictability and stability yield to supposition,
innuendo, half-truths, and partisan manipulations.” /d., 129 S.Ct. at
2259 (citations omitted) (internal quotations omitted).

The U.S. Supreme Court reversed, however, on the ground
that the Due Process Clause protected against more than just actual,

subjective, judicial bias. The Supreme Court explained that the
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challenged West Virginia high court judge had reviewed and reversed
a $50 million verdict against Massey Coal Co. for misrepresentation,
concealment, and tortious interference with existing contractual
relations. The U.S. Supreme Court continued that Judge Benjamin
cast his vote on hearing and rehearing in a closely split high court
decision. The Court acknowledged that Judge Benjamin denied that
he harbored any bias against the plaintiff who won the $50 million in
punitive and exemplary damages, and the Supreme Court cited no
proof of actual bias, either. The Supreme Court, however, noted the
objective fact that Judge Benjamin had decided to run after the
Caperton trial court verdict was entered and the Massey Coal Co.
had appealed; that he had won a tightly contested election by only
50,000 votes; and that he had achieved this victory after the
chairman-president-CEO of defendant-appellant Massey Coal Co.
decided to deal with his company’s $50 million trial court loss by
pouring $3 million into Judge Benjamin’'s campaign. This was a sum
that dwarfed expenditures by all the other judges who were running
and that even dwarfed the expenditures made by the questioned
judge’s own election committee. Caperton, 129 S.Ct. at 2257.

The U.S. Supreme Court then reiterated the rule that the Due

Process Clause protects against actual judicial bias, such as a judge
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with a personal interest in the case. Caperton, 129 S.Ct. at 2259.
Notably, though, that Court continued that the Due Process Clause
protects litigants against the objective appearance of unfaimess or
bias, also. /d., at 2260. That Court used potential financial incentives
as an example. It explained that even though many judges would not
be influenced by the prospect of obtaining a small amount of money
for each case decided a particular way, the Due Process Clause still
barred a judge from sitting on a case where he faced the temptation
of even a small profit for deciding the case one way rather than the
other. This was true, the Court continued, even without proof that the
temptation actually influenced the judge; the “possible temptation to
the average man,” objectively, was enough to trigger due process
clause protections. /d., at 2260 (“[t}here are doubtless mayors who
would not allow such a consideration as $12 costs in each case to
affect their judgment in it,” but the temptation still exists and
satisfies the objective test of appearance of bias). The Supreme
Court explained: “Every procedure which would offer a possible
temptation to the average man as a judge to forget the burden of
proof required to convict the defendant, or which might lead him not

to hold the balance nice, clear and true between the State and the
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accused, denies the latter due process of law.” Id. (citation
omitted).

The Supreme Court then made clear that these prior decisions
compelled the conclusion that the Due Process Clause protects
against adjudication by not just a judge who faces the temptation of a
small personal profit, but even against adjudication by a judge whose
municipality would profit from his or her decision in a case. The Court
reaffirmed its prior decisions holding that even where the profit went
directly into “the town’s general fisc,” rather than the adjudicator’s
pocket, the Due Process Clause still required recusal. /d., 129 S.Ct.
at 2260."

The Caperton Court explicitly concluded that the Due
Process Clause did not demand an inquiry into “whether in fact [the
justice] was influenced.” /d., at 2261 (citation omitted). Following
Caperton, the question is not whether Judge Maclnnes herself

succumbed to the temptation of bias but whether the objective

' In fact, the Supreme Court ruled that the judge’s “financial stake”
in the outcome need not be either “direct or positive” to necessitate
recusal. /d. (citation omitted). For example, the Court reiterated
that it had ruled, in Gibson v. Berryhill, 411 U.S. 564, 579, 93 S.Ct.
1689, 36 L.Ed.2d 488 (1973), that “an administrative board
composed of optometrists had a pecuniary interest of sufficient
substance that it should be barred from presiding over a hearing
against competing optometrists.” /d. (internal quotations omitted).
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circumstances posed a risk that “sitting on the case then before the
[court] ‘would offer a possible temptation to the average . . . judge
to . . . lead him not to hold the balance nice, clear and true.”
Caperton, 129 S.Ct. at 2261 (emphasis added).

This is an objective standard, not a subjective one. It is
recited in a U.S. Supreme Court case on review of a West Virginia
decision, thus highlighting the fact that the standard is based
squarely on the constitution and not simply on state law, common
law, or judicial Canons, and also making clear that the standard
applies with full force to state court judges. We therefore need not
engage in factfinding about the actual subjective feelings held by
the sentencing judge or in criticism of that particular judge
(especially since no personal criticism is intended). Instead, this
Court must analyze the issue objectively, as a question of law.

B. The Out-of-Jurisdiction Decisions Cited in

the Opening Brief Which Use an Objective,

Rather than_Subjective, Analysis When
Faced With Virtually Identical Facts, Are

Therefore the Most Persuasive

The PRP Opening Brief did this. It cited several decisions
from other jurisdictions which analyzed similar factual situations as
pure questions of law. That Brief explained that several of those

jurisdictions adopted a per se rule barring a former prosecutor from
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sitting as a judge on the case of a criminal defendant that he or she
previously prosecuted. E.g., Penoyer v. State, 945 So.2d 586 (Fla.
2" DCA 2006); Goines v. State, 708 So.2d 656 (Fla. 4™ DCA
1998). See also decisions cited in PRP Opening Brief at pp. 10-11.
Mr. Swenson also called this Court’s attention to jurisdictions that
had rejected such a per se rule. PRP Opening brief, p. 11.

Given the holding of Caperton, the former decisions should
be considered the more persuasive ones. They take the same
objective approach as does Caperton. They emphasize viewing
each case based on its facts, as does Caperton, and they do so in
the context of facts that are virtually identical to the facts presented
in Mr. Swenson’s case. They come to a conclusion that is
consistent with Caperton's mandate that, “the Due Process Clause
has been implemented by objective standards that do not require
proof of actual bias.” Caperton, 129 S.Ct. at 2253. That conclusion
is to recognize that the objective risk of bias from a judge deciding
the case of a criminal defendant whom she previously prosecuted

is too great for the Due Process Clause to bear.
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ll. THE STATE ERRS IN ASSERTING THAT THIS
CLAIM CANNOT BE RAISED FOR THE FIRST TIME
ON APPEAL OR IN A PRP; AS ISSUES THAT ARE
CONSTITUTIONAL IN NATURE AND RESULT IN A
MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE, THEY CAN BE
RAISED FOR THE FIRST TIME VIA EITHER
PROCEDURE

A. These Constitutional and Non-Constitutional
Issues Can Be Raised for the First Time in a
PRP

The state next argues that since the claims raised in this PRP
are not constitutional in stature, they cannot be raised for the first time
on appeal. State’s Response, p. 5.

As discussed in Section Il above, both the Due Process and
“appearance of fairness” claims are clearly based upon the Due
Process Clauses of the state and U.S. Constitutions. Hence, they
are constitutional in magnitude. Constitutional claims of this sort —
concemning the fairness of the proceeding — can be raised for the first
time on appeal under RAP 2.5(a)(3). The state therefore errs in
arguing that these claims would all be waived without a
contemporaneous objection.

Even more to the point, however, is the fact that this is not an

appeal but a PRP. A PRP can raise statutory, case law, and court
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rule issues? — not just constitutional ones. Thus, the state’s argument
that the error is not of constitutional magnitude is not just wrong but
also irrelevant; these claims can be raised for the first time in a PRP
whether they are constitutional or not.

B. These Constitutional and Non-Constitutional
Problems Are Structural Errors, So No Proof

of Prejudice is Required to Grant the PRP

It is true, as the state points out, that when a claim is raised in

a PRP the petitioner must typically prove prejudice. That is not the
case, however, with every PRP claim. Certain errors are so
fundamental, yet so difficult to assess for prejudicial affect on the
outcome, that prejudice is measured in a different way.

For example, in In re Richardson, 100 Wn.2d 669, 675 P.2d
209 (1983), the state Supreme Court ruled that the remedy for a trial
court’s failure to inquire when presented with evidence of a conflict is
reversal, without any showing of prejudice: “a trial court’s failure, in
the face of defense counsel's warning that he had a possible conflict
of interest, to either ascertain that the risk of conflict was remote or

appoint different counsel,” is per se prejudicial. Richardson, 100 Wn.

2 In re the Personal Restraint of Lord, 123 Wn.2d 296, 303, 868
P.2d 835, cert. denied, 513 U.S. 849 (1994) (PRP can be based on
either constitutional issues or nonconstitutional issues that
constitute a fundamental defect and result in miscarriage of justice).
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2d 669, 676, 675 P.2d 209, 213. “[E]rror of this nature can never be
harmless — prejudice is presumed.” Id. The Washington Supreme
Court therefore granted relief to petitioner Richardson without proof of
prejudice. It did so in a PRP, not a direct appeal.

The judicial bias and appearance of bias claims should be
treated the same way, because they create the same sort of
“structural error.” In Arizona v. Fulminante, 499 U.S. 279, 308 & n.8,
111 S.Ct. 1246, 1264 & n.8, 113 L.Ed.2d 302 (1991), the seminal
Supreme Court decision describing the difference between ‘“trial
errors” subject to harmless error review and “structural errors” that
necessitate reversal, the Court explicitly listed judicial bias as one of
the few examples of “structural error.” U.S. Supreme Court decisions
since that time continue to list judicial bias as a “structural error’
requiring automatic reversal.®> The rule of Richardson — that such
claims are subject to reversal without proof of prejudice even when

raised in a PRP — must therefore apply with full force to this case.

3 Neder v. United States, 527 U.S. 1, 8, 119 S.Ct. 1827, 144 L.Ed.2d
35 (1999) (citing “biased trial judge” as example of structural error
regarding “automatic reversal”); United States v. Johnson, 520 U.S.
461, 469, 117 S.Ct. 1544, 137 L.Ed.2d 718 (1997) (lack of an
impartial judge).
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C. If Proof of Prejudice is Required, Though, It
Is Apparent From the Judge's Decision to

Impose the Highest Possible Standard
Range Sentence; Any Other Conclusion
Would Make PRPs Unavailable for This
Constitutional Claim

Still, if prejudice must be proved, then prejudice is apparent
from the record in this case.

It must be remembered that we are focusing here on objective
indicia of bias. The sentencing judge’s prior involvement with Mr.
Swenson was adversarial. At sentencing, she was faced with a
single question: what sentence to impose upon a man who had
previously pled guilty and who was subject to a standard range
sentence. Mr. Swenson had no prior adult criminal history. With an
offender score of 6, his sentencing range on Count 1 was 162-216
months as a minimum term; his sentencing range on Count 2 was
162-216 months as a minimum term; and his sentencing range on
Count 4 ‘was 77-102 months. Counts 4 and 6 were gross
misdemeanors, so the range was 0-365 days on those.

Both parties recommended a sentence of 216 months of
indeterminate confinement on Counts 1 and 2, concurrent, and 102
months of determinate confinement on Count 5, concurrent, with

Counts 1 and 2. But the sentencing judge still had the discretion to
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choose any other standard range minimum term, or even one below
the standard range.

The sentencing judge chose the highest standard range terms
possible, rather than the middle or even the lowest portion of the
range. Since we are dealing with appearance of bias claims, such a
harsh sentence suffices to prove prejudice. If this Court were to
demand more — such as prejudicial or racist comments on the record
— it would be requiring proof of actual bias, rather than just the
appearance of bias. That would make objective “appearance of
fairness” claims totally unavoidable in a PRP, because the petitioner
could not win unless he or she submitted proof of subjective bias.
But we know that PRPs must be available for such a claim, because
it is available for all claims of constitutional magnitude. See, e.g.,
RAP 16.4(c)(2), (6).

IV. THE STATE'S ARGUMENT THAT A SENIOR

PROSECUTOR’S SIGNATURE DOES NOT COUNT
BECAUSE SHE IS JUST STANDING IN FOR SOME
OTHER PROSECUTOR FLOUTS COMMON SENSE
AND CONFLICTS IN PRINCIPLE WITH KALINA

The state acknowledges that the sentencing judge on Mr.
Swenson'’s current case was part of the prosecution team on his prior

case. The state does not dispute the fact that the documents located

at Opening Brief, Appendix F, accurately show the judge’s prior
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involvement with that juvenile criminal case. The state acknowledges
that Appendix F contains Amended Informations with then-deputy
prosecutor Maclnnes’ signature. /d. (showing 1% and 2™ Amended
Informations dated 7/3/86 and 12/8/86 (dkts 8 and 20)). It ignores the
fact that she also signed all of the following documents, contained in
the full file attached hereto: the Order of Disposition (dkt 23); the
Order Amending Information dated 6/26/86; the Affidavit in Support
dated 7/1/86 (dkt 6); the Motion and Order Permitting Amendment of
Information dated 7/1/86 (dkt 7); the Order re Plea/Disposition
Hearing dated 11/17/86 (dkt 17); the Certification in Support of Motion
and Order Permitting Amendment of Information dated 11/29/86 (dkt
18); and the Motion and Order Permitting Amendment of Information
dated 7/1/86 dated 12/4/86 (dkt 19). Appendix A.

The state argues, instead, that the judge’s prior participation in
that criminal case did not really matter. The state characterizes the
decision to bring charges and sign two Amended Informations as
somehow unimportant or ministerial, and a stand-in for the deputy
prosecutor who appeared in the courtroom. Apparently, it would
characterize Judge Macinnes’ signatures on all these other
documents in the juvenile case file as equally ministerial or

coincidental.
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This view of the deputy prosecutor who makes the charging
decision and signs the Information or Amended Information, along
with the Certification and Motions to Amend, plus Orders continuing
plea and disposition, defies common sense. The King County
Prosecutor’s office acts as a team when bringing criminal charges. It
would probably surprise many of the deputy prosecutors in that office
to know that the charging decision itself — which many characterize
as one of critical importance, involving the exercise of an enormous
amount of discretion, see, e.g., Kalina v. Fletcher, 522 U.S. 118, is
really just a pro forma matter. It would probably surprise deputy
prosecutors and Superior Court judges alike to find out that the
 Prosecutor’s Office now characterizes the deputy who arrives in court
as the only one who bears responsibility for the case, and the one
who takes the responsibility for signing the critical documents
initiating the case, certifying the facts, altering the charges and
drafting orders concerning plea and disposition as just a “stand-in.”

The U.S. Supreme Court came to essentially this conclusion in
Kalina. In that case, a criminal defendant who was wrongfully
arrested on the basis of a Certification for Determination of Probable
Cause with factual inaccuracies in it sued the King County deputy

prosecutor who signed that Certification seeking damages in a civil
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rights case. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled that the deputy
prosecutor was not entitled to immunity for her role in signing that
Certification, because she acted primarily as a witness when she
signed it. In contrast, the Court explained, when a deputy prosecutor
makes the decision to initiate charges, to choose what charges to file,
and to determine what facts were critical enough to support that filing
decision and hence to be included in the Certification, then that
deputy prosecutor is acting in a traditional, professional, prosecutorial
role and hence would be entitled to immunity from suit.

The judge who previously prosecuted Mr. Swenson was acting
in precisely that traditional, professional, adversarial, capacity when
she made the charging decision reflected in the fact that she signed
the Amended Informations, moved to amend, and draft additional
paperwork supporting not just the charging but also plea and
disposition. In fact, it is difficult to think of a prosecutorial function that
is as discretionary, professional, and adversarial as the charging
decision itself. Further, according to Kalina, she also acted as a
witness by signing the Certification — a witness against Mr. Swenson.
The current deputy prosecutor's arguments in this case — that the
charging decision and signature on the Amended Informations was

essentially a non-event conducted by a stand-in and the signature on
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the Certification additionally placing that former prosecutor in the role
of adverse witness is not even worth mentioning — thus not only
defies common sense, but also conflicts in principle with scores of
cases which, like Kalina, set forth the critical functions of a prosecutor
and also of an actual. E.g., Imbler v. Pachtman, 424 U.S. 409, 96
S.Ct. 984, 47 L.Ed.2d 128 (1976) (former prisoner whose conviction
was set aside could not maintain civil rights lawsuit against
prosecutor; “a state prosecuting attorney who acted within the
scope of his duties in initiating and pursuing a criminal prosecution”
was not amenable to suit under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and the decision
to “commenci[e]” a criminal prosecution — even a wrongful decision
— was a core prosecutorial duty). The sentencing judge in Mr.
Swenson’s case acted in both capacities before, that is, as both a
former prosecutor and a former adverse witness, and neither role
was ministerial or irrelevant. They both were critical to the prior
conviction.

I
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V. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, this personal restraint petition

should be granted.
et
DATED thlsg_/]_ day of August, 2009.

Respectfully submitted,

g M (N7

Sheryl Gprdon McCloud,
WSBA No. 16709
Attorney for Petitioner,
Steven D. Swenson
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| certify that on the Z)_U\day of August, 2009, a true and
correct copy of the foregoing REPLY BRIEF was served upon the
following individuals by depositing same in the U.S. Mail, first-class,
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Ann Summers

King County Prosecuting Attorney
Appellate Unit
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516 Third Ave.

Seattle, WA 98104
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INSTITUTION SUSPENDED........ +  COURT COSTS.............$
PROBATION. ..\ ovvvrnarernennns X « ATTORNEY FEES...........$
DUE DATE: PAID:

e T -—- SENTENCE DESCRIPTION---=-====c=n==nn-= mmmeememmaeae

9 MOS COMM SUP; 26 HRS COMM SER AT 10 HRS/MONTH; COUNSELING/DRUG-ALCOHOL INFOR-
MATION/EVALUATION; UNDERGO A PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATTON3EEE ME3 2 3 336 2636 36 3 DI M MW I NN

- CHARGE INFORMATION
R3LT CNT RCW/CODE  DESCRIPTION COMMENT

---------- ORIGINAL INFORMATION
1 9A.4G.046 NO RCW DESCRIPTION
2 9A.36.040 NO RCH DESCRIPTION
---------- AMENDED INFORMATION
1 9A.40.048 NO RCW DESCRIPTION
2 9A.36.020 NO RCW DESCRIPTION
---------- SECOND AMENDED INFORMATION
QUIL 1 9A.40.040 NO RCW DESCRIPTION
GUIL Z 9A.36.040 NO RCH DESCRIPTION
GUIL 3 9A.36.040 NO RCW DESCRIPTION



» 06-25-89 KING COUNTY SUPERI™® COURT PAGE 2

CASE®: 36-8-02275-1 JUV OFF
TITLE: STATE V3 SHENSON, STEVEN DANIEL

- ——- - -~--APPEARANCE DOCKET------
SUB® DATE CD/CONN DESCRIPTION

SECONDARY MICROFILM

1 05-06-86 INFD INFORMATION

1.1 06-09-86 NTC NOTE FOR CALENDAR 06-19-86AA
ACTION ARR

2 06-10-86 NTARD NOT OF APPEAR AND REQ FOR DISCOVERY

3 06-20-86 OANAHSC ORD/AGR WVG ARRGN HRG &SET CRY DATE 06-26-86CA

ACTION CASE SETTING

4 06-27-86 OR ORDER 07-01-86AD
ACTION CASE SETTING
5 07-03-86 OR ORDER 07-08-86AD
ACTION CASE SETTING
07-03-86 AFS AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT

6

7 07-03~8¢é ORPFAI ORD PERMITTING FILING AMENDED INFO

3 07-03-86 AMINF  AMENDED INFCRMATION

9 07-09-86 OR ORDER
ACTION CASE SETTING

10 07-22-86 NTAPR NOTICE OF APPEARANCE

11 07-23-86 OR ORDER 07-25-86
ACTION CASE SETTING

12 07-28-86 ORWHSFF ORD HAIVING HRNG AND SET FACT FIND 10-01-36FD

" ACTIODN FACT FINDING

13 07-50-86 PRC PRAECIPE

14 08-04-86 RTSH RETURN ON SUBPOENA

15 08-12-36 RTSB RETURN ON SUBPOENA

16 10-02-86 ORWHSP ORD WAIVING HRNG AND SET FOR PLEA 11-19-86DA
ACTION DISPOSITION

07-22-86CA

17 11-19-86 OR ORDER 02-11-87DA
ACTION DISPOSITION
18 12-08-86 CRT CERTIFICATION

19 12-08-86 ORPFAI ORD PERMITTING FILING AMENDED INFO
20 12-08-86 AMINF  AMENDED INFORMATION
21 62-11-87 DISPHRO

EXPO1 CoMM RICHEY
22 02-11-87 STJOPG STMNT OF JUV OFFNDR/PLEA OF GUILTY
23 02-11-87 ORD ORDER OF DISPOSITION

- - ————— END COPY CASE
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suéén;oa_cuuat (1F WASHINGTCN - COUNTY OF KING
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IN REFERENCE TN CASE MQ. AR6-8-02275-1
SWEMSON, STEVEN DANIFL P NOTE FOR CALENDAR
SOCTIAL FILE NU. 0083663

= o er e em e e e e e e e am e e wm e o -

TN THFE CLFRE OF THIEL COHKTS  PLFASE SET FOLLOWING TYPE HEARING

DATE OF HEARING_ . _ _046-149=8% _ . _ _
ARRATGNMENT TIME OF HEARING. _ _ 10i0Q A.M._ . _ _
LEGAL FILE PAGE NUMBER(S) OF PETITIONS

TGO RE HEARD

ESTIMATED TIME _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
AGREED. _ _ _ _ - DISAGREED _ _ _ _ _ _
PRUBAT ION OFFICER SIiEEL. DAN
WORK UNIT® e et
ATTORNEY _ _ . o o & 2 e = = TYPE _ _
TG THE CLERK: g
PLEASE ISSUE NI.TICE AMNND SUMMONS TO: 121 8Y U.S. MAIL || PERSONAL SERVICE ;
NAME _ _ _SHENSONas STEVLM_DAMIEL — _ — — P — - - _ _ 0083683_ _ _ _782=4438 _ ;
ADDRESS_ _1102 _NM 65_ _ _ _ _ _ _ o o oo e e SEATILE _ . Wb _ _ _ _ &
NAME _ L L o o e o e e e e e - ——— - — ~
ADDRESS. . o L o o o o f ot e e m e e m e e o e e e e - - - - =
2
ATTORNEYS (F RECORD v fé
_ . -2 - - - §
%
JAVID vegEL 5
P ‘ 3
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

. 836-8-02275-1

INFORMATION

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff,
V.

STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON,
B.D. 08B-04-72

Respondent,

I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in
the name and by the authority of the state of Washington, do
accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of UNLAWFUL
IMPRISONMENT, committed as follows:

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did knowingly restrain
Anthony Vega, Nicole Johns and Melissa Millaer, human beings:

Contrary to RCW 9A.40.040, and against the peace and
dignity of the state of wWashington.

COUNT II

And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attornay aforesaid
further do accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of SIMPLE
ASSAULT, a crime of the same or similar character and based on a
series of acts connected together with Count I, which crimes were
part of a common scheme or plan, and which crimes were so closely
connected in respect to time, place and occasion that it would be
difficult to separaic procf of one charge from proof of the other,
comnitted as follows:

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King

County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, 3id assault Anthony
vega and Nicole .Johns, human neings;:




-y

SIS Ay,

Contrary to RCW 9A.36.040, and against the peace and
dignity of the state of wWashington.

NORM MALENG
Prosecuting Attorney

Wil A. fuoé.?

DAVID S. VOGEL
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

e L g

(PATRICIA B. SHELLEDY) (P)

v
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT QF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
i”:!'.JUﬂENILﬁ*DﬁPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff,

vs. CAUSE No. 86-8-02275-1
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY
DEMAND FOR SPEEDY TRIAL

STEVEN D. SWENSON

Defendant.

et N Nt N S Nt N St Nl N o’

COMES NOW, the Associated Counsel for the Accused and hereby
appears on behalf of the above named Defendant in this cause.:

PURTHER, the below named attorney hereby requests that the
Prosecuting Attorney forward immediately the names, addresses,

and phone numbers of all potential witnesses, together with a copy
of the arresting officer's notes and all other statements and
summaries of expected testimony of witnesses and furnish copies
of, or access to, any physical evidence which either now or before
fact-finding shall be within his or her knowledge, possession, or
ability to access, and which may be relevant to the charges herein:
Failure to comply with this request shall subject any undisclosed
evidence which is offered at trial to a motion to supress and a
motion to grant such other relief as may be appropriate;

FURTHER, the below named attorney requests the Prosecuting
Attorney to furnish a Bill of Particulars, and to name the precise
statute and subsection under which the Defendant is charged or

liable to punishment.

FURTHER, the Defendant demands 2a speedy trial as prescribed
by JuCR 7.8.

Respectfully submitted on: June 9, 1986

nn Yanie
Attorney for Defendant
By : MJH

<

~

Lanocinted Counwel for the Accused
~18 Second Ave  Suite V0
Sealite, Washingion 104
A4 8308

s b AN




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON, | - . -
COUNTY OF KING Rl
JUVENILE COURT

L»
qQ
S
-1-
=

State of Washington v. SKWV‘ SL\};?M.‘,&CJV‘\ L pNEKL Yo Y-O022 IS- /
) ORDER ON AGREEMENT WAIVING ARRAIGNMENT
o %/49 /32

AND SETTING COURT DATE

The undersigned agree:

n

edge receipt of a copy of the Informatior., walve a formal reading thereof. waive arraignment under JUCR 7.6 and LJUCR 7.6, and
enter a8 pisa of not guilty.

2) The rnzn%ent Ez counsel acknowledge that the speedy trial expiration date under JuCr7.8is

That the respondent's true nama and birthdate ara correctly stated i the Information; respondent and counsel sach acknowl-

-,
( o days from
{ )Respondent and counsel waive the speedy trial rule for aays.
, /5 [OSE—
(3) The next court appearance is set on__g-_’.,l_é_b WAL~ at { { for case-setting.

(4) The respondent and counsei understand they will be given a copy of this document which will be the only notice of the next

hearing. (The respondent further indicates that counse! has sxplained to him/her that 1aliure to appsar at the set court date can
result in a chargs of Fallure 1o Appear. RCW 9A.75.170. baing tied and a warrent being issusd for his/her arreet.)

} have read and my attorney has read and explained 1o me everything printud above, { undarsiand it, have no questions as (o the
meaning, agree to it and | have been given a copy of this document.

| o) ’
DATED: Q’F//g/’s«o /

)

UVENILE SIGNATURE

1 heve carefully gone over the above with my client and | believe that hel/she fully understands it.

?
DATED &.,//4 /Y‘-‘ FRF& ‘-—‘-—/&

Parent, guardian or custodisl signature in the even! child is under twelve (12) years of age. | have discussed the foregoing with
counse! end understend it fully.

PAAERT SUARUIAN. LUSTOUIAN

”~ i
/ hu\
- PN . P —_ - e ——— - ——— - ——— - —— i
AND SETTING COUHT DATE

(JUCR 78 LIWCR 786

Page t of

CiidiGitalr T
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THEREFORE. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED :

S 7
.‘

(1} That the arralgnment set for

No.
2275~

ORDER

/<

(2) Tnat a piea ot not guilty i entered.

N
T~
N

is STRICKEN

(3) (a) A case setting hearing is set for 7 days (if detained| wlinod) from the scheduled arralgnment. The case
setting hearing is eet for ¥ at 10 a.m.
OR
®) A case selling hearing is set for at 10 a.m..
and respondent waives speedy !rial rule for
days.

.
G
o
¥,
i
1
.

{4) That the matter ia set for plea and disposition on

WO  ConbBes Ll

DATED: ___ Le=19-9t

Approved for Entry

Slirde G Waltin_

Osputy Prosecuting Attorney

Probation Coungelor Mail Stop

ORDER ON AGREEMENT WAIV. NG, AREAIG ME T

AND SETTING COURT DaTE
enTg

Page 2at 2

[MVRELIE T

————— e
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A% SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTYOFKING . . |
JUVENILE COURT ' '+ §/ Yhoan

C oo . .
State of Washington v. NN-LL\-EH D SLU-LNA$ NO. % e; % _02277 < /

ORDERON( ) REVIEW ()Q OTHER

0o 5B F

. i. BASIS o
1.1 A hearing was set before the undersigned on 4 - Q Q ’_%
1.2 Persons appearing were. the respondsnt and parent(s); the Prosecuting Attorney ;
Probation Counselor : and Counasi
(see Clerk’s minutes).
. FINDINGS

2.1 { )} The respondent failed 10 appear.
H Probabh cause has been eetablished,
2.2 -

ti. ORDER

3.1 ( } A -varcant of spprshension shalf issus for respondent.

3.2 { )} The Court's order dated is hareby smended as follows: __ . .

33 & The hearing set for ______CL'_'_;:L? - 8 72 is atricken.

34 N The next Court ance is set for _-%.ﬁ;_ﬁ& atC GFomora
M ng.
J -

18 IT {8 FURTHER ORDERED:

Wl .o

TWiwvadt:

owes_fp: Bl B0 e 2

<udgerCommissioner
Prasented by: -

- ,
o i
—&#&M—* Clerk of Court/iDate Approved

Aporoved/Copy Recotvod

t,a

e Mo/ ~A e

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney tur § o ) -t
/ / =

Probation Ccun etor 5:359;6”( - T b)/

ORDER ON REVIEW S FOSW IC 00 REY BiBS

Page t of 1
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2\ SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
: COUNTY OF KING

: JUVENILE COURT
Sk S\ '
State of Washington v. N — AR U~ . 529 FS — /
NO. (- DL
< l\.( 2 :
ORDERON{ )REVIEW( OTHER
). BASIS J
hearing was set belore the undersigned on ‘a ’?—/ J. I/&\‘zﬂ
1.2 Persons appearing were: the respohdent and punt(o);tho Prosecuting Attorney ____ A— ;
Probation Counselor Q;}(a ;andC \ 23 LT v
(see Clerk’s minutes). |
. FINDINGS
2.1 ( ) The respondent failed o appear.
) Probable cauge has been established. . -
22 % OTHER: * - ':L_)f"‘“ Q’
AAMWL2ah gmw
2.3 ( ) An amraignmaent was held. A piea of { ) not gulity { ) guilly was entered. 7 v
. ORDER t -
3.1 ( ) A warrant of apprehension shalt Issue for respondent. ’ . *
v .
3.2 { ) The Court’s order dated _ is hereby ded as foll: )
S
33 x The hearing set for / l / &L @ Is stricken.
34 ?Q The next Court appearsnce Is set for /& /5L at nipm fora
hndng.[
3.5 IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED: = A
i y
DA SRR W Y I %,
<!,7 if S{ (= RN < _
AT =~
; Presenteq by: N ; Judge/Commiagianer
i’ ’
/ m/“/\
A v . - —
D Ctark of Court/Oate Approved
Approved/Copy Recerved o2 R
J] - N N —
s 7 ,“:)\,""’( yd
Uty Prosecuting Atiorney - Lawya( lul Bespongen: ! F»)
Probation Counseios - Tt Avopondent .. &
ORDER ON REVIEW
: 5C FORM JC 100 REV 3/83

Page ) of 1
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintif®, NO. 86-8-02275-1

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION AND ORDER PERMITTING
AMENDMENT OF INFORMATION

V8.
STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON,
B.D. 8/4/72

Respondent.

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) sas.

COUNTY OF K I N G )

Nicole MacInnes, being first duly sworn on ocath deposes
and says:

That your affiant is a deputy prosecuting attorney in ana
for King County, Washington; that your affiant is familiar with
the records and files herein: that your affiant represents that
since the filing of the Infornation on 5 June 1986, the following
(as checked) has occurred:

( » (a] new chargels} have [has] been received by the
Prosecutor's Office; that the Information should be
amended to add this [these] new chargels]:

{ ) that an error was made in the date of the offense
charged in the Information; that the Information
should be amended to corrgct the date of the
offense;

( ) that an error was made in the charging language of
rhe Information but the offense remains the same;
rthat rhe Information should be amended to correct
the charging language;

(D4 _ O A . PN A

51‘4?;5“§a ¢=5g1zg:=,5h‘;] lg g::g¢0.61£$$h

R ——

[ A
-l




BRI

that based upon the above an order should be entered permitting

the filing of an amended Information.

NICOLE MACINNES
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to Yefore me
this 1:3 day of e 1986.

e i)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the State,of
Washington, residing at ﬂd ;éﬁ 4 ,Q '




SUPERIGR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintif€, NO, 86-8-02275-1
MOTION AND ORDER
PERMITTING AMENDMENT OF
INFORMATION

\4-
STEV.’N DANIEL SWENSON
B.D. 8/4/72

Respondent.

COMES NOW Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for King
County, Washington, by and through hie deputy, Nicole Maclnnes,
and moves the Court for an order permitting amendment of an
Information, filed herein 5 June 1986, for the reasons as set

forth in the affidavit attached hereto.
NORM MALENG

Prqggiating Attorney

NICOLE MACINNES
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
ORDER
THIS MATTER coming on regularly for hearing before the
undersigned Judge/Court Commissioner of the above-entitled Court
on the day below named, upon application of the state of
Washington for leave to file an amended :nformation herein, and

the court being fully adviaed in the sromices: NOW, THEREFORE,




o

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the state of Washington,

Plaintiff, be and hereby is permitted to file an amended

information herein.
DONE IN OPEN COURT this ‘;j/ day of ygtgﬁé o

1986. TN

MISSIONER

Presented by:

TNl Mee Lnvr .

NICOLE MACINNES
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff€, NO, 86-8-02275-1

V. FIRST AMENDED INFORMATION

STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON
B.D. 8/4/72

Respondent.

I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in
the name and by the authority of the state of Washington, do
accugse Staeven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of UNLAWPUL
IMPRISONMENT, committed as follcws:

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did knowingly restrain
Anthony Vega, Nicole Johns and Melissa Miller, human beings;

Contrary to RCW 9A,.40.040, and against the peace and
dignity of the state of Washington.

COUNT 1II

And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid
further do accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of ASSAULT
IN THE SECOND DEGREE, a crime of the same or similar character and
based on a series of acts connected together with Count I, which
crimes were part of a common scheme or plan, and which crimes were
so closely connected in respect to time, place and occasion that
it would be difficult to ssparate proof of cne charge from proof
of the other, committed as follows:

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King County,
Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did knowingly inflict grievous
bodily harm upon Anthony Vega and Nicoie Johns, human heings;

Iy
A
B
7
3
M
Bl
'
&
3
=




2

Contrary to RCW 9
and dignity of the state of Washington.

&
y&a{ Q{,‘f,,:éir,n,-; :;&!Jﬂté{vl W’ TR ﬂ* ‘;ﬁj;.-_t;.,‘t BRSNS

A.36.020(1)(b), and against the peace

NORM MALENG
Prosecuting Attorney

By

NICOLE MACINNES

Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
For

DAVID S. VOGEL

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

(PATRICIA SHELLEDY) (P)

o &
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A\ SUPERIOR COURT OF WASH
: COUNTY OF KING 1
JUVENILE COURT: ~

—

0. - XL ts -

ORDERON{ )REVIEW(: JOTHER

R Tk e WP

t. BASIS

.. .l ~ e T
YA S / SN hearing was sat batore the undersigned on S S L

2 .
1.2 Persons appearing were: the respondent and parant(s); the Prasecuting Attorney 4 ~<" ! '}?’“
Probation Gounselor ; and Counsa} AW SN TN O
{see Clerk's minutes).

1. FINDINGS
2.1 { ) The respondent failed to appear.
{ ) Probable cayse b:r\uu ished. - | . ) i » . -
22 K) OTHER: ?‘)LSAI » g~ A foam AR ! sV e 4, . ll"l<
{ ca it xd j,r
23 { ) An araignment was heid. A ples of { ) not guiity { ) guilly was entered.
11i. ORDER
3.1 ( ) A warrant of appreshension shall issue for respondent.
3.2 ( ) The Court's order dated ia hereby amended as follows:
3.3°(/9 The hearing set for 1/ = /X is stricken.
. s MY it
34 i The next Court appsarance is set for --».—',,-/JL’ 20 at ‘Li‘ 2" amipmfora
’ . hearing.
1.8 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: . S
(-ng\? c e sl . -'('L\vf(&

/

l-

i\- l! \((,-,A

Dated: 2L

Presented by: it

ey

Cterk ot Court/Date Approved
Approved/Copy Received '

- _Am ——— o e - . \

y Prosecuting Attornay Lawver tor-Rispongent i 7 ,‘?

Prubation Counselur Raspondent

GRDER ON REVIEW

Pane 1 of 1 v : SC FORM 4C 100 REV 143

M LA o

AN | e

13
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17
18
19
20

21
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT, KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON
JUVENILE COURT

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) CASE NO.  86-8-02275-1
L )
Plaintiff, ) NOTICE OF APPEARANCE P
)
vs. ) WAIVER OF ARRAIGNMENT
)
STEVEN SWENSON ) JURY DEMAND
D.B. 08-08-72 Defendant )
etendan ) JURY WAIVER

Il

q‘

| appear for the above named defendant.

{ 1 A. Defendant demands a jury.

[ 1 B. Dafendant waives jury. | have discussed the subject with my
client and | am authorized to make this welver.

Defendant waives arraignment {] Yes [ ] No
Defendant waives the 90-day rule [X] VYes [ 1 No
REQUESTS DISCOVERY [ ) Yes { )] No

Dated this  21st  day of % ; °
July . 198X6.

r 4

Weslay G. Hohlbein
Attorney for Defendant

Suite 400 Arctic Bullding
704 Third Avenue
Seattle, Wasington 98104
{206) 624-0066

BEEN

\ 1L
Laltv OFPICRe
HoHiBEIN & FETTY
WUTE 400 AmTIC Nuisbine
704 Thriu: AVENUK

BEATTLE. Warillsrow 08104
WU 83 4U0u

' R -2 S Y RO




o -

; X )\SUPERIOR COURT OF W mp:rqu

COUNTY OF K|N
JUVENILE COUHT -
LY Jull 2 o
AN g 3o v e Iaaw e e @l Mo
State of Washington v. N

¢ - ,_':; _im( 8‘!‘?"’0'21‘75‘-]

ORDERON( )REVIEW( )OTHER

R N RN N ¢

£358

-

ey =

Datad: _'7/14& -

Presented by:

1. BASIS
11 A o ..:ﬁ‘t‘J hearing was sel bafore the undorsigned on .—_—T—IJJ-“—--———
1.2 Persons appsaring were: the respondent and parent(s); the Prosecuting Attorney \ Jﬁm
Probation Counseior ; snd Counsel ol g,
(see Clerk’'s minutes). .

H. FINDINGS

2.1 { ) The respondent failed tO appesr.
( ) Probabie cause has been estabiish
22 ( ) OTHER:

2.3 ( ) An armaignment wes heid. A plea of ( ) not gulity ( ) gulity was entered.
Hl. ORDER

3.1 ( ) A warrant of apprehension shail issue for raspondent.

3.2 ( ) The Court's order dated is hereby amended as loilows:

33 ( ) The hearing set for 7-22-a is siricken,

34 () ThenextCourtappearanceissettor____ __ “Ze2 S -do ot /70’40 Clpmitors
___M hearing.

35 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: _%né_ﬁal_“_am&%_@.aé,_.

Ciark of Court/Dale ACp-oved

Approved:Copy Received

g - s
ik L O A Lo il &l oof .
~—Oeputy Prosecuting Attorney Lawyer for Respondent ’

rd

Probation Counsetor . i ) . Fespo-dent

ORDER ON REVIEW
fage 1 of 1

3C FORM JC 190 REY 883
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHHQ ON
COUNTY OF KING " T =11

11 4
’ -Néoiéd' 9—-03275"/

‘éRKEH WAIVING HEARING AND
SETTING FOR FACT FINDING

{. BASIS

The respondent having been arrsigned and the part.ss having set a case setting hearing, both parties sgree that said hearing
may be waived, pursuant to {he foliowing agreed order.

/

/ 1. ORDER
A fact-tinding hearing 2‘”1 f day of oao 19 n “at 1:30 and the case setling hearing
sat for is atricken.

1.)‘}49 salected {act tinding date is beyond t{ )i is not in detention. Respondent and
~ counsel waive the speedy trial rule until .

2 The sxcharge of discovery shaif be completed by

{ ) The exchange of discovery is complete (to the knowledge of the parties).

3. Respondent notes the leowtna mzllﬂ tor Iz“t flnd!n&ylnm

4. Counse! have entered Into the foliowing stipulations: A/ 57{(-6

5.  There{ )are{ are not ce-respondents. {tact ‘inding has been scheduled for

6. Estimated igngth of triai:

=4
—hrrm

e A M ]

. ,/ / 1-1‘44_ [ 124 4 (A
LT @4 17— Feal) 27

Dated: ?'—CQS—%

y Cterx ot Court

./
aaoWPrmecmmj A me\ sponasnt - Ty
. N

_ﬁmm}uammmz IR il ’
Respandent A9 - Prohation Olficer T T Nai g!up\ '_7f\

!
ORDER WAIVING HEARING AND SETTING T T - AR
FOR FACT FIND:ING //K

Pague 1 0f !



In the Superiom Court of the Btatgyof Washington
-7 ¥or the Gomty of King

v & 9% JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON, . . NO. 86-8-02275-1
Y1372 AT
Plaintiff,”
v. . Unlawful Imprisonment
Simplé Assault
Steven Daniel Swenson 86207809

oo SUBPOENA

D. L.McCoy (Officer) #3260 |

Anthony Vega SPD Unit 423 625-4056 ;
6317~ 11lth NW i
Sea 789-3233
Det. Vanderlaan #3134
[_ Unit 352 SPD 625-4431
Nicole Johns
5338 - 7th NE | .

Sea 524~3157

Millisa Miller

1101 NW 65th

Sea 784-3068 NOTICE
Jon Love —

Deputy Prosscuting Atwn\g.
will try the sbove entitied case for the State. J43-2521

52
3
2

CArolyn McKee - Paralegal

IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, You are hereby cosmanded to be and appear at the
SURERIOR COURT of the STATE OF MASUTIGTIN, Eing Cony, 11, che,cort Dom o8 Lot
] treet, LE, at i: ¢ $ d

1211 East Nider Streets SEATCLES to testify as & withass tn O
above-entitied cause pending, an remain ;n attendance at said court until discharged,

and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL. Failure to comply may be cause for a warrant for your
arrest and punishment for failure to appear.

krd
Seal thersof, this day,

. JARTCE MICRELS, C1

er
“ s bV Ve
by =5§2222@g -
gputy Clerk

'S
S




APty " LT L P R - . PP R . ———

lin the Supet”S Court of the S of lﬁaahmgtxm
.« For the County of King

A b
pay UG ok JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON,. ' SR NO. 86-8-02275-1

Plafntiff,

Y. i Unlawful Imprisonment
Simple Assault

Steven Daniel Swenson 86207809

BODC 8'04-73 su
Respondent.
/D. L.McCoy (Officer) #3260
™ Antheny Vega SPD Unit 423 625-4056
T0: 6317- 11th NW !
| Sea 789-32133
Det. Vanderlaan #313¢

[ E Unit 352 SPD 625-1431

Nicole Johns

5338 - 7th NE

Sea 524-31587
[j Millisa Miller

1101 NW 65th T

Jon Love

mmny’nnumumlnn
will try the above entitled cate for the Stats. 3!3* 521

CArolyn McKee - Paralegal

IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, You are hereby commanded to be and appear at the
SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF HASH!NGTDN. King County, in the court room at ;..

ATTLE lt 1:15 o'clock 17 the aftarnoon of the day
1211 EiigctLS;;rStr'.t' St y 19 8 , to testify as a witness fn the

Ve-entitled 3 1 d

- tled cause pending and to remin {n attendance at satd court until discharged,
::SV;E;E;N FAIL NOT AT YOUR ;ERIL. Failure to comply may be cause for a warrant “or your
grrest and punigshment for failure to appear.

krd

11 tharnn‘ f'h\( ’aV
H. JANICE MI’PELS Superior fourt Cleprk

CUBPQENA RETURM

[ hereby certify thee | perkunai‘y served the ahove subpoena on ¢ach person

whose name appears above by (qgiving him/her a tr.e copy) (1qu1ng a truye copy
2t the place of his/her business/residence with T in King

County, Hashingten. : e

R RPN 117 ' 1<
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g - [ Nicole Johns [
i 5338 - 7th NE

In the Superd™ Court of the S1é of Washington
} . Far the County of King

o3y -4 P NalvENILE DEPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON, L g NO. 86-8-02275-1
Plaintiff, ~

v. ) Unlawful Imprisonment
: Simple Assault
Steven Daniel Swenson 86207809
B.D. 8-04-72 SUBPOENA
Respondent.

D. L.McCoy (Officer) #3260
Anthony Vega [:: SPD Unit 423 625-4056
6317~ 11lth NW )
Sea 789-3233

Det. Vanderlaan #3134
Unit 352 SPD 625-4431

Sea 524-3157

Millisa Miller
1101 NW 65th .
Sea 784-3068 1ce

Jon Love S———
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney,

will try the above entitled case for the State. 343-26{

CArolyn McKee - Paralegal

IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, You are hereby cosmanded to be and appear at the
SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF HASH!NG*UN. King County, in the court room at ;..

treet, SEATTLE, at 1:15 o'clock 1n the afternoon of the day
o1 E.1£=:Lgigr; e 86 , to testify as a witness ¢n the o

of v 19
—entitled cause pending, and to remain in sttendance at said court until discharged,
::ZV:E;Q}N FAIL NOT A? YOUR ;ERIL. Failure to comply may be ceuse for a warrant for your

srrest and punishment for failure to appear,

krd

Stal thereof, this Jay
M JANTITF MICHELS. Superior Court Clerk

, ; ) -
3y:*nm_§:Z£éfz¥km~zdéliﬁau21444/
SUBPQOENA RETURN a

I hereby certify that 1 pcersonally served the above sutpoena cn eacn person
whose name appears above by {1niving him/her 2 tr.e cop,! (leaving a true copy
¢t the place of his/her business/residence with S04 in king
County, Washington. I T
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1101 NW 65th .
Sea 784-3068 1e

In: the"Superi® Court of the Sta® of Washington
qp ey b e 22 For the Tty of King
. JUYENILE DEPARTMENT
STATE'\'C')?‘HASHZNGTON; ‘ NO. 86-8-02275-1

i Plaintifef,

] v, . Unlawful Imprisonment
3 Simple Assault
F_, Steven Daniel Swenson [j 86207809 .
3 B.D. 8-04-72 SUBPOENA

Respondent.
P

[ fe? D. L.McCoy (Officer) #3260
3 ™ Anth Vi P it 423 625-4056
i 4§ TO: /6217gn¥1t:gr§w '/ E e | 5
A ! Sea 789-3233
35 Det, Vanderlaan #3134
[: ) [ Unit 352 SPD 625-4431
. Nicole Johns
4 5338 - 7th NE
: Sea 524-3157
? [j Millisa Miller

Jon Love

Dcuu:¥ Prosecuting Attormey,
will try the above entitied case for the State. 41-282)

CArolyn McKee - Paralegal

the
TUE NAME OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, You are hereby commanded to be and appear at
;SPERIOR cougr of the STATE OF HASHING1"0N. King County, in the court room at ;..

SEATTLE, at 1:15 o'clock in the aftarnoon of the day
'1,%11 E“gcélodl:;r“n“' v 19 g . o testify as a witness tn the
ngs

6
above- 2uUse pending, and to remain in attendance at said court until discharged,
lngv;E:lE;NtF:ILCNOT Ag YOUR PERIL. Failure to comply may be cause for a warrant for your

rt oo N W MY

/AR

RSP S R

gi - arrest and punishment for failure to appesr.
? krd

Scal thereof, this lay
M. JANICE MICHELS, Superior Court Clerk

r
Ve \]Mt- ’éng‘{:m-#,é'_ ——— .
SUBPURMA RETLSRN :

I hereby certify that | personally servad the above subpoena en cach persqgn
whose name appears above by (aiving nim/her & tr.e ccpy) (leaving a true doby
2t the place of his/her husiness/residence with Afwfer D arne. ) in Kin
County, Washington (-

’ - . . . » z
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“In the Superioe Court of the Staid of Washington |
e TR For the thun:g of lKﬁnB

cew oy 2
ks JUVENILE DEPARTMENT
STATE OF WASHINGTON, - NO. 86-8-02275~1
RN .
Plaintiff,
v. . Unlawful Imprisonment
Simplé Assault
Steven Daniel Swenson 86207809
B.Do 5‘04‘72 su
spondent.
D. L.McCoy (Officer) #3260
™ Anthony Vega SPD Unit 423 625-4056
TO: 6317~ llth NW
| . Sea 789~3233

Det. Vanderlaan #3134
Unit 352 SPD 625--4431
Nicole Johns E
§338 ~ 7th NE '
Sea 524-~3157

[j Millisa Miller
1101 NW 65th .
/ Sea 784-3068 > < S
fe Jon Love

Daputy Protacuting Attnrnez.
will try the sbove antitiad case for the State. MI-252

CArolyn McKee - Paralegal

IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, You are hereby commanded to be and appear at the
SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF WASHINGTON, King County, in the court room at ;..

Street, SEATTLE, at 1:15 o'clock in the afterncon of the day
:;11 E.i§=tlg;;r it v 1 g to testify as a witness tn the

-entitled cause pending, and to remain {n attendance at tatd cour: until discharged,
::gvﬁtggfu FAIL NOT Ag'voua°§snxL. Failure to comply may be cause for a warrant for your

arrest and punishment for failure to appear. o~
P . .. “.i,:’ /3?"
8 0! K& [t '_‘.;_Q my— .‘dz/w:—(mu«_ ;
d y = T '
& ol e&” (5V34£344’7 sl
d /4627%4uz~7043-’7 S*al thereof, this day

<8 - fdia A M. JANICE MICHELS, Superior Court Clerk
,/;‘./d" 1‘ oé(u—.[l/)\—/ l. ny g{‘ . 7. /A

¢€{s1oz_;- I N T (A -gﬁ’zﬁﬂa .)d%ligéﬁddl?f‘i____.-.__

SUBPJINA RETURM

I hereby certify that I personally served the above subpoena on each person
whose name appears above by igiwvince him/her a tr.e copy} {leaving a true copy
2t the place of his/her business/residence with ) 1in King
County, Kashington.
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In the Superi?® Court of the Sta® of Washington
For the County of King
JUYENILE DEPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON, NO.

Plaintiff,

Steven Daniel Swenson

1

8-04-72

B.D,
~ Respondent.
™ Anthony Vega
TO: 6317- 11th NW
- Sea 789-3233
Nicole Johns [:j
5338 - 7th NE
Sea 524-3157

1 ™

1101 NW 65th
Sea ’ 784-3068

\Millise Miller
. Jon Love

86-8-02275-1

Unlawful Imprisonment
Simple Ass3ult
86207809

SUBPOENA

D. L.McCoy

SPD Unit 423

Det.

(Officer)

625-4056

Vanderlaan #3134
Unit 352 SPD 625-4431

4

1CE

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney,

will try the above entitiad case for the Stata.

CArolyn McKee - Paralegal

IN TME NAME OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, You are hereby commanded to be and appear at the

SUPERIOR COURT of the STATE OF WASHINGTON. King County, {n the court room at ;..
1211 East Alder Street, SEATTLE, st 1:15 o'clock in
October
above-entitled cause pending, an
and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL.

of

s 19 86

arrest and punichment for faliure to appear.

rrd

yoas thereof,

¢ . 7
ny- -__.Ebzggyhkﬁi.“ééﬂlidﬁéédnfj,(:_ o

SUBPOENA RETURM
I heveby certify thot ! personally served the above sutpoena on each person

whose name appears above hy {qiving him/her a tr.e copy) {leaving a true copy
2t the place of his/her businesu/residence with

County,

o
Mashingtorn.

e aftarnoon of the
, to testify as & witness tn
d to rematin in attendancs at safd court unti) discharged,
Failure to comply may be cause for a warrant for your

tiis
M. JAMICE MICHELS,

'l_;

)

day

the

Superior Caourt Clerk

in King

#3260

343-2821
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF KING
JUVENILE COURT

WIE o5 —o—P2 =75~/ »s
State of Washington v. SYEVEN MMEA NO. i
S E NSV ORDER WAIVING HEARING AND i
SETTING FOR PLEA !
BD 3
e
b4
| BASIS é
;y_‘,.
The respongdent having been arra:gned and the parties having set a case setting hearing, both partoes agrag that said hearing &
may he waived, pursuant to the foilowing agreement: . - £

[

The respondent. having raceived discovery and discussad the case and the slements of the olffense with counur. has !onllll\vc~

ly decided to enter a piea of gulity { vﬂ’_he offenaels) charged in Couni(s) of the hfbrmnllon( e
to the offense(e) charged in the information to be amended on motion of the State as followa: . 00
LMLl L IMPRISON A7 o

PR A LN

)
i

L& S Acd L7 i =
L < Aax. 7
The prosecuior has tentatively agreed to make the following recommaendation at the disposition of thecase:
count % DBYS  CONPINEMENTT S Coy. SCPERYS PN FhOS

COUNT i : . . D -
COUNT iit: A

Cweei o

-~

!a - ## ORDER
Tan:-bm: for &m&é’/e / 4 Y ffﬁ i is strickan.

The case shail be set over for piea and disposition, to be heid the _.&___dly o!_AZ._m_&gg_ _!_‘_

at _’_KA M. and the speedy triat rule is waived between the date of thia order and the date for pies and disposition.

AR R WAy e

Lawyer tor respondent nas confirmed the next court date wiith respondant. N\

omc.—w 32, /%‘
Aeoe 4. Hoptdel

Dopuky Proucuung Anomoy

iy

Respondent Propbation Officar Mait Stop

Date aporoveu vy Crerk 0i Court 7

ORDER WAIVING HEARING AND
SETT'NG FOR PLEA/DISPOSITION
Page 1 ot !




. A
L & SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF KING 1 |-/ |y
JUVENILE COURT

State of Wunlngton v.

FEoik ~Jitras s oraney

- 1DER C REVI OTHER
Py OROERON( )REVIEW( )

-

Va) o 1. BASIS : ,
N éj@ /.&// #ﬁ_ __ heering was sel before the undersigned on / /=L ? ” ?é ZWM

1.2 Persons appearing wmﬁm respondent and parent(s); the Prosecuting Attorney

Frobation Counselor . &nd Counsel
(ses Clerk's minutes).

i. FINDINGS A

ARG 08 6 s R I TR €

2.1 { ) The respondent failed to appear.
Probable cause has been Blis

3
<

2.3 () An arraignment was heid. A plea of { ) not guilty ( ) guiity was entered.

Ht. ORDER

31 { ) A warrant of apprehension shall issue for respondent.

3.2 { ) The Court's order dated is hereby amended ss foliows:

. Y
} The hearing aet for // -/ q - &f/ﬂ is stricken.

33

34 b(l The ﬁZunwmouul tor A / 3-"7 P4 at 290 am/pm fora
hwlng

as Tis mmW R0 4 4'\"::

P

L\
, 7 V4N A
y/EYET /YA
Dated:
. Judge/Com

Predentec by:

¢/

Clerk o! Court/Date Approvea
Approved/Copy Received:

r ¢

‘—M M/.v\ ._O A ﬂm g / iy SR
. W._. . . €., -4 & oy L s.",t.{.ft(.\
Deouty Prosecutm Attorne L for A ? b
g Yy ) awyu or osponaom LJ-. L}’{/ "‘{/‘

/
/ / L o !
P'ooohon nselor Ru;ondonl - \ l

ORDER ON AEVIEW

‘ \
. - $C FOAM!
Page 1 ot 1 AR o CAL R Krarty o




T (PN ALE ts
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING CbUJ%Y’ .
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT
Ty
STATE OF WASHINGTON, o

Plaintifef, NO. 86-8-02275-1

CERTIFICATION IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION AND ORDER PERMITTING
AMENDMENT OF INFORMATION

V8.
STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON
B.D., 08/04/72

Respondent.

Nt Nl N ot N sk i i N ekt Nl St

That Nicole MacInnes, is a deputy prosecuting attornay in
and for King County, Washington; and is familiar with the records
and files herein; that since the filing of the Information on 5
! June 1986, the following (as checked) has occurred:

( ) [a) new chargels] have [has] been received by the
Prosecutor's Office; that the Information should be
amended to add this [these] new charge(s]:

NI (2 -y A e aen

( ) that an ervor was made in the date of the offense
charged in the Information; that the Information
should be amended to correct the date of the
aoffense;

{ ) that an error was made in the charging language of
the Information but the offense remains the same;
that the Information should be amended to correct
the charging language:s

{84 The amended Information more accurately descrlbes
the respondent's criminal behavior:

8
i
i
%

o i

~




g

that based upon the above an order should be entéered permitting
the £iling of an amended Information,

Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of

Washington, I certify that the regoing 1is, true and gorrect.
Signed and dated by me this day of
1986, at Seattle, Washington.

NICOLE MACINNES
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, NO. 86-8-02275~1
MOTION AND ORDER
PERMITTING AMENDMENT OF
INFORMATION

vS.
STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON

B.D. 08/04/72

Respondent.

N Nt Nl el Nl gl N it N e g

COMES NOW Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for King
County, Washington, by and through his deputy, dicole MarclInnes,
and moves the Court for an order permitting amendment of an
Information, filed herein 5 June 1986, for the reasons as set
forth in the certification attached hereto.

NORM MALENG

P. ecuting Attorney

By:

NICOLE MACINNES

Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
’ ORDER
THIS MATTER coming on regularly for hearing before the

underdigned Judge/Court Commissioner of the above-entitled Court

on the day below named, upon application of the state of

Washington for leave to file an amended information herein, and

the court being fully advised in the premises; NOW, THEREFORE,




IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the state of Washington,
Plaintiff, be and hereby is permitted to file an amended

information herein.
RN \ il o
DONE IN OPEN COURT this __ <) I day of \J\ﬁﬂt’iijé",

JUDGE/COURT COMMISSIONER

Presented by:

¢ Z [H;1C~ l/tJZ/QAle—"f'

NICOLE MACINNES
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY _
JUVENILE DEPARTMENT T

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Flaintiff, NO. B86-8-02275-1

v. 'SECOND AMENDED INFORMATION

STEVEN DANIEL SWENSON
B.D. 8/4/72

Respondent,

- I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for KRing County in
the name and by the authority of the state of Washington, do
accuse Steven Danlel Swenson, of the crime of UNLAWFUL
IMPRISONMENT, committed as follows:

That the respondent Steven Daniel Swenson, in King
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did knowingly restrain
Anthony Vega, Nicole Johns and Melissa Miller, human beingsy

Contrary to RCW 9A,40.040, and against the peace and
dignity of the state of Washington.

COUNT II

And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid
further do accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of SIMPLE
ASSAULT, a8 crime of the same or similar character as Count I,

committed as follows:

That the respondent Steven Danlel Swenson, in King
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did assault Anthony

Vega, a human beingy

Contrary to KCW 3A,36,040, and agalner the peace and
dignity of the state of Washiagton.




COUNT I1I

And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid
further do accuse Steven Daniel Swenson, of the crime of SIMPLE
ASSAULT, a crime of the same or similar character as Counts I and

II, committed as follows:

That the respondent Steven Danlel Swenson, in King
County, Washington, on or about 3 May 1986, did assault Nicole
Johns, a human being;

Contrary to RCW 9A.36.040, and against the peace and
dignity of the state of washington.

NORM MALENG
Prosecuting Attorney

L1;¢{~. u’44&4_‘j)

n %
By
NICOLE MACINNES
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
For
JONATHAN LOVE
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

(KAREN A, WILLIE) (P)
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TRIAL/NON-TRIAL
SCOMIS Code: i
__PREHRG DISPHRG __SCHRG
—_POSTHRG __MINUTE —NJ Trial

duwdge/Court Commissioner:
Coordinator?,

Courtroom Clerk:
Court Reporter/Recorder

King County Cause No. /m—f‘ﬂﬂZQ—-/

In Re: The Welfare Nf:
STATE Of WASHINGTON vs : LI Ld B irted 2t

o~ d
£ 2L ~,
(Lt 7 AEE A
G 77

Type of Hearing: ; . Z

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney: : AZZQ&;/
Assistant Attorpey Genera):

Responcent: s

Respondent's - Guardian Ad Litem:

Attorney:
Parant(s):

Agency Caseworker(s):

Minute Entry

Y, // - ot PS4 A// ./
(L AU M /sz
27 24/ L/ 207,
=25 / 7
/ Z . J/.' o
/ ] P / P
A v
< - / /,o
L L
d 2 7/ /7,
Y7/ y / / .
— & 2 //:P'// \
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FE3 1132
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON SURERION Cour cgme -
COUNTY OF KING o LY.JHA “"LEY :'
JUVENILE COURT H

. Pb-Fo022952]

STATEMENT OF JUVENILE
OFFENDER ON PLEA OF GUILTY

State of Washington v.

f7c zven Lf Mf/ T tenyy;

My true name Is. ﬂ(. o g En &LZ)@A/J?’)‘LZ“

2. My true age is / : years and | am compstant to understand the charge(s) and the

consegquences of my action.
3. i know that | have the right to a lawyer, and that if | cannot afford to pay for a lawyer, the Court will provide me with one st no

cO8t. ) / ,/ /‘

- ;
Y, &
4. My lawyer is l/{'& / [)‘/" g / L
5.
and | have been given a copy of the charge(s).

6. Tha Court has toid me and | am aware that:

{a) ! have the right to hear and question witneases who might teatity against me.

[b] { have the right to have witnessas testify for me. These witnesses may be required to appear al no cost to me.

{c} ! have the right tQ testify on my own behaif but | do not hava to testify on my own behaif, and thefact thatichc  notto
testify on my own behalf cennot be held against me.

(d] The offense(s) | am charged with must be proven beyond a reasonable doubt.

{e] | bave a right to appeal a conviction after a trial.

[f) if | plead guiity { give up thase rights. end | cannat changa my plea. If the Court in making its disposition enters a
disposition outsice the standsrd rangs. atter making a tinding of manitest injustice, | understand that sither the State or
| may appeai.

T. | have bean told that the Court will consider my criminal history.

My criminal history is (offenee/dste):

I~
v L S 1 m_—

8. { have boen

t B

old that with my criminal higtory ang present offens. s) i am class! iminorffirst offender| ] neithera
g7 8 3ericus attender [ | anricus oftender. ¥)])

Tne Court has told me that the standard sentenge range tor the charge(s) is
Cayimun -t/ fii.

STATEMENT 0f Juv OFF Ui FLEA uf Guiln!Y U 07 0000 1:80 WPF

GuCROT 7 ACW 130 130y
Page ' ot

ORIGINAL — LEQAL FILE




: L - o

f 1 {4 box is checked) or & term of community supervision for a period of not more than 1 year which may include cne or more of the
foitowing: [a] up to 3100 fine [b] up 10 150 hours of community service {c] attend information and/or counseling [d] detention of up to
30 days (no detention time for minor/lirst offenden.

9. 1 have been told that the Prosecuting Attorney will take the following action and make the following recommendation to the
Court:
EJ

[‘. - - " . 71 -
dl 4 £ . : y7i i E;

S S E—— T —

10. | huve been toid that the Probation Cour:#&‘wm take the following action and make the following recommaendation to the

s,

<

11. | have bean toid that the Court doee not hava to follow sither the Prosecuting Attorney’s or the Probation Counselor's recom-
mendation for my sentence, and could commit me to the Depariment of Institutione untii my 21al. birthday. | have aiso been
told that If | plead guiity to this/these offense(s) that it/they wiii become a part of my criminel history.

12. The Gourt has asked me to state in ny own words what | did that reaulted in my being Mgod with the offense(s).
This is my statement — LUL-FA 7. VL-

—f.{l—'&.’ ‘— e 4 N 57 4
C"EM//K’E/ ’“m",’- y WI/F&W/
2 )" .t - L

Q /ﬂfl?m/'/i mmmzv
LA Q fplonl) tw. Cont))e 200 2, 3 lugind o ot -
Wm}'mﬂ"”ﬂmm #s

P Al gy vy 1...!'/ Ll touold  Lrghs

13. | piead guilty to the charge(s) ae alleged in Count(s) /,. 2

“‘ 21N Pt 3

t4. 1 meke this plea Ireety and voluntaniy. No one has threstened to harm me or anyone else in order to have me plead gulity.
15. No one has made any promises to make me plead guility, except a5 wrilten In this statement,

168. | have read or somecne has read to me every!hing printed above Iind | have been given a copy of this statement. | have no more

questions to ask the Court -
10 Pt [5FT

Datod:
~>25 /@0 IQJ’Z\./ J_.(//MLM 7z
JUVENILE OFFENDER'S SIGNATURE
STATEMENT af JiIV OFF v DI £a ¢ GUIL TY S A7 AN 1A WDE
(WJUCR O/ 7 RCW 1340 130y
rage 2 ot 3

DAIQINAL - LEGAL FURLE

.1 b s
o bat et Al e e

B oy i BT L 1 e sitdirais

eV et e b b

CF U A AR Y . e
.
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- - ‘ NO.

t ho/she fully undersiands them and

| have carefully gone over the sbove enumerated iloms #1--16 with my client and | 0@l
that he/she is entering thic piea knowingly, inteliigently. and voluntarily

DATE 7 Tatporuey for Respondent

Parent, guardian or custodian signature in the event child is under iwelve (12) yoars ot age.

Parent, guardian. custodlan

The above statement was read by or read to the allaged oifender and signad by the juvenile

and the underigta mmﬂ Commissioner ipop

in the presence of his/her Attorney

Prosecuting Attorney

Coun.
Dstod: ,?L// - ?7 -'}' . s
Judpe/Court Commissioner
Approved for Entz: / . f
Lawyer for Respondent

Deputy Prosecuting Attorey

w07 0600 180 WPF

STATEMENT ot JUY OFF on PLEA of GUILTY
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e e @& OLLOW-UP HEPORT .
= . |aesw e SEATTLE POLICE DEPARTAMNT
ey po—— PRESENT DATE luClDtN-Tleou
5/ 6/86 86=207809
‘P& OF INCIDENT DATE OF INCIDENT UNIT FILE NUMBER
ASSAULT 5/ 3/86
RIGINALLY REPORTED AL LOGATION OF INCIDENT
SIME 1000BLOCK OF NW 65TH
oM ADDRESS PHONE _
(1) V=0A, ANTHONY 6317-11TH NW. 789=3233
CAEER . CLEARED [ARREST—UNFOUNDED.-AEFERRAL JUVENKIE CT.~UXCEPTIONAL CLEARANCE); AT LARGE WARRANT: ETC.
JSPOBITION: REFERRED TO JUVENIIZE COURT
PROPERTY: RECOVERED [ ADDITIONAL STOLEN [~ FURTHER DESCAIPTION ) EW:{%W“‘I’M&; [
= . " WA NUMSER AND THE DATE AN T
; %&:& ' wJ’SE m. WW&%:’?&U nam INTEAVIEWED, MAGE'C WITNESSES, RESULTS OF INTERROOATIOWS,
Y CASE M.O.: lN GA NOT INCLUDED ON OFPINI! REPORT.
RD | IN# SWERSON, STEVEN DANI®L, WM, DOB 8/ 4/1972, ADDRESS: 1107-RW 65TH, 782-4438
CRARGED: ASSAULY 2 & UNLAWFUL IMPRISO™MENT
(v ADDITIONAL VICTIMS:
| (2) Jouws, NrcOLE 5338-7TH NE 524=3157
.1 (3) MILIER, MILLISA 1100 WW-65TH 7843068
EL_ 5/ 6/86 0700hrs. Ass ed Cases Statements of victins sttached to case.
é‘, ' 0730brs. Spoke with a Danisl Swanson, vho 1dentified himself as Steven's father
and who gsve the above information about his son. His son attends the McGraw
School. It was explained to the father thst his son had been igvolved in the
1isted ipcident. The father asked ss to the time of the ipcident apd he was told
_ The father then stated that his son couldn't have done it sincs he wasn't gone
from the houss for more than an hour and that his son had csll~d him en the phone
during that time. The father ihen asked vhat date it occurred and he was told it
wvas 5/ 3/86. The father stated that he was now sure his son couldn’t have been
involved and asked why he wvas called. It was explained to him that as s barent
he =ipght be interestsd in what iis son wvms involved in. Mr. Swenson vas then as)
—4——vhat day the 3rd fell on and his answar was Sunday. Whan 4t was_sxplained to_hi:
that the 3rd wes a Sstupday Mr. Svenson gisted that his son was at his mother's
house in South Seattle and couldn't have been dnvolvad. Mr. Sumnson stgted that
he would like his lawver ic have a copy of the report when the lavyer was called
TIGATING OFFICER SERiAL UNITY

E’NV“TIGAT!NG OFFICEA SERIAL UNIT [ APBR

s+ Re Vanderlaan 3134 35
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e .s.EAT‘rLE POLICE DEPARTMENT

INCIDENT NUMBER

ITEM CONTINUATION SHEET 86-207809
oR (1) OFFENSE AND ARREST  (3) TRAFFIC INCIDENT T v

ENTRY (2) FOLLOW-UP CASE SUMMARY

2 cont'd The 1nt0rv1|v uvas terminated.
L O745hrs . _Contacted Milliss Miller's mother who_stated_that_she wouldnit |
: . be interasted in prosecutions ¥

b4e O750hrs. Spoke vith Anthony Vegas parsmts and they would like to prosecute i
:A hre th Anthory he) |
. : 0755hrs. Spoke with Nicole Johns who stated that she knows Steve and vhers |
: !
- :

he 14ves and has no doubt it ves him who was involved. She stated that

h_g'L mom was not availeble for the phome and asked to lesvVe a messase.

6. - 0800hrs. Spoke with Terry Doyle who stated thst he 1s s friend of Mary

; Jonns and that the kids had been st his place for dimmer and that thoy.
had come t0 him and complained abcut the matter and thet he and His gg cd
Mary Johns, Nichole's mothsr, had oalled police. They are ooacomdlbwt
sny futurs happenings with ‘his suspect and woulid like sonethimto'bvo »

] done to prevent other things frem Wppening. Mr. Doyle stated that the

unidenPified boy mentionsd in the reports remains unidentified. Hr.ng;l.
k " also stated that the suspect's father did pot come to the scepe but that
‘ the kids approached him at his houss and told him about the 1m1dent and

5: : that the suspect then told his father he vaz only playing a gama.

7e -. 08/Bhrs. Spoke with Mr. Daniel Swanson agsin: Mr. Swanson was asked if
any kids spprosched him sbout his son Steven on Saturdsy. ¥s stated he

vae 3% approximstely 3100 PM. . Fe stated that he did take a knife avmy

from Stave at that time and that Steve then left for his mothr's house.

e —wo-—— . _He stated that 4t was the girl.next.door.vho hal.approached-him._(Vealissa
1ives next door) _

8, 0910hrs. Spoke agein vith Mr. Doyle who ststed that the kids, Anthony

end NMlale, had come home late for dinner and that during the dinner they

had recountad their story about Steven.
i INYBETIGATING OFFICER SEMa, wat  INVRRTI0ATING (R CER Stha, um‘Ja”HCnucomc;:

Det. He Vanderlman 3134 52 14/5"/'*‘2?/4[/44
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AR SEATTLE POLICE DEPARTMENT

INCIDENT NUMBER
ITEM CONTINUATION SHEET 86=-207809
OR {1) OFFENSE AND ARREST  (3) TRAFFIC INCIDENT PR PILL SRR o me—
ENTRY (2) FOLLOW-UP CASE SUMMARY
9. ' ' 1230hrs. Went to the 1000block of WW 65th and found the newspaper shack
! to be. & _nawspaper _recycling hox locpted on_ th: NW _corner of 11th Nw-65th.
o _CASE HEFSRIED_TC JUVENILE® QOURT, _. _ __ . ._
.T_ e e e et e e e e et o e e e e e e e
|
{
t
i
i
INVESTICATIG OFEICER STRAL TN AR oL TING S CER e Ok WCER A J9,

| A3ERUVNG
DET. H. VANDERLAAN 313L 385 | N b SO




DRAFY 91 9-39-82

S .
: : ARTME " INGIORNT NUMBER
S Erouce o e G (T e 0
550 NOTDMGLOM. D NOTDBCUSSED O DISCLOSE YAZARD TO OFFICER
T e L o A O Co g L g i
METHOD OF TOOL WEARDN VSR

vmmﬁ : -(’;

| IHNCIDENT CLASBIFICATION Q ( _+ A 1}'/

31 ] 3
EVIOENCE - DETAIL WHAT AND WHERS FOUND. Y WMOM, AND DISFOBITION,

uaamon Fimm NaME DEAT
lgow bk Nw 657> ozl | E-2
i ATE AND WHE ENTRY
(%gir é"“,‘.’g
'u v K OATE/Y ik OCCURMD ’ DAY OF
11 5-3-86 hes Set.  15-3-8¢ E§+ 1G4S ® 1815 hrs +
T O EViDENCE SUBMITTED D FINGERPRINT BEARGH MADE O FINGENPRINTS FOUND  © LAR EXAM DO NOT -
2| CODE  C (PERSON PEPORTIG, COMPLANANT) ¥ MCTIM > v WIURED HAS USABLE TESTIMONY \
‘ T T T i
wm 10 754
pi -4 ; AL
S‘hj' ~ Vst Usord Inad olere
-y o v
w = = 157} 3% 54Y
LS"““A’QH'L Uﬂ\\l 1 Heg el ddr |
Wmm HRIGHT A B TOwE
wm | ! '
HOME 14 OCCUPATION
TAILS ANGLUDS ORDY W. N AN 13 1] D soONEDD YAL O KEJ &
Do QRelmbriism
D NOTHING TAREN © UNKNOWN AT Tiw OF REPORT T VICTIM FOLLOWAP LEFY
TRAND NAME [~
APPLIED NUMBRA m
. VEINGLE USED BY SUSPECT AND DISPORITION,
7&'&“’0‘“' ' NUMBEN OF ANENLES PARENTIVOUVARDIANIS. NOTE I
cwnmmrwmm
5, REGONSTAUGT, AND VESTIRATION,
10, OUTLINE TESTIMONY OF PERBONS MARKED “TAD USASLE TESTIMONY=- Do PRONT.
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#MEATTLE POLICE DEPARTMEN‘U-

INCIDENT NUMBER

C rEM CONTINUATION SHEET  ° G(a-zm ¢OY

;I _OR (1) OFFENSE AND ARREST  (3) TRAFFIC INCIDENT [veet tag

§ ENTRY {2) FOLLOW-UP CASE SUMMARY

ﬂgjcm\"" Steven the su&c:tc“{’ entered +he shack and Lok,

J | e (amqu hun‘hnc\ +uo—c ﬁn@ﬁ £Lrom one of hs

<~ VY
’hOC}K ﬂ—< C. o y o] XN {l
-c; im0 caod 1nuslve ' edu
kﬂr s sc..‘\g_o_(_(g_ggg_a_mm at +this weiting.

‘For The f\i"xi_app_pomma‘\t\\& One and Onehalt? hours
| Steven held tho three mc:l:!m at Knifecnn¥,

’He !ﬂo,c{-ekmdwim maotons inthe aiC VEryY clos<.
f . Bodies o-@ fhe viediog, N Duk‘l‘"f‘b;e blade
lanthe arm of vichim A nthony \/eem's arm and
wnJ (‘1 Br

iy\,g_g@_mj-_gﬁ#'ke Knife against +he S"anab(\
o€ yickim Nichole Sobns.  Me Hheewd the EniLe

Lindo Fhe wall gs_‘}:_ir&tﬁé__m_ﬁl_imim_@m%am

5 ‘\L.eas F;;_LA suzamd +1m~0_5 £ mo_g_ﬁ_w_ﬂﬁ__ﬂ_l‘_tg;‘i_
*3 +D éi(&:b QQQ Eg { 4”\3 ylg. 12045 :‘F‘(’I‘Yq i—a

: dy whet he was do_in\oy Viedim Millec was
Otb e 4o g et o w_a:\ﬁ.gn_d_%_e:* ‘Hwe Qéms."z._iﬂibﬁ&.
AU Fhe viedimg @ese \Ler?_fsﬁ:h_;_ug_a_a_d_‘thgu&bf[
“,i +}‘|~¢ Sosmdr ﬁoi c}i renl :{ Lu i fkcm T/N’ SuspeCt
| ia r\g_;v&-\q { s LaFher Mewas only Qlaf 19?___
J '%'_me pu\:H\ Hhe viedivee, RO. pb‘}wntié{a"':mcq‘b
Trorr &u"f}\t\!!b\mﬁ QO Lu:n‘f" o) +f\€ }‘omei‘r’

ﬂ*-e _)us.oe.(,‘i" N an Ck“j‘t‘f"\_P }LO c‘-’pp{\e_ he nd ‘LL\“’
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MEATTLE POL.CE oerARTMENTED 4
: INCIDENT NUMBER 3
ITEm CONTINUATION SHEET . F6=207 ?0?
_on (1) OFFENSE AND ARREST  (3) TRAFFIC INCIDENT ‘Lm.';—"c‘
ENTRY {2) FOLLOW-UP CASE SUMMARY W

cent 1RO, had all Yhye viedims c*omralel—-e a statement
ahau++)~-e mcidest, The qarem‘k of +he vicdtims
qce Learlul about Lhe death Fhreots made bu
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CRTRCERORSER PARTMENT 5
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)\ SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF KING
JUVENILE COURT

-

g.,,‘ T
[ § "-‘m. :. - S
KIN3 QC L~

o SeANGTTOR

Few 351387

SUPERIOR 20U T CLERK

Q (o)
QT vems DLoendav

BY (ipiTiiA SALEY
DEPOCY

NO. B L8 - O 959.'75".\

State of Washington v.

ORDER OF DISPOSITION (INFORMATION)

-\q- - Nat-

8ASIS

I,
1.1 A dispositional hearing was helid in this case on:il-&i‘!dé‘-ﬂﬁ_

1.2 Persons appesring at the hearing were:

11,1987

(K) Juvenile ) . {>.) Probatiol _AL‘LR)M
8L ) Juvenile's llwyor_ﬂzli.ﬁ_{.&—__- X\ Other_}é

{3 ) (Deputy) Pr ing Attorney
Lmu

1. FINDINGS
Based on the testimony heard and the case record to date: the Court finds:

(%) plea - Aol

2.1 The sbove named juvenile was found guilty by of the offense(s) of:

( ) theCourt
N“a|mvm "-_ F (A0 OooverRod ]

2.2 RESTITUTION

} That damage was done to the victim in the amount of

} The amount of loss cannot be determined at this time.

) That the juvenile has the present ability to pay restitution in the amount of

) That the juvenile does not have the present ability to pay restitution, however that the
juvenile will develop the ability to pay restitution.

{ ) That the juveniie does not have the present ability to pay restitution and cannot reason-

ably acquire the means to pay.

CATEGORY OF OFFENDER

2.3
The juvenile is:

{ ) A minoror first offender
(%) A middle offender
{ ) A serious offender

2.4 MANIFEST INJUSTICE
A disposition within the standard range for this offense would effectuate a manifest &9/,t

(O /
justice. Findings of fart and ronchusions of iaw to be presented by 18 7

Mare

I tal XA SN

NI INAT

\'\
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‘v- “ 19, W L - s
. .

ST The Cowt findy thet the standard runge of sentence for Count I‘__b ‘ﬂ, - months of commun: iy
suparvision with .\Lﬁahouu of community service; maximum s.:u.&.__hne -< days nf confinement;
or commitment for __________ weeks. The standard range(s) on count(s) ara found 10 be ss stated
on the record or in the statement of juvenile offender on ples of guilty form.

}I. ORDER

CONSECUTIVE TO:

3.1 COMMUNITY SUPERVISION COUNT_'I_ COUNTE COUNTm REMARKS
months months months TOTAL MONTHS

COMMUNITY SERVICE  _Ylahoun A nours X _houns Hatois_ 10D

For hours of counsaling, credit is given for hours per month
hours of community service. first du._a__LL_Z_'Z_

CONFINEMENT Days Days Days To commence on

{ ) Consecutive ®

{ } Tobe served on weekends { ) passes authorized

{ ) To be tarved at the Division of Juvenile Rehabilitation

{ ) Credit given for time sarved days.
(%) Counseting/Drug-Alcohol Information/Evaluation (%} asdirected by Probation Counselor

{ ) Regular School Attendance/Work Training Program/Employment

{ ) asdirected by Probstion Counselor

(X1 The Victim Penaity Assesment is ordersd/faived in the amount of $

{ ) Restitution shall be paid prior to other finsncial obligations.

AESTITUTICN is ordered to be disbursed as follows: TOTAL §___
COUNT AMOUNT VICTIM:

Co-Respondents
COUNT *
COUNT . s _
COUNT #*

ATTORNEY FEES - Private Ay

{ ) Respondent shall pay attorney’s fee. §

{ )} Respondent’s respansibitity for attorney’s fes is waived.

( ) This portion of the disposition is to be cuntinued until parent has been screened financially.

TOTAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATION exluding clerk’s fees iy L J
to be paid at the rate of . —. per mnnth tirst payment due ———
L COUNTS \"H"\f TOIr A ARED QHAQ [ -ININ] C(\MQE{“HT(\H"« v

ORDER OF ISPt 10N - INFCHAR NG o TG wiiuna B WAF
auCR 712 HEW 1340 20 tLu THO 190
¥t ot 3




7 ¥32 CONDITIONS OF PROBATION: That while on community supervision the juvenile offender shall bs under 3
the charge of a probation counselor and comply with the foliowing conditions: (1} must have parent/guardi- i
an‘s permission regarding whergabouts, hours, and activities (2) must report any change in residencs, school, 3

or work status to probation counseior. (Obtsin permission from probation counselor bafore changing resi-
dence) (3) must have probstion counssior's permission for out of state travel end (4} must keep ail appoint-
ments with probation counselor. Must further comply with any conditions set forth in writing, signed by
juvenile offender, lawyer and filed herein, during the term of community supervision.

3.3 JURISDICTION
{ ) Jurisdiction is extended to
( )} Jurlsdiction is transferred to

for purpases of restitution/community supervition.
County for purpotes of supaervision.

34 [ ) Thefollowing counts are hersby dismissed

3.8 This order shail remain in full force and effect until further order of the Court or until the same is revoked,
modified or changad, or terminated by an order of tha Court or by law.

3.8 That while detained authorization is granted to provide necessary medical and dental examination and treat-
ment as professionally prescribed.

3.7 NOTICE OF FEES
All payments ordered sbove sre paysble through the registry of the Court. A cost of $5.00 shail be collected
in addition to each fes, penaity, fine or cost collected by juveniie courts. (There is no cost on payments under
$25.00.)

38 Other:

FEB 121987

omse: LB 11,1987

/ ~Sadge/Court Commissioner
FINGERPRINT(S) CERTIFICATE

i,
cisrk of this Court, cerntify thet the sbowve is 8 trus copy of the Order of
Disposition in this action on record in my offics.

Dated:
Fingerprints of:
Attested by:
M. Janice Michels
Clork
By

Deputy Cinrk

AROER OF DISPOSITION INFORMATION:
‘JuCR T 12 MCW 13,40 1720 1RO 1RO 190)
Psge J ol 3

Dated:
M. Janice Michels
Clerk
8y
Dsputy Clerk

trRY ATen 488 weE




